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1 THE FRAMEWORK OF THE ANALYSIS

In attempting lo give an answer to the question posed by the title of
the present paper, | propose to analyse two tonetic transcriptions of
Abraham Lincoln's Geltysburg Address, one of which has been offered
by Roger Kingdon (1958) and the other by J. D. O'Connor (1971). I shall
do so in order Lo inquire into the relalionship between the functional
perspectives of Lhe sentences of the wrilten text of the Address and the
functional perspectives of tlieir tonelic implementations as refllected by
the two transcriptions. In carrying out the analysis, I shall have recourse
to the theory ol functional sentence perspeclive (FSP} as presented in
Firbas 1992. For the benefit of the reader who may not be familiar with
my approach to FSP, I shall briefly recall at least some of the essential
conclusions offered by Firbas 1992 that concern (a) Lhe degrees of com-
municative dynamism (CD), (b) the degrees of prosodic prominence (PP),
(c) the operation of intonation as a [actor of FSP, and (d) the relationship
between the writlen language and the spoken language. For a detailed
discussion and illustrations ol these and olher concepts employed in my
approach, I beg the reader to reler lo Firbas 1992. (In the present paper,
references to this publicalion open with the year of publication, 1992,
without statling the name of the author.)
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(a) DEGREES OF COMMUNICATIVE DYNAMISM (CD)

In the act of communication, a syntactic component serves as a com-
municative unit (Svoboda 19G8: 1981.4). As I see it, it does so Lthrough
its semanlic content. The structure ol which il formms part serves as a
communicative [lield. Parlicipating in the development of the communi-
cation it carries a degree ol communicative dynamism {CD). The degree
of CD carried by a unit is determined by the relalive extent to which the
unit contributes towards the development of the communication within
the communicative field (1992.7-8). This distribulion of degrees over the
communicative units determines the funclional perspective of the field.
It is the communicative unit carrying the highest degree ol CD towards
which the [ield is perspectived (1992.6).

There is a hierarchy of fields (Svoboda 1968). A first rank communica-
tive [ield is piovided by the senlence. Any of its syntactic conslituents
that is implemented as a subordinate clause, semiclause or noun phrase
provides a second rank communicative field (subfield). In fact, a consti-
tuent of any rank implemented in the way described provides a commu-
nicative field (sublfield) of lower rank. The analysis offered by the present
paper will deal willh subfields provived by subordinate clauses and semi-
clauses. Subfields provided by noun phrases will be deall wilh only occa-
sionally.

In the written language the distribution of degrees ol CD over a com-
municative field is the outcome of an interplay of three factors: (a) linear
modification. {ii) the contextual factor and ({iii) the semantic factor. At the
moment the written sentence is produced and/or perceived. these [actors
operate as formalive forces that co-operate in modifying the intrinsic
communicative values with which the syntactlic constituents enter into
the communicalion. The interplay of the factors takes place as follows: (i)
Unless worked counter to by the other two faclors, linear modification
(1992.6-11) gradually raises the intrinsic communicative values of the
units in the direclion from Lhe beginning to the end of the field. The closer
to the end a unit comes Lo stand, the more il contribules towards the
development ol tlie conununication - in other words. the higher degree of
CD it carries within the field. (ii) The contexlual lactor (1992.21-40) pre-
dominates over both linear modification and the semantic [actor in that a
unit conveying information retrievable [rom the immediately relevant
context (1992.22-5), verbal or situational, contribules less towards the
further development of Lthe communication and Lherefore carries a lower
degree of CD than a unit conveying information irretrievable from that
seclion of context. (iii) Il not prevented by the contextual factor. the
semantic factor (1992.41-65) operates through the semantic characters
of the units and the character of their semantic relations. these charac-
teristics eilher permilling linear modificalion Lo assert itself or working
counter to it. Seen in this light, the degree of CD carried by a unit is its
intrinsic communicative value modified by the outcome of the interplay
of FSP [actors at the moment ol ulterance and/or perception.
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Let me just add three important notes. (i) What has been termed a
communicative field serves as a distributional field ol degrees of CD. (ii)
As long as it conveys some meaning, any linguistic element participates
in the development of Lthe communication and acts as a carrier of CD.
But as not every linguistlic element can [unctlion as a syntactic constitu-
ent, il has to be emphasized thal whereas every communicative unit is a
carrier of a dcgree or degrees of CD, not every carrier of CD serves as a
communicalive unit (1992.19). (iii) In the spoken language the interplay
ol the FSP [actors is joined by intonation.

{b) DEGREES OF PROSODIC PROMINENCE (PP}

In the spoken language a distributional field of CD of any rank simul-
taneously serves as a distributional field ol prosodic prominence (PP).
Degrees of PP are signalled by prosodic features of dillerent phonic type.
For instance, O'Connor and Arnold distinguish (i) absence of stress, (ii)
unaccented stress, (iii) accentled stress and (iv) nuclear stress (1973.31-
6). I accept their classilicalion. According to them, the most prominent
prosodic [ealure is the nucleus, which acts as the consliltulive feature of
what may be termed ‘Lhe tone unil’ (a termx not used by them). If [ully
implemented, Lthe tone unit consists of a pre-head, head, nucleus and
tall. In conlrast wilh the pre-head and the tail, the head shows greater
salience. IL is the stresses that cause this salience that are regarded as
accented. (Accenledness nalurally also accompanies nuclear stress.) On
the other hand. the stresses that occur in Lthe pre-head and (lhe tLail are
regarded as unaccented. The gamut of the four degrees jusl characteriz-
ed is expandable. Il a distributional field contains more prosodic fea-
tures of the same phonic type, then ol two features ol such Lype the one
occurring later in the distributional field is considered to be prosodically
more prominent. (This is due to the operation ol linear modification in
the spoken language.) One of the most important qualifications of this
observation is necessitated when within a distributional field a fall is [ol-
lowed by a low rise. If this occurs, it is the [all that exceeds the low rise
in PP (1992.151-3). An important phenomenon is the representative
prosodic [eature ol a communicative unit. A communicative unit can
bear more prosodic fealures than one. Il is ils most prominent prosodic
feature Lhat represents the unit in relation to the other units of Lhe
same rank, i. e. in relalion to the olher units occurring in the same
distributional field (1992.149-50).

{c) INTONATION

Following Mathesius, Danes has [urther developed the conception of
three funclional spheres of sentence intonation: (i) that ol the struclura-
tion function, (ii) that of FSP, and (iii) that wilthin which ‘intonation
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represents a steady subjective commentary on the utterance, mostly
with an emolive or emotional colouring’ (Danes 1987.19-20). The pres-
ent inquiry concerns mainly spheres {ii) and (iii). In doing so, it will exa-
mine the relationship belween the distribution of degrees of CD as
determined by the non-prosodic faclors of FSP and the distribution of
degrees of PP. As to the subjective commentary supplied by intonation,
it is a special type of information. In fact, it is an integral part of oral
communicalion (see Uhlenbeck 1983.17). In consecuence, it is capable
of raising degrees of CD carrled by the communicative unils and so alfect-
ing the distribution of CD over the lields constituted by these units.

(d) THE RELATIONSHIP BETWEEN THE WRITTEN AND THE SPOKEN LANGUAGE

I subscribe to Vachek's extensive inquiries into the writlen language
(e. g. Vachek 1989). They have eslablished the spoken language and the
written language as two language norms which diller not only materially
(phonic vs. graphic substlance) but also functlionally (cf., e. g.. ibid. 54).
Their substance being phonic, the prosodic features are not means of
the writlen language. As a [actor of FSP, inlonation, which does not ope-
rate in Lhe wrilten language, joins the interplay ol FSP [aclors in the
spoken language. Il does so by producing dillerent degrees ol PP.

2 NOTES ON O'CONNOR'S AND KINGDON'S TONETIC TRANSCRIPTIONS

In analysing O'Connor's and Kingdon's tonelic transcriptions of
Abraham Lincoln's Gettysburg Address, | am exlending a series of text
analyses carried out [rom the point of view ol FSP (see, e. g., Firbas
1987, 1989 and 1992). Dealing with the lext sentence by sentence and
taking inlo consideration the interplay of all the FSP factors involved
necessarily proves to be a lengthy procedure, but simullaneously serves
as a uselul Lool for tesling the viabilily of the theory of FSP and [or help-
ing to Lthrow light on the relationship belween semantics, syntax, FSP
and intonation in general and on such a speciflic problem as that posed
by the litle of the present paper in parlicular. But before starting the
analysis, | must insert some notes on O'Connor’'s and Kingdon's tonetic
transcriptions.

It is important to nole that Kingdon's approach, like that of O'Connor
(or O'Connor and Arnold, for that matter), permits one to reckon with
four basic degrees of PP. In terms of stress, Kingdon (1958.1) speaks of
unstressed syllables, partially stressed syllables and [ully stressed syl-
lables. which indicates three degrees of PP. In terms of pilch, he dislin-
guishes belween slalic and Kinelic tones, the [ormer being characterized
by absence, and the lalter by presence, of movement in pitch (1958.3-8).
This indicates anolher significant difference in PP: the statlic tones are
strikingly exceeded in PP by kinetic lones. As comibinations of changes
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in stress and pitch are considered by Kingdon Lo be the basic elements
of English intonation, and his concepts of pre-head, head, nucleus and
tail tally with those of O'Connor and Amold, the compalibilily of the two
approaches is evident. In either case, it is possible to speak of a gamut
that is constituted by the four basic degrees of PP (absence of stress,
unaccented stress, accented stress and nuclear stress) and that is [urther
expandable (see p. 25).

