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CAN THE FUNCTIONAL PERSPECTIVE OF A SPOKEN SENTENCE BE 
PREDICTED FROM THAT OF ITS WRITTEN COUNTERPART? 

AN INQUIRY BASED ON A COMPARATIVE ANALYSIS OF J . D. O'CONNOR'S AND R. KINGDON'S TONETIC 
TRANSCRIPTIONS OF ABRAHAM LINCOLN'S GETTYSBURG ADDRESS 

Jan Firbas 

1 The framework of the analysis, pp. 23-G. 2 Notes on O'Connor's and Kingdon's tonelic 
transcriptions, pp. 20-9. 3 The non-theme in Hie written text of The Gettysburg Address, 
pp. 29-33. 4 The non-1 heme in O'Connor's tonetle transcription, pp. 33-8. 5 The non-
theme In Kingdon's tonelic transcription, pp. 38-40. C The theme in the written text of The 
Gettysburg Address, pp. 40-4. 7 The Iheme in O'Connor's tonetle transcription, pp. 44-6. 
8 The theme in Kingdon's tonelic transcription, pp. 4fi-7. 9 Summing up the answer to the 
question posed, pp. 47-9. 

1 THE FRAMEWORK OF THE ANALYSIS 

In a t tempting to give an answer to the ques t ion posed by the title of 
the present paper, I propose to analyse two tonetic t ranscr ip t ions of 
A b r a h a m L inco ln ' s Gettysburg Address, one of w h i c h has been offered 
by Roger K ingdon (1958) a n d the other by J . D . O 'Connor (1971). I s h a l l 
do so i n order to inqui re into the re la t ionship between the funct ional 
perspectives of Lhe sentences of the wr i t ten text of the Address and the 
functional perspectives of their tonetic implementa t ions as reflected by 
the two t ranscr ip t ions . In ca r ry ing out the analys is , I sha l l have recourse 
to the theory of funct ional sentence perspective (FSP) as presented i n 
F i rbas 1992. Fo r the benefit of the reader who m a y not be famil iar w i t h 
m y approach to F S P , I sha l l briefly recal l at least some of the essent ia l 
conc lus ions offered by F i rbas 1992 that concern (a) the degrees of c o m ­
munica t ive d y n a m i s m (CD), (b) the degrees of prosodic prominence (PP), 
(c) the operat ion of in tonat ion as a factor of F S P , a n d (d) the re la t ionship 
between the wr i t ten language a n d the spoken language. Fo r a detai led 
d i scuss ion a n d i l lus t ra t ions of these and other concepts employed i n m y 
approach, I beg the reader to refer to F i rbas 1992. (In the present paper, 
references to this pub l i ca t ion open wi th the year of pub l ica t ion , 1992, 
wi thout s ta t ing the name of the author.) 
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(a) DEGREES OF COMMUNICATIVE DYNAMISM (CD) 

In the act of c o m m u n i c a t i o n , a syntact ic component serves as a com­
munica t ive un i t (Svoboda 1968; 1981.4). A s I see it, it does so through 
its semant ic content. The s t ruc ture of w h i c h it forms part serves as a 
communica t ive field. Par t ic ipa t ing i n the development of the c o m m u n i ­
cat ion it carr ies a degree of communica t ive d y n a m i s m (CD). The degree 
of C D carr ied by a un i t is determined by the relative extent to w h i c h the 
un i t cont r ibutes towards the development of the c o m m u n i c a t i o n wi th in 
the communica t ive field (1992.7-8). T h i s d i s t r ibu t ion of degrees over the 
communica t ive un i t s determines the funct ional perspective of the field. 
It is the communica t ive un i t ca r ry ing the highest degree of C D towards 
w h i c h the field is perspectived (1992.6). 

There is a h ie ra rchy of fields (Svoboda 1968). A first r ank c o m m u n i c a ­
tive field is provided by the sentence. A n y of its syntact ic const i tuents 
that is implemented as a subordina te c lause, semic lause or n o u n phrase 
provides a second r a n k communica t ive field (subfield). In fact, a const i ­
tuent of any rank implemented i n the way described provides a commu­
nicative field (subfield) of lower rank. The analysis offered by the present 
paper wi l l deal wi th subfields provived by subordinate clauses and semi-
clauses . Subfie lds provided by n o u n