For our purposes, the systems of tonetic marks applied in O'Connor's
transcription of 1971 and Kingdon's of 1958 can be regarded as
compalible as well. For the benelil of the reader who may not be [amiliar
with the lwo systems, let me brielly explain the meanings of Lhe tonetic
marks used by O'Connor and Kingdon. Detailed explanations are to be
found in O'Connor 1971. ix-xii and Kingdon 1958.1-21. My explana-
tions only serve to account for the uses of the marks in the two tran-
scriptions. Both (transcriptions are brought by Chart Two of the
Appendix, atlached in the form of loose sheets Lo the present volume of
Bmo Studies in English. The reader is advised to refer to Chart One f[or
examples while studying the explanations. A special reference is given
when, because of its low [requency in the Lranscription, a tonelic mark
may be dillicult to [ind promptly.

The tonetic marks are either raised (placed at Lhe top of the line) or
Jowered (placed at the bollom of the line). With a proviso required by a
special case stated below, they indicate either high or low pitch, respec-
tively.

A raised verlical stress mark indicates accented slress. A double raised
vertical stress mark, which occurs only in Kingdon's transcription, indi-
cates addilional emphasis.

In O'Connor's lranscription a lowered verlical stress mark indicates
unaccented stress. If occurring afler a fall-rise, it indicales the conlinu-
ation of the rise; see, e. g.. the words [ollowing the [all-rises occurring on
larger, we, we and hallow of (distributional field} 6. In Kingdon's tran-
scriplion, it indicales unaccented stress if occurring in a pre-head or a
tail, or within whal he calls ‘an expanded nucleus’ (1958.20-1) and
O'Connor and Amold ‘a compound tune’ (1973.33); see the stresses on
nation, conceived and so of 2, between Lhe high fall on any and the low
rise on dedicated. (The high fall and the [ollowing low rise act here as a
conslitutive feature of the tonal confliguration.) In other cases, the low-
ered vertical mark indicates accented stress in Kingdon's transcriplion.

In O'Connor's transcription, a lowered double verlical stress mark
indicates accented stress. In Kingdon's transcriplion, it signals addition-
al emphasis; see the words dedicate, consecrate and hallow of 6.
Because of its occurrence in the tail of a tone unil, the stress does not
attain the status of genuine accentedness.

In Kingdon's transcription, a raised dot indicates unaccented stress.
In O'Connor's, it is used to indicate unaccented stress ‘that does not
deviate [rom the pitch previously specilied’ (O'Connor 1971.x).

Slanted slress marks indicate nuclei. A stress mark slanted (rom right



28 JAN FIRBAS

to lelt indicates a rise: one slanted [rom lelt to right indicates a fall. A
combination ol the two indicales eitlier a fall-rise or a rise-fall. Kingdon
uses double slanted siress marks to indicate additional emphasis; see,
e. g.. didof 9.

O'Connor and Amold differ from Kingdon in the interpretation of the
stressed syllables within what they call ‘a compoud tune’ and Kingdon
‘an expanded nucleus’. Whereas O'Connor and Arnold interpret the
stresses on the words occurring between the two nucleus bearers as
accented (1973.33), Kingdon regards them as instances of partial stress
(1958.19), i. e. as unaccented. I believe that in regard to the expanded
gamut of PP, the two views can be reconciled. Occurring after the high
fall, the low rise in fact occurs in its prosoclic shade and consequently
recedes into the background. So do the stressed syllables following the
fall and preceding the rise. This reduces the prosodic prominence both
of the low rise and of the stresses. In regard to the gamut of rising PP,
the low rise does not attain the [ull prosodic status held in the gamut by
nuclear siress. nor do the stresses attain the full prosodic status of
accentedness. On the other hand, the low rise remains prosodically
more prominent than accented stress and the slresses more prominent
than unaccented stress.

Special mention must be made of a prosodic [eature thal O'Connor
and Arnold reler to as ‘Mid-Level nuclear lone’ (1973.31). In contrast
with all the other tones that have so [ar been regarded as nuclear in the
literature, this tone does not have a movement of pilch, but a sustention
of pitch (ib.). It is the sustention of pitch that gives the tone its nuclear
character. As this character was overlly recognized by O'Connor and
Arnold only in 1973 (1973.ix) and is therelore not marked in O'Connor's
transcription ol 1971, I have introduced the appropriate mark into the
1971 transcription, replacing the original stress mark not suggesting
the nuclear character of the tone. The Mid-Level nuclear tone is borne,
for instance, by forth and men of 1, engaged of 2, lives of 4 and dead of
7 in O'Connor's transcription. In Kingdon's terms, this tone does not
involve a change in pilch and is therelore not kinetlic, but static. I find,
however, that O'Connor and Arnold are justified in according the Mid-
Level tone nuclear slatus. A word group containing it becomes a tone
unit, the Mid-Level tone serving as its constitulive feature.

In one case, O'Connor uses a raised arrow pointing downwards; see
we of 6. Il idicales accenled stress opening a f[alling head. In one case.
Kingdon uses a lowered short level mark; see what of 9. It indicates
unaccented stress.

A word must be added on the strokes dividing up the texts of Lthe two
transcriptions. O'Connor intends the slrokes to represent boundaries
realized in speech either by a very briel pause (or simply by lengithening
the preceding syllable), or by an unmistakable pause {cf. O'Connor
1971.ix). (He accordingly uses a single or a double stroke in his Reader
of 1971.) It is important to note that the boundaries indicated by the
sirokes in fact occur at ends of tone units. As Kingdon does not mark
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the boundaries of tone units with any special signs, 1 have additionally
done so by inserling boundary strokes in his transcription. Not being in
a position to decide in every case with absolute certainty whether he
would insert a short or a long pause, | have decided Lo have recourse to
a simplification. In both transcriplions, I employ only single strokes. In
addition, no stroke is placed by me at the end of a sentence (which
always coincides with the end ol a tone unit) il the end of the sentence
is marked with a full stop.

It should also be menlioned that whereas Kingdon's transcription is
only tonetic, O'Connor's is phonetic in the full sense of the word, cover-
ing the pronunciation of individual words as well. But with the excep-
tion ol the indications of glottal stops (see. [or instance, the gloltal stop
mark preceding our, are and equal of 1. and any ol 2), | present only
O'Connor's transcription of the tonetic implementation.

3 THE NON-THEME IN THE WRITTEN FORM OF THE GETTYSBURG ADDRESS

In my analysis 1 shall first concenirale on the wrilten text of The
Getlyshurg Address (see Chart One of the Appendix) and then proceed to
its spoken implementalions as reflected by O'Connor's and Kingdon's
lonetic transcriplions. A convenient slarling point ol the discussion is
the functions performed by Lhe verb in the developmentl of the comuni-
calion. In discussing them I shall treat the verb as representing two
communicalive unils, one being constiluted by ils notional component
and the olher by its calegorial exponents. The necessily of this distinclion
has been accounted [or in detail in my presentalion of the theory of FSP
(1992.70-3).

In regard to the subject, the notional component of the [inite verb form
serves one of the [ollowing two [unctions in Lhe development of the com-
munication (1992.5-6): il eitlier parlicipates in perspectiving the field in
which it occurs lowards the subject (in which case the subject serves as
the communicalive unil carrying the highest degree of CD), or away
from the subject (in which case the highest degree of CD is carried by
another communicative unit than the subject). As the analysis of the
text of The Gettysburg Address will show, all the [inite verbs occurring
in 1t participate in perspectiving their [iclds away [rom tlie subject. With
a qualification Lo be stated below, this means in terms ol the dynamic
semantic [unctions (1992.6G-9) that the [ields implement the Qualily
Scale. The subject performs the dynamic function ol expressing the
Bearer of quality (the B-function) and the notional verbal component the
dynamic semantlic function of expressing the Qualily ascribed to the
bearer (Lthe @Q-function). This opens the possibility [or the notional com-
ponent of the verb to complete the development ol the communication
within the field in which it operates. It can do so in the absence of units
performing the dynamic semantic funclion of expressing a Specification,
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or a Further Specification, of the quality expressed by Lhe verb {the Sp-
function or the FSp-function). The units the presence of which prevents
the verb from completing the development of the communication are
looked upon as its success(ul competilors. They consequently carry
higher degrees of CD. The analysis adduced below demonsirales that
the notional components of the non-finite verb also perform Lhe Q-func-
tion in their [ields in the short text under discussion. It is [rom the
angle just indicated that I shall examine the operation ol the notional
component of the verb, finite or non-[inite.

Examining the written text, we find that the basic distributional field 1
(or ‘field 1°, or ‘1", for short) contains four verb forms. brought forth. con-
ceived, dedicated and are created, the [irst operating in the basic field
and the others in sublfields. None of the notional components of these
verb forms proves to be the unit that completes thie development of the
communicatlion within the respeclive field. Il does not do so because of
the presence of a success(ul competitor, which exceeds it in CD. In this
way, brought forth is exceeded in CD by a new nation ...; conceived by in
liberty; dedicated by to the proposition that ...; and are created by equal
In each case, the communicative unit exceeding the verb form in CD
performs the Sp-function. In the absence of a Further Specification
(FSp). this Sp-unit completes the development of the communication
within the respective field, consequently carrying the highest degree of
CD.

As the [iclds examined implement the Qualily Scale, the following
interpretation in terms of thematic and non-thematic functions applies
(1992.67-87), with the qualification to be slated presently. If not com-
pleting the development of the communication, the notional verbal com-
ponent performs the [unclion of transition (Tr) in regard to ils success-
ful competitors, which are all rhematic (Rh), the one completing the
development of the communication serving as rheme proper (RhPr). If in
the absence of successful compelitors il completes the development of
the communication, the notional verbal component acts as rheme prop-
er itsell. While the notional verbal component shows a strong tendency
to be transitional, its temporal and modal components (TMEs) perform
the transitional function invariably, acting as transition proper (TrPr or
‘+’). Units perlorming the transilional and rhematic functions are
regarded as non-thematic. An essential precondition of their non-them-
aticity is context-independence, i. e. their expressing information that
is irretrievable [rom the immediately relevant preceding verbal conlext
and/or the immediately relevant situational context. (This does not,
however, niean that every context-independent unit is necessarily non-
themalic: cf. 1992.71). Il context-dependent, i. e. expressing information
retrievable [rom the immediately relevant contextual sphere characterized
(1992.23[l), a unit becomes parti of the theme; c[ 1992.66-87 and here
Pp- 41-2. (In the present paper, the terms ‘context dependence’ and
‘context independence’ are used in the narrow sense specified
above.)
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The qualification to be made concerns the fact that like any other unit
the notional component of the verb becomes thematic when it is rendered
context-dependent. Unlike the B-function and the Set-function, which
are exclusively themalic irrespective ol context dependence/indepen-
dence and are therefore themaltic funclions par excellence, the Q-func-
tion tends to become neutralised in the thematic sphere. Through
becoming context-dependent, a unit that if context-indepenent would
perform the Q-lunction has ils dynamic semantic status weakened and
in a sense reduced to that of a Setting. (The dynamic semantic Set-[unc-
tion consists in expressing concomitant, background information;
1992.49-59 and 66G-9). But as the analysis shows, none of the verbs in
the text examined participates in perspectiving its [ield to the subject; in
fact, none of the fields implements the Presentation Scale (1992.66-9).

See the interpretation of field 1 below now. (In the interpretations,
numerals not [ollowed by asterisks stand for basic distributional fields.
Numerals witli asterisks indicale distributional sublfields. The number
of asterisks indicates the rank of subordination. Letters a, b and c signi-
fy coordinaie basic distributional [ields or sublields. In all the inlerpre-
tations, 1 - 11***d, the comimunicative units italicized serve as rheme
proper. Seven verb formms - dedicate of 4*, dedicate of Ga, consecrate of
6b, hallow of 6¢, consecrated of 7, dedicated of 10* and dedicated of 11*
- which convey context-dependent, and therefore thematic, informa-
tion - are enclosed within reversed virgules, \\. The abbreviation
‘NegFocAnt’ stands for ‘negation focus anticipator’; cf. 1992. The
NegFocAnt is an element of negalion, for instance not, which in terms of
the inlerpretalive arrangement - see 1992.12-3 - precedes and points to
the negalion focus, i. e. the rheme proper of a negative field. In this
sense it is rhemalic. At the same time, it opens the scope of negation
and in this sense it is transilion proper orienled.)

(3 ) I brought forth (+; Q, Tr) ... a new nation conccived in liberty and dedicated to the
proposition that all men are created equal (Sp. RhPr).

(1*a) ......... conceived (+; Q, Tr) in liberty (Sp: RLPr) ...

{(1*h) ......... dedicated (+: Q. Tr) to the proposition that all men are created equal (Sp, RhPr).

(1**) ...l arc (+) created (+: Q. T1) equal (Sp. RUPr).

With due alterations, the same interpretation applies to ithe notional
verbal components in 2%, 2**, 3, 4, 8a, 8b, 9, 10**, 11**, 11***a*, 11***c
and 11***d; in each [ield the presence of a Specification prevents the
notional component [rom compleling the development of the communi-
cation. (Detailed interprelations of the non-themes of individual fields
are adduced below.} Neilher can the notional verbal component com-
plete the development of the commaunication in 5, 2, 4**, 10, 11, 11***a
and 11***b. In 5 it is a unil performing the Q-function that acts as ils
successful competilor; this is because is serves as a copula and ils notion-
al component merely performs the A(scription)ofQ(uality) (1992.68). In
2, 4**, 10, 11***a, and 11***b, Lhe notional component of the verb is
exceeded in CD by a Specilication and a Further Specilication; in each
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case the Specilication occurring last in the field proves to be the most
successful competitor of the nolional component of the verb {1992.81-
3).

In 4%, 7, 10* and 11*, the notional component of the verb cannot com-
plete the development of the communication, because it is context-
dependent. Hence it is themalic {see 1992.71 and here pp. 41-2) and
exceeded in CD even by the TMEs. The laller, however, cannot complete
the development of the comimunication in the presence of a Specification
in 7, 10* and 11* and of a Specilication, Further Specification 1 and
Further Specification 2 in 4*.

Oul of the 37 verb forms under examination, there are nine that in the
absence ol successful competitors complete the development of the com-
munication. Six verb forms, occurring in 4***, 5*, 7% 8* 9* and 10***,
do so through the nolional component, and three, occurring in 6a. 6b,
and Gc, Lhrough the TMEs. Under the circumstances, the TMEs can
complete the development of the communication, for owing to the context
dependence of the notional component of the verb they have become
competitorless.

(2) e are (+) engaged (+; Q. Tr) in a civil war (Sp, Rl testing whether that nation or
any nation so conceived and so dedicated can long endure (FSp. RhPr).

2% .ccononnl testing (+: Q. Tv) whether that nation or any nation so conceived and so dedicat-
ed can long endure (Sp, RIWPr).

(2**) ......... can (+) long (Sp., RUPr) endure (+; Q. Tr).

[10) JF, are (+) et (+: Q. Tr) on a great batticficld of that war (Sp. RhD’r).

(1) [ have (+) come (+; Q. Tr) to dedicate a portion of that ficld as a_final resting place
Jor those who here gave their lives that that nation might live

4% ........... to (+) \dedicale (+; Set, T\ a portion of that ficld (Sp, R as a final resting

Mace (FSpl, RN for those who here gave their lives that that nation might live
(FSp2, RLPr).

(4**) ......... gave (+; Q. Tr) their lives (Sp. Rl that that nation might live (FSp. RhPr).

(B) o, is (+: AolQ. T1) altogether fitting and proper {(3. RhI'r) ...

5% cevennnnnnn should (+) do (@. RhiI'r)...

Ga) .......... can (+; Q. RiiPr) not (NegFocAnt, Rl \dedicate (+; Set, Th)\...

GhH) .......... can (+: Q. RiiPr) not (NegFocAnt, Rh) \conscerate (+; Set, Th)\...

{Gc) ........... can (+; Q. RIiPr) not (NegFocAnt, RIT) \hallow (+; Set, Th)\...

(7) oo have (+) \consecrated (+; Set, Th)\... far above our power to add or detract (Sp.
RIPD).

(7% ceeennnn. struggled (Q. RWPY)...

{8a) .......... Litlde (Sp. RUPr) note (+: Q. T ... (See p. 34)

8H ... long (Sp. RhPr) remember (+; Q. Tr) ... (See 1))

8* .......... say (+; Q. RIDr)...

[(3) I can (+) never (NegFocAnt) forget (+; Q. Tr) what they did here (Sp, RIPr).

(9% .......... did (+; Q. RhPr)...

(10) .......... is (+; Q. Tr) for us the living (Sp, Rh) rather to be dedicated here to the unfinish-
ed work which they who fought here have thus far so nobly advanced (FSp.
RhPr).

(10%) ......... to be (+) \dedicated (+: Set, Th\ ... to the unfinished work which they who
fought here have thus far so nobly advanced (Sp, RhPr).

(10*%) ....... have (4) ... so nobly (Sp, RLPr) advanced (+; Q. Tr). (Sce ib.)

(10***) ...... ... Jought (+: Q. RLPr) ...
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11y .......... is (+: Q. Tn) rather for us {Sp. Rh) |THE ENTIRE REST OF THE BASIC DISTRIBU-
TIONAL FIELD] (FSp. RhiPr).

(11*) ......... to he (4 ... \dedicated (45 Set. T\ to the great task remaining before us (Sp.
Rhi’r)

(11*%) ....... remaining (+; Q. Tr) before us (Sp, RLPD) ...

(11***) ... ... take (+; Q. Tr) increased devotion (Sp. Rl to that cause for which they gave

the last full measure of devotion (FSp, RIiPr).
(11***a*} ... gave (+: Q. Tr) the last full measure of devotion (Sp, RUPT).

(11***h) ... ... Lighly (Sp. Rl resolve (+: Q. Tr) that these dead shall not have died in vain
(FSp. RhPr).

(11°**h*) ... ... shall (+) not (NeglFocAnt) have (+) died (+: Q. Tr) in vain (Sp. RhP'n) ...

(11***¢) ... ... shall (+) have (+: Q. Tr) a new birth of freedom (Sp, RIiPr) ...

(11***d) .... ... shadl (+) not (NeglFocAnt) perish (+; Q. Tr) from the earth (Sp, RUPr).

The foregoing analysis has determined the FSP [unctions of the verbs
and its successful competilors. Wilh the exception of seven context-
dependent, and hence themaltic, notional components of the verb forms
(4*, 6a, 6b, 6¢, 7, 10** and 11¥), all the notional verbal components, all
the TMEs and all the successful compelitors are non-thematic. Together
with the transilion proper oriented units recorded on Charts O'Connor
2/1 and 2/2 and Kingdon 2/1and 2/2, they all constitute the non-themes
of the [ields under examinalion. Within the non-theme, the lowest
degree of CD is carried by ihe TMEs: they are exceeded in CD by units
performing the dynamic semanlic funclions ol AolQ, Q. Sp, FSpl and
FSp2, this arrangement reflecting a gradual rise in CD.

4 THE PROSODIC IMPLEMENTATION OF THE NON-THEME IN O'CONNOR'S
TONETIC TRANSCRIPTION

It is now possible to turm attention to the relationship belween the
distribution of degrees of CD over the non-thematic unilts as determined
by the interplay of Lhe non-prosodic FSP faclors on ithe one hand and
the dislribution of degrees of PP on the other. First, 1 shall examine the
tonetic transcription offered by J. D. O'Connor [rom this point of view.
Charts O'Connor 1/1 and 1/2 accompanying my examination are to be
found in the Appendix. (The comimunicative unils serving as rhemes
proper are not italicized on them, but underlined. The thematic units
are placed within reversed virgules, \\. For the use ol ordinary vir-
gules,//, and the sign >, see p. 36.)

An examination of field 1 shows that the verb forms occurring in it,
brought forth. conceived, dedicated and are created, are all exceeded in
PP by their successful competitors. True enough, the verb [orm brought
JSorth bears a nucleus, but its successful competitor, an expanded object
serving as a Specification, bears a number of nuclei, which all show
higher degrees ol PP on account of their occurring later in the field. In
any case, the decisive role is played by the nucleus on equal. the repre-
sentative prosodic feature of the Specification. As for ihe three verb
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forms operating in sublields, conceived (1*a), dedicated (1*b) and are
created (1**). each bears accenled stress, which is exceeded in PP by a
nucleus {on liberty, equal and equal, respectively) acling as the repre-
sentative prosodic feature of a concurring Specilication. (The accented
stress of the verb form dedicated of 1*b is in fact exceeded in PP by
three nuclei.) It is not without interest to note that the network of [ields
permits the nucleus on equal simultaneously Lo serve as representative
feature in three (ields — 1**, 1*b and 1.

In regard to the section of field 1 discussed above (p. 31), the [oregoing
comments have established a perfect correspondence beltween the distri-
bution of degrees of CD as determined by the interplay of the non-prosod-
ic FSP factors and the distribution of degrees of PP. (Henceforth I shall
use the term ‘perfect distributional correspondence’ for short.} This is
indicaled on the Charts by the abbrevialion ‘PERF. CORR.’ It must be
emphasized tliat Lhe assessment of perlect distribulional correspondence
applies here to the verb, occurring in finite or non-finite form and con-
stituting two communicalive units, and its successful competitors.

With due alteralions Lthe same interpretation applies to 21 other [ields
of the text. They are all represented in the Charts merely by a verb form
that is not underlined; see fields 2, 2*, 3, 4, 4*, 4**, 5, 7, 7*, 9, 10, 10*,
11, 11%, 11**%, 11***a, 11***a*, 11***b, 11***b*, 11***c, 11***d. Together
with the four fields commented on in the preceding paragraph, all the
21 [ields display perlect dislributional correspondence in the sense speci-
fied above, i. e. in regard Lo the verb and its successful competitors.

In all the 25 fields (4 + 21), the TMEs acl as transition proper. With
four exceplions in which it is thematic (4*, 7, 10* and 11%), the notional
verbal component is always transitional. It is exceeded in PP by its
successful competitors, which are rhematic, the one compleling the
development of the communication within the field serving as rheme
proper and bearing the most prominent prosodic fealure. This testilies
to a perfect distributional correspondence in the rheme as well as in
regard to the transition-rheine relationship.

In addition to the 25 [ields just discussed, there are another 8 fields
interpreted as displaying perfect distributional correspondence in regard
to the transition-rheme relationship; see 2**, 4***, 5% 8a, 8b, 9%, 10**
and 10***. In each case it is the notional verbal componennt that bears
the most prominent prosodic {eature (a nucleus). As to the notional ver-
bal components of 4***, 5* 9* and 10* (live, do, did and foughl), the
issue is quite straightforward. In the absence of a successful competitor,
each completes the development of the communication within its field
and serves as rheme proper and is underlined on the Chart.

The notional verbal components of 2**, 8a, 8b and 10*** (endure, note,
remember and advanced) require special comment. Each is a nucleus
bearer in spite of the presence of an adverbial (long, little, long and
nobly) that lunctions as a specification and proves to be a successful
competitor. It is important to note that both the adverb, which immedi-
ately precedes Lhe notional verbal component, and the notional compo-
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nent are context-independent. They form a combination that is reminis-
cent of a noun plirase implemented through a context-independent
attribulive adjective immedialely preceding a contexl-independent head-
word bearing a nucleus; cf.. e. g.. a thrilling story in I've read a thrilling
story, occurring in a conlext which only renders the pronoun I context-
dependent. Allthough under the contextual conditions stipulated the
adjeclive excceds the headword in CD within the noun phrase acting as
a sublield. it does not bear the nucleus. It is worth noticing that though
deviating from perfect distribulional correspondence the placement of
the nucleus does not affect the perspeclive of the noun phrase. It does
not produce a re-evaluating effect (see 1992.159-72 and below), re-per-
specliving the noun phrase Lo story. This is because the placement of the
nucleus on the conlext-independent headword [olloving a context-inde-
pendent atiributlive adjeclive proves lo be quile unmarked. In other
words, it is the unmarked character of the placement that prevents it
from producing a re-evalualing elfect within the subfield; in spite of the
nucleus occurring on the headword. the noun phrase is perspectived to
the allributive adjective, thrilling. As for the FSP function of the nucleus
on slory, it serves as Lhe representative [eature of the subfield provided
by the noun phrase, simultaneously marking it as the rheme proper of
the sentence. (For a more detailed discusssion of the [unctions of the
prosodic fealures of the adjeclive-headword combination. see 1992.167-
9.)

As to the combination iruplemented through a context-independent
(one-word) adverb immedialely preceding a context-independent notion-
al verbal component. it does nol display such close relationship between
ils two parts as the adjeclive-headword combination does. Unlike this
combination, it does not serve as one syntactic constiluent; each of its
parts acls as a syntaclic constituent in its own right. This looser
relationship is also borne out by the absence of constant word order
contiguity of the two parts. Nevertheless, in Lthe text under examination,
the context-independent adverb immedialely preceding the context-
independent nolional verbal component bears a striking similarity in
function to Lhe altributive adjective operaling under the same contextu-
al condilions in the adjective-headword combination. At this point, it is
worth recalling Kopec¢ny's observation on the qualifying delermination of
the verb carried out by the adverb. He characterizes the adverb perform-
ing this function as a verbal attribute (Kopeény 1962.25). From this
point of view, the following can be said about each of the adverbs
examined. Though remaining a separale syntaclic constituent, the con-
text-independent adverb immediately preceding the context-independent
notional verbal component enters into a relationship with it close
enough to produce a group that comes very near to an FSP communica-
tive unil. Morcover, the placement of the nucleus on the notional verbal
component, which carries a lower degree of CD than Lhe adverb, proves
to be as unmarked as the placement of the nucleus on the headword
exceeded in CD by the attribulive adjective. Under Lhese circumstances



36 JAN FIRBAS

the interpreler can regard the nucleus placed on the notional verbal
componenl as Lthe representative [eature of the entire combination. As,
in each ol the four cases examined, the combination is the carrier of the
highest degrees of CD, the interpreter can consider Lthe nucleus to mark
the combination as rheme proper of the field. [ assume that the argu-
ments adduced permit the conclusion that the placement of the nucleus
is not at variance with perfect distribulional correspondence. The four
combinalions are underlined on the Chart.

In addition to 33 [ields accompanied by the label 'PERF. CORR.’, Lhere
are [our [ields {Ga, 6b, Gc and 8*) thal have been given the label ‘R. INT.’
(standing for ‘re-evaluating intensiflication’). Why is Lhat so? In 6a, 6b
and 6c, it i$ in each case the auxiliary can thal in the absence of
success(ul compelilors serves as rheme proper. The notional verbal
component (dedicate, consccrate or hallow) cannot act as a success[ul
compelitor because it conveys retrievable and hence context-dependent
information. (In the Charts. context-dependent elements are placed be-
tween a pair of reversed virgules, \\.) Perfect distributional correspon-
dence between the two distribulions would therelore place the nucleus
on can and this is where the nucleus aclually occurs in Kingdon's tran-
scriplion (see Charl Kingdon 1/1). But in O'Connor's transcription the
nuclei are placed on we, we and hallow in 6a, 6b and 6c, respectively,
which produces a siriking deviation [rom perflect distributional corre-
spondence. The nuclei occur on elements that the interplay of the non-
prosodic FSP [actors renders non-rhemalic (themalic or transitional).
This devialion is funclional, because it achieves a particular effect.
Through it special emphasis is thrown on the idea that il is not the par-
ticipants in the ceremony who are the consecrators of the resting place
ol the brave dead.

Lel me recall that the placement of the most prominent prosodic fea-
ture of the [ield, i. e. its inlonalion centre, on an element that has been
rendered non-rhematic (L(hematic or transitional) by the interplay of the
non-prosodic {actors allects Lthe theme-rheme relationship and produces
re-evalualing prosodic inlensiflication (1992.159-72). The distribution of
degrees of CD as determined by the non-prosodic FSP [actors is nol
obliteraled thereby, but a ncw dimension is added Lo the message by
intonation. The non-rhemalic element is re-evaluated and becomes
rheme proper, the elements following it assuming a thematic character.
Exempted from re-evalualion, however, are (i) the TMEs, which continue
to serve as transilion proper irrespective of sentence posilion, and (ii)
the communicative units preceding the IC bearer. Needless Lo say, the
new dimension can be appreciated only against the background of per-
fect distributional correspondence. The [ields Ga, 6b and 6¢ in Kingdon's
transcription have nol undergone re-evaluation and hence do not con-
vey Lhe additional special emphasis created by it. {(Gn Charts O'Connor
1/1 and 1/2 and Kingdon 1/1 and 1/2, the units affecled by re-evalua-
tion are [ollowed by Lhe re-evaluation sign, >, and enclosed within ordi-
nary or reversed virgules, // or \\. They are reslated outside Lhe vir-
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gules and provided with the tonetic marks reflecting Lthe outcome of the
re-evaluation. On the Charls indicated, the reversed virgules enclose
originally thematic units.)

Though refraining [rom analysing distributional [ields provided by
noun phrases. I should like to insert the following observation at this
point. Both in O'Connor's transcription and in Kingdon's, the possessive
pronoun our in the expanded noun phrase Our poor power to add or to
detract of 7 bears the nucleus, allhough it is rendered thematic by the
interplay of the non-prosodic FSP [actors. Iis prosodic re-evaluation
forcelully undcrlines the idea of the participants not being the consecra-
tors of the [inal resting place.

As to field 8*, it shows re-evaluating prosodic intensification, because
ils intonation centre [alls on here. This adverbial of place occurs eight
times in the texti; see fields 4**, 7*, 8*, 9%, 10*, 10***, 11* and 11***b. In
all these cases, it is context-dependent, conveying information retriev-
able from Lthe immediately relevant context, verbal and situational. It
perlorms the dynamic semantic [unction of expressing a Selling (c[. p.
31) and is therefore thematic and can be expecled Lo be prosodically less
prominent than any rhemalic unit in the field. With the exception of
here of 8* this indeed applies to all the other uses of here in the text.
The prosodic re-evaluation of here in 8* is in harmony with Lthose of we
in 6a and we in Gb (see also Chart O'Connor 2/2). In this way, empha-
sis is placed on the notions of ‘we the participants' and ‘(standing) here
in this very place’. This appears to be in harmony with another interest-
ing fact. Comparing the [ields containing the adverbial here, we {ind that
the ilems of here are given greater prosodic prominence in the fields
concerning the participants in the ceremonial act than in the [ields con-
cermning the brave dead. Wlereas in the latter group, here bears accen-
ted stress in 4**, accenled stress in 7* unaccented stress in 9* and
unaccented silress in 10*** (nole the absence of nuclear stress), in the
former it bears nuclear stress in 8* nuclear siress in 10* accented
stress in 11* and nuclear stress in 11***b (nole the presence ol three
occurrences of nuclear stress, in one case even leading Lo re-evaluation,
and absence of unaccented stress). | do not think that this difference in
prosodic intensification ol here shown by the two groups is purely coin-
cidental. It appears that in O'Connor's lranscriplion. Lhe speaker wishes
lo heighten his appeal Lo those present al Lhe ceremonial act and to
underderline the hic et nunc character of his relerences to the place
where the act is in progress. On the other hand, his references predomi-
nantly linking the place wilth the memory of the brave dead do not lend
such a degree of emphasis to the nunc component. One could perhaps
even say that in this way the references to the place where the
commeinorative speech is delivered are given diflerent prosodic treat-
ment according to whether the place is referred to as the scene of the
commemorative act now in progress or as the scene of the bravery per-
formed in the past. In any case, the deviation [rom perfect distributional
correspondence resulling in the re-cvaluating prosodic intensification of
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here in 8* lays marked stress on this adverbial ol place. It must, how-
ever, be borne in mind that the re-evaluating prosodic intensification
does not allect the themalic status of the sublield in regard to the entire
(basic) dislributional [ield 8, the perspective of which has not been
re-evaluated. Field 8 is perspectived to the communicative unil (nor)
long remember, which bears a [alling nucleus. (Moreover, the adverbial
here of 8* bears a low rise. So do the other nucleus bearing items of
here, which do not produce a re-evaluating effect.)

As can be seen from Charts O'Connor 1/1 and 1/2, the transcription
examined shows a high degree of perfect distributional correspondence
in regard to the verb, finile or non-finite (in each case viewed as two
communicative unils) and its successful competitors. Such perfect cor-
respondence is displayed by 33 fields oul of 37. This leslifies to a high
degree ol perlect distributlional correspondence in the rheme as well as
in regard to the transition-rheme relationship. Deviations from this per-
fect correspondence caused by re-evalualing prosodic intensification
prove to be [unctional, adding a special emolive dimension to the mes-
sage conveyed.

5 THE NON-THEME IN KINGDON'S TONETIC TRANSCRIPTION

There are also 25 fields in Kingdon's transcriplion in which the verb,
finite or non-finite, does nol comiplele the development of the communi-
cation because it is prevenled [rom doing so by a successful competitor
or successful compelilors. In these cases the verb is not underlined on
the Charts (Kingdon 1/1 and 1/2). Wilh lwo exceptlions (4*. 7, 10* and
11%), when it is themalic, lie notional verbal component is always tran-
sitional, and the success[ul compelitors are always rhemalic, the one
completing Lhe development of the communication within the field serv-
ing as rheme proper. As for PP, the transitional notional verbal compo-
nent is exceeded in PP by ils rhematic successful competitors. Within
the rheme, the rhematic units not compleling the development ol the
communication are exceeded in PP by the unit serving as rheme proper.
In other words, within the rheme PP rellects the degrees of CD as deter-
mined by the inlerplay ol the non-prosodic FSP [actors. All the transi-
tional units are exceeded in PP by the rhemalic units. (This applies also
to the transilional unils not covered by Chart Kingdon 1/1, bul record-
ed on Chart Kingdon 2/1 and to be discussed laler.) It follows that all
the 25 [ields concerned show perlectl distributional correspondence in
the rheme. They also show perfect disiributional correspondence in
regard to the transilion-rheme relation.

Perfect distributional correspondence is also shown by 5 [ields (4***,
7*, 8* 9* and 10***) in which the absence of successlul competitors per-
mits Lthe notional verbal comiponent to complete the development of the
communication and to acl as rheme proper. All these components are
underlined on the Chart.
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Perfect distributional correspondence is further shown by 3 fields (6a,
6b and 6¢) in each of which cannot operates as rheme proper in the
absence ol successful competitors and is therefore underlined on the
Chart. The notional verbal component is out of competilion because it
has been rendered context-dependent.

In 2**, as well as in 10**, we find a group made up by a context-inde-
pendent adverb and a context-independent notional verbal component
(long endure and nobly advanced, respectlively) which bears a nucleus.
The group has no successful competitor and in terms of the arguments
offered above serves as rheme proper. The groups are underlined on the
Chart. It [ollows from Lhe arguments olfered that the non-thematic sec-
tions of the two fields show perfect distributional correspondence.

Only 4 fields of Kingdon's transcription (5* 7* 8a and 8b) show
re-evalualing prosodic inlensification. In 5* it is the thematic this that
has been re-evaluated. Though bearing only unaccented stress, it be-
comes the most prosodically prominent unit in the subfield. In this way,
special hic et nunc emiphasis, the motivation of which is similar to that
described above, is thrown on the ceremonial act in progress. The per-
spective of [ield 5, however, is not affected by this re-evaluation, which
takes place only in the sublfield. PP reflects the thematicity of the sub-
field by placing it in the post-inlonation centre prosodic shade created
by the nucleus on the rhematic proper. As for O'Connor's transcription
of 5* it respects the contexl dependence of this and perspectives the
sublield to do. (The low fall on do in O'Connor's transcription does not
have a re-evaluating effect on field 5, because the conliguration of a
high rise on fitting, a high [all on proper and a low rise on do does evi-
dently not permit the low rise to act as the intonation centre of the [ield.
A corroboration of this statement, which represents a modilication of
the basic observation that Lhe last nucleus within a field acts as the
bearer of the highest degree of PP, must remain pending; cf. 1992.152
and here p. 25))

Like O'Connor. Kingdon re-evaluates one of the eight instances of
here. It is the here ol 7* ithal has been chosen by him for re-evaluation.
(The interplay of the non-prosodic FSP [aclors does not perspective field
7* to the thematic here, but to the rheme proper, struggled.) As has al-
ready been stated, here is thematic in all ils eighl instances in the
wrilten text. With one exception, Kingdon's as well as O'Connor's
transcriplion renders the thematic here's prosodically less prominent
than the concurrent rhematic units. In doing so, both transcriptions
produce perfect distributional correspondence in regard to the
theme-rheme relationship. This holds good irrespective of the differ-
ences in the degrees of PP employed by the lwo transcriptions.

In contrast with O'Connor, Kingdon's motivation for the re-evaluation
of here seems Lo be the emphasis on the hic component linked with the
notion of ‘the brave dead’ (see p. 37.) It cannot, however, be said that
this motivation is markedly reflected by his treatment of (he other
instances of here.
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The other two fields showing re-evaluating prosodic intensification are
8a and 8b ([orming the compound [ield 8). In terms ol the interplay of
the non-prosodic FSP factors, the [ollowing interpretation applies at the
moment of wrillen utlerance and/or visual perception. In eilther case
the group consisling of the adverb immedialely preceding the notional
verbal component (liltle note and long remember, tespeclively) has no
successful competilor and acts as rheme proper. The unit what we say
here, on the other hand, conveys context-dependent information and is
thematic. This perspective is indeed rellecled by O'Connor's transcrip-
tion. Re-evaluating what we say here by placing the intonation centre of
8 on say, Kingdon's transcription produces a powerful contrast between
say ol 8* and did of 9*: what we say here vs what they did here. Striclly
speaking, cues to this conlrast are provided by ilie written text if the
immediately [ollowing context (field 9) is taken into consideralion. Seen
in this light, the interpretlalion of giving [ull play Lo contrast is potential-
ly present in the text, and the role of intonatlion would have to be inter-
preted as consisting in removing potentialily by offering an unequivocal
interpretatlion of FSP (1992.181-6). But in regard Lo the moment of spo-
ken ulterance and/or acoustlic perceplion, when the following context is
non-existent, 8a and 8b are lo be regarded as cases of re-evaluatling
prosodic intensification.

A note may be added heic on the two adverb-notional verb combina-
tions ol 8a and 8b. It is wortli noting that in each case the contexi-inde-
pendent adverb carries a higher degree of PP than the notional verbal
component. This use is not at variance with the higher degree of CD
carried by the adverb, but seen in the light of the arguments adduced
above il is Lo be interpreled as marked. Its markedness enhances the
emotiveness lent to Lhe sentence by contrasl. It is, however, not a case
of re-evalualing prosodic intensification. but one of seleclive non-reeval-
uating prosodic intensificalion. (For the distinclion belween non-selec-
tive and seleclive non-reevalualing prosodic intensilicalion, see
1992.156-9 and 1G7-8, and also here pp. 46 and 48.)

Like Charts O'Connor 1/1 and 1/2, Charts Kingdon 1/1 and 1/2 tes-
tify Lo Lhe (ranscription examined showing a high degree of perfect
distribulional correspondence in the rheme as well as in regard to the
transition-rheme relationship. Such perfect correspondence is displayed
by 33 fields out of 37. Deviations [rom it, though occurring in other
fields than in O'Connor's transcription. are once again well molivaled
from the functlional point of view.

6 THE TUEME IN THE WRITTEN TEXT OF THE GETTYSBURG ADDRESS

Let me recall that in terms of the interplay of non-prosodic FSP [actors
the following communicative units qualify as thematic (i. e. as constitut-
ing Lthe theme; 1992.66-74): contexl-dependent or context-independent
units performing the B-function (i. e. the dynamic semantic function of
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expressing a Bearer ol qualily), context-dependent or context-indepen-
dent units performing the Sel-function (i. e. the dynamic semantic func-
tion of expressing a Setling; cf. p. 31) and any other units that irrespect-
ive of senlence posilion or semantic character have become context-
dependenl. All units occurring in The Getlyshurg Address that answer (o
this descriplion are recorded on Charls O'Connor 2/1 and 2/2 and
Kingdon 2/1 and 2/2.

In dealing with the themaltlic units I shall proceed as [ollows. I shall
f[irst commment on the way they operate in a thematic layer. (A thematic
layer of a stretch of text, for instance a paragraph, is constituted by all
the themalic units of that stretch of text: 1992.79.) Then | shall specily
the funclions the thematic units perform in Lheir fields, and if necessary
additionally account in notes [or Lhe specificalions ollered.

The thematic layer consists of context-dependent as well as context-
independent units. I agree with Svoboda, who has thrown revealing light
on the operation of thematic units (Svoboda 1981, 1983). thal these
units differ in the extent to which they are established in the thematic
layer and in consequence in the extent lo which Lhey contribute lowards
the further development of the communication. The more firmly they are
eslablished in the thematic layer, the less they contribute towards this
development. Viewed in this light, the themalic units form a scale that
rellects a gradual decrease in CD ol the inlormation conveyed by them:
(a) information irretrievable from the inunediately relevant context, ver-
bal or situational, and in this way entering directly inlo the themalic
layer of the text, i. e. not via its rhemalic layer, (b) informalion retriev-
able from the rhemalic layer and transferred from it to the thematic
layer, (c) information retrievable [rom the thematic layer and re-expres-
sed in il for the [irst time or inlormation retrievable {rom the immediate-
ly relevant siluational context and relerred to in the thematic layer for
the first time, and (d, e. etc.) information relrievable from the themalic
layer and re-expressed anew. Adopting Svoboda's terms. which felici-
tously captlure the graded character of context dependence as just outlin-
ed. I call the {a) and (b) types of information and the elements conveying
it ‘dialhematic’, the (c) type ‘theme proper’, and the (d, e, etc.) types as
theme proper that can be regarded as having adopted the character of
‘hypertheme’ (a term introduced by Danes). In the examination of the
thematic unils offered below, Lhe lelters (a), (b) and {c) indicate the (a),
(b) and (c) types of information as just described here. The (d). (e, etc.,
types are all indicated by the letter (h), standing for ‘hyperiheme’. If
more diathemalic unils are present in the field, the one carrying the
highest degree of CD is referred to as ‘the diatheme’, the others being
regarded as ‘diatheme oriented’. Wilth due alleralions, the same applies
to ilems having the character of theme proper. The item carrying Lhe
lowest degree of CD is relerred Lo as ‘theme proper’ and lhe others car-
rying higher degrees ol CD as ‘Ltheme proper oriented’. The abbrevialions
used in the analyses below and in Charts O'Connor 2/1 and 2/2 and
Charts Kingdon 2/1 and 2/2 are: ThPro, DTho and DTh.
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In terms ol the interplay of the non-prosodic FSP factors, I interpret
the thematic elements occurring in The Gettysburg Address in the
following way. (The lelter ‘N’ indicates that an explanatory note has been
added to the interpretation. The notes are to be found alter the interpre-

tation below.)

(n

{1*)
{2)

(24
{3)
(4)
(4%
(4**)

(4 ‘l‘)
(5)

5%

(Ga)

[(81D)]

(Ge)

7

(7%
8)
(8%

(S]]
(9%

(10)

(10"
(10*%)
(10**%)

1y

JAN FIRBAS

Four score and seven years ago

(Set. DTh) our fatliers (I3, DTho)
all men (3. DTh)

Now (Set, DTh)

we (ThPr)

that any nation or any nation so

conceived and so dedicated (DTh)

We (B, ThPr)

We (B, ThPr)

to dedleate (ThPr)

who (I3, DTh)

here (Set, Thr)

that nation (ThPr)

It (3, ThPr)

that we should do this (3, DTh)
we (B, ThPr)

this (Sct, DTh) )

in a larger sense (Set. DTh)
we (B, ThPr)

dedicate (Set, Th’ro)

we (B, ThPr)

consecrate (Set, ThPro)

we (13, ThPr)

hallow (Set, Th’ro)

this ground (Set. ThiPro)
The brave men, living and dead
who struggled here (B, DTh)
it (Set, ThPr)

who (B, ThPr)

here (Set, ThiPro)

Tlie world (B, DTh)

what we say here (Set, DTho)
what (Sct, Dth)

we (B, ThPr)

here (Set, Thiro)

it (B, ThPr)

whiat (Set, DTh)

they (B. ThPr)

here (Set, ThPro)

It (B, THPr)

rather to be dedicated here
(Set, DTh)

dedicated (Sct, ThPro)

here (Sct, ThPr)

whicly (Set, DTI)

they who fought here (ThPr)
who (B, ThP’r)

here (Set, ThPro)

It (B, ThPr)

(a)N
()
(a)
{c)N

(AN
(h)
(h)
(c)
)
(¢)N
(c)
(c)N
(a)N
M)
(LN
(a)
()
(h)
(h)
(h)
()
)
(h)

M)
()
(c)
(h)
(a)
)
(b)N
(M)
(1]
(c)
h)
(h)
(h)
()

()N
)
(h)
h)
(h)
(h)
()
(c)
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(11%) to be here dedicated

(Set, ThPr) ()
(11***a) from tlicse honoured dead

(Set, ThPro) (h)

we (ThPr) (h)
(11***a*) for which (Sct, DTh) m)

they (B. ThPr) ()
{11%%*)) we (B, ThPr) ()

Liere (Sct, ThPro) (11)
(11***L¥) thiese dead (B, ThPr) (In)
(11%**c) tliis nation (B, DTho) (a)N

under God (Set, DTh) (a)
(11***d) government of the people, by the

people, for the people (B. DTh) @)

(1) Field 1 is provided by the opening sentence. It conveys information
that is retrievable neilher [rom the verbal context (Lthere is no such con-
texl) nor [rom the immedialely relevant situational context. It is impor-
tant to note that the wrilien text permils one to take the immediately
following contexl into consideration and lo interpret the adverbial Now
ol 2 as standing in contrast to the adverbial Four score and seven years
ago of 1. This contrast raises the degree of CD carried by the adverbial
of 1, inducing it to acl as diatheme and rendering the subject of 1, our
Jathers, diatheme oriented. In not taking the cue offered by 2 into consi-
deration, the interpreler would be led to view the communicative units
of 1 as showing a gradual rise in CD. This is because the dynamic
semantic function performed by the context-independent units of (1) are
Set, B, Q, and Sp (in that order). Seen in this light, Fowr score and seven
years ago is considered to be diatheme oriented and our fathers to serve
as diatheme.

{2) We has no predecessor in the preceding verbal context and yet is
interpreted as theme proper. The very [act that the notion of the speak-
er, or in this case the notion of the group to which the speaker consid-
ers himsell to belong, can be introduced into the {low of communication
by a pronoun and in the absence of a non:-pronominal predecessor be
immediately identified by the addressee is due to the referent of the
notion of the speaker/wriler always being present in any immediately
relevant situational context {1992.24).

{2*) With the exceptlion of any, the rest of the subject conveys context-
dependent information. The subject is therefore heterogeneous in regard
to context dependence/independence. But the context independence
and the quantilying force ol any predominates, so that the subject is
regarded as predominantly context-independent (1992.36-7) and in its
entirety serves as diatheme. The other communicative units of the sub-
field provided by the subject noun phrase are nol discussed. As has
been pointed out., sublields provided by noun phrases are discussed
only exceptionally in the present paper.

(4**) The adverbial here has two predecessors in the immediately rele-
vant context: a great battefield in 3 and a portion of that field in 4.
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(5) It cataphorically points to a piece of information that is to be men-
tioned later. In this way it participates in the development of the commu-
nication, but on account of ils very small contribulion towards this
developmentl cannol but be assessed as theme proper. The inlormation
to be conveyed later is expressed by the unit that we should do this,
which is diathematic and provides the sublfield 5*.

(5*) Within this subfield we and this are context-dependent. On
account of the context-independent should do, however, the unit is pre-
dominantly context-independent. The subject of 2* (see note) and the
sublfield 5* are nol the only unils that are helerogencous in regard to
context dependence/independence, | do not consider it nccessary to
comment on every unit of this type in these notes.

(8*) In its entirely, the unit what we say here relers to the address just
delivered and in this sense conveys relrievable information. Never-
Ltheless, the sublield 8* provided by Lhis unit has ils perspeclive. It is
perspectived lowards say, which under the circumstances asserts itself
on account of its semantic weighl. Bul let me recall that the immediate-
ly lollowing context yields a cue which if taken into account puts say in
conlrast with did of 9* {c[. p. 40). In that case say is induced to convey
additional context-independent information. Of the three olher units of
8*, what exceeds in CD bolh we and here. It has been inlerpreled as a
diathematic element sui generis (cl. the interpretation ol the FSP [unc-
tion of wh-words in 1992.100).

{10) On account ol the notion of ‘prelerence’ conveyed by rather, the
unit is predominantly context-independent.

(11***c) This nation is inlerpreted as conveying information irretriev-
able from the immedialely relevanl preceding conlext. The retrievability
span (1992.25 () opened by this nation ol 1 and its re-expression of 2 is
considered Lo have been obliterated.

We can now Lurn our allention to the tonetic implementations.

7 THE THEME IN O'CONNOR'S TONETIC TRANSCRIPTION

As has already been pointed out, Charls O'Connor 2/1 and 2/2 and
Kingdon 2/1 and 2/2 list all the themalic unils in Lhe [ields examined.
In addition, they list all the non-thematic units that deviate from perflect
distributional correspondence. These unils are placed within square
brackets, [ ]. Non-thematic units that do not deviate from perfect distri-
butional correspondence are represented by three dots (...). Unils alfec-
Led by re-evaluating prosodic intensilication are followed by the re-eval-
uation sign. >, and enclosed in virgules, //. Outside the virgules, they
are restated and provided with the tonetic marks reflecting Lhe outcome
of the re-evalualion. An underline within the virgules indicates original
rhemalicily; one oulside the virgules indicales rhematicily resulling
from re-evaluation. Unils occurring in the virgules witliout being under-
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lined are originally thematic. Reversed virgules are not employed in the
Charts covering the themaltic elements.

The numbcer of fields listed on Charts O'Connor 2/1 and 2/2 and
Kingdon 2/1 and 2/2 is lower than the number of those listed on
Charts O'Connor 1/1 and 1/2 and Kingdon 1/1 and 1/2. This is because
Charts 2/1 and 2/2 do nol record [ields opening wilh non-[inile verb
formis (see conceived of 1*a, dedicated ol 1*b, testing ol 2* and remaining
of 11*) and containing no themalic unils, nor do they Lreat the co-ordi-
nate little note and long remember of 8 in two fields.

I can now resume the assessment of distributional correspondence.
With the exception of 4 fields (Ga, 6b, 6¢c, 8*) that show re-evaluating
intensilication and have already been discussed in the commenis on
Charts O'Connor 1/1 and 1/2, all the fields (27 in number) listed by
Charts O'Connor 2/1 and 2/2 show perfect distributional correspon-
dence in (wo respects. They do so both in regard to Lhe Lransilion-rheme
relalion (as has already been established by Charts O'Connor 1/1 and
1/2) and in regard to the theme-rheme relation (as is now evidenced by
Charts O'Connor 2/1 and 2/2). Perfect dislribulional correspondence in
all respects is shown by 5 [ields (1, 3, 4, 7* and 10***). This means that
out of the 27 fields under discussion 23 show devialions that occur
within the non-rhemalic sphere, and appear primarily to concern the
theme-transition relationship. But as the [olowing analysis shows, these
deviations have a wider [unctional significance.

In an overwhelming majority of cases (22 out of 23), Lthese devialions
are of one lype: they involve prosodic intensificalion of thematic units at
the expense of lransilional units. Under the heading of the latter come
the TMEs, which invariably serve as lransilion proper, conjunctions
{1992.93), which are transilion-proper oriented, and the notional verbal
components if consliluling the rest of transition. (Wilhin the square
brackets, a single ‘+" sign indicales TMEs implemented by auxiliaries and
the ‘N sign indicates a nolional verbal component, the ligature ‘+N’ being
used when Lthe TMEs are implemented by verbal affixes and merge with
the notlional verbal component. The ‘+0' sign stands for transition proper
oriented units.) It is significant that the prosodic weakening of the tran-
sitional unils lakes place at a poinl where, in terms of the interpretative
arrangement (1992.12-3), the boundary/link belween the theme and the
non-itheme is siluated. This is certainly not at variance with the TMEs
invariably performing this boundary/link role. and the nolional verbal
component showing a strong tendency to act as transilion between the
theme and the rheme. The prosodic weakening of the transiltion permits
the prosodic intensilicalion of the unit carrying the highest degree of CD
within the theme (which usually acls as diatheme) and in this way puts
it in a kind of opposilion to the unit carrying the highest degree of CD
within the non-theme (which acts as rheme proper).

As the prosodic inlensificalion discussed does not aflfect the theme-
rheme relation, it is non-reevaluating. As in devialing from perlect
distributional correspondence il prosodically intensilies a themalic unit
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at the expense of a transitional unit or transilional units, it is selective.
It is therefore to be described as seleclive non-reevaluating prosodic
intensilication. As for non-selective non-reevaluating prosodic intensifi-
cation (1992.154-9), it intensifies without aflecting perfect distributional
correspondence. This will be touched upon in Chapter 8. The Charts list
only cases of the selecltive type. They are accompanied with the label
‘N. -R INT”

For the sake ol completeness, let me add two notes. The first concerns
the only field (4**) that out of the 23 fields allected by selectlive non-ree-
valualing prosodic intensiflication does not show a prosodically weak-
ened transition. The prosodic intensification takes place within its theme.
The second note concerns two fields (10** and 11**a*) in which such
intensilication occurs simultaneously with the selective intensification
of a themalic unil at the expense of the Lransition. (Fields showing
seleclive non-reevalualing intensification within the theme are accompa-
nied in the Charts with a pair ol empty square brackets.)

8 THE THEME IN KINGDON'S TONETIC TRANSCRIPTION

Charts Kingdon 2/1 and 2/2 offer a picture identical in character with
that offered by Charts O'Connor 2/1 and 2/2.

With the exception of 3 [ields (5* 7* and 8 [listed as 8a and 8b on
Kingdon 1/1]) that show re-evaluating prosodic intensilication and have
already been discussed in the comments on Charts Kingdon 1/1 and
1/2. all the fields (29 in number) listed by Charts Kingdon 2/1 and 2/2
show perfect distribulional correspondence in (wo respects. They do so
both in regard to the transition-rheme relation (as has already been
established by Charts Kingdon 1/1 and 1/2) and in regard to the
theme-relation (as i{s now evidenced by Charts Kingdon 2/1 and 2/2).
Perfect distributional correspondence in all respects is shown by 5 fields
(3. 4, 6b, 6¢ and 10***). This means that out of the 29 fields under dis-
cussion, 24 show deviations that occur within the non-rhematic sphere,
and appear primarily to concem the theme-transition relationship. But
like the preceding analysis of O'Connor 2/1 and 2/2, the following anal-
ysis bears out the wider significance ol the deviatlions.

In an overwhelming majority of cases (22 out of 24), these deviations
are of one type: they involve prosodic intensification of themaltic units at
the expense of transilional units. (Their characters are indicated in the
square brackets.) The interpretation of this phenomenon offered above
in the comments on O'Connor 2/1 and 2/2 applies here in full and
could be repeated here. Let me just recall that the prosodic weakening
of the transilional units takes place at a point where in terms of the
interpretative arrangement (1992.12-3) the boundary/link between the
theme and the non-theme is situated, and Lhat it enables the diatheme
to stand in a kind of opposition to rheme proper.
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Out of the 24 fields alfected by selective non-reevaluating intensifica-
tion, two (8* and 9% do not show such intensification within the transi-
tion, but within the theme. In two other cases (fields 10** and 11**a*)
intensification within the theme accompanies the intensilication ol a
thematic unit al the expense ol a transitional unit.

This brings nie to the end of the analysis of Lthe wrilten form and two
tonetic transcriptions of The Gettysburg Address, carried out from the
point of view of FSP. Its results corroborate the conclusion that FSP is a
systemn accountable for by an interplay of FSP factors. The possible
objection that the text analysed is too short to permit of such a conclu-
sion cannot hold, for the results of the analysis are in harmony with
those offered by previous analyses carried out on similar lines; see, for
instance, Firbas 1989, analysing the tonetic implementation of a piece
of narrative prose, and Firbas 1987 and 1992, analysing tonetic imple-
mentations of dialogues. This series of analyses, of which the present
analysis dealing wilh a piece ol oratory [orms part, testifies to the appli-
cability of the theory of FSP here presented to dillerent [unctional styles.

9 SUMMING UP THE ANSWER TO THE QUESTION POSED

Two speakers reading aloud one and the same text will differ in the
distribulion of degrees o PP. They can hardly be expected to use intona-
tional (prosodic) means in exactly the same way and to produce exaclly
the same atlitudinal comimentary on what is conveyed by the non-into-
national (non-prosodic) means. Nevertheless, they cannot distribute the
degrees of PP just at will. In distributing them, Lthey are bound to observe
what may be termed laws of distributional correspondence, in other
words, laws ol relationship belween the distribution of degrees of CD as
determined by the non-prosodic [actors of FSP on the one hand, and the
distribution of degrees ol PP on the other. Different attitudinal comment
is conveyed through prosodic intensification, which either continues to
reflect perfect distributional correspondence, or deviates {rom it. If devi-
ating, it either (a) allects the theme-rheme relationship within a given
distributional [ield, or (b) leaves it unallected. In the latter case (b), it
alfects the non-rhemaltic sphere of the field, prosodically intensifying
one or more of its units at the expense of the others. In the former case
{a). it re-perspeclives the field, adding a new emotive dimension Lo the
message conveyed by it. The distribution of degrees of CD as determined
by the non-prosodic FSP faclors is not obliterated by prosodic intensifi-
calion. On the contrary, prosodic intensiflication Lakes place against the
background of perfect distributional correspondence. As prosodic inten-
sification is a vehicle of the speaker's adding attitudinal comment on the
message conveyed by Lhe non-prosodic means and as such contributes
information and participates in the futher development of the comunica-
tion, it raises degrees of CD.
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In comparing O'Connor’'s and Kingdon's tonetic transcriptions, I con-
cenlraled on prosodic intensilication devialing [rom perlect distributional
correspondence. | did not pay special attention to prosodic intensifica-
tion not deviating {rom such correspondence, i. e. to non-selective non-
reevalualing prosodic intensification. I am, of course, aware thal such
inlensification can eflectively participale in increasing the dillerence
between (wo prosodic implementations of a text. (For instance, the choice
of tune types may play a signilicant role in this connection; cf.
1992.155-6.)

As to lhe dillerence between O'Connor’'s and Kingdon's implementa-
tions let me just add the [ollowing observation. It concerns the total
number of tone unils not affected by re-evaluating prosodic intensifica-
tion. Whereas Kingdon's transcriplion has only 45 such tone units,
O'Connor's has as many as 64. This consequently increases the number
ol nuclei, serving as constilulive features of tone units, in O'Connor's
transcriplion. The grealer number of lone unils entails a greater num-
ber ol pauses and slows down the tempo of the address as iranscribed
by O'Connor. These [eatures teslily Lo the pronounced oratorical charac-
ter of O'Connor's implementation. This is further enhanced through
non-intonational means such as the use of the glotital siop (see, e. g..
our and are of 1, and any of 2, in O'Connor's transcriplion) and the use
of the strong forms of short structure words (see, e. g. the auxiliaries are
of 1, can of 2, and have of 4; the preposilions of of 3, for of 4 and for of
10; in the original source, O'Connor 1971.1, phonetically transcribing
also vowels and consonants). Rellecling the attilude of the speaker, all
these lealures duly raise the degrees of CD.

I can now sum up my answer to the question posed by the Litle of the
present paper in the [ollowing way. As a faclor of FSP, intonation cannot
operate independently of the oulcome ol the interplay of the non-prosodic
FSP [actors. This naturally applies even to cases in which intonation
completes this inlerplay by disambigualing non-prosodic signals or. on
the other hand, even to cases when it blurs the outcome of Lthe interplay
through automatic placement of the inlonalion centre on the last stres-
sed unil of a [ield (not encounlered in the transcriplions examined). The
dependence of inlonation on the other FSP [aclors makes it evident that
to a certain extent distribution of degrees ol PP over the spoken sentence
can be predicted from the distribulion ol degrees of CD as determined
by the interplay of the non-prosodic FSP [aclors; in other words, that to
a certain extent the [unclional perspeclive of a spoken sentence can be
predicted [rom the funclional perspectlive ol its written counterpart. The
qualificalion ‘to a certain excent’ is important. It is necessilated by the
[ollowing lacts.

If the outcome of the interplay of the non-prosodic FSP factors is un-
equivocal (which is achieved in an overwhelming majority of cases), it
permits us lo predict the prosodically non-reevaluated functional per-
speclive rellecled by Lhe spoken sentence. We can predict that under
these circumstances, the theme will be prosodically less prominent than
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the rheme; we can even predict that within the theme the most promi-
nent element will be the diatheme, and within the rheme, the rheme
proper. We cannot, however, predict the exact prosodic implementation
of a sentence. We cannot always predict whether the speaker will have
recourse to prosodic intensification, and if he does so, whether the
intensification employed by him will be of the non-selective non-reevalu-
ating, selective non-reevalualing, or re-evaluating, type. Nor can we
predict in every case the exact form of the tonetic pattern (the exact
form of the tune) Lthe speaker is going to use. Prosodic intensification is
a means of the spoken norm of language and therefore absent from its
written norm. It is the vehicle of the speaker's, not the writer's, running
attitudinal commentary on the message conveyed. Nevertheless, the
analyses of the lwo transcriptions have corroborated that language is a
system, and that prosodic intensification, which raises the degrees of
CD, operates against the background of perfect correspondence between
the distribution of degrees of CD as determined by the non-prosodic FSP
factors on the one hand and the distribution of degrees of PP on the
other.
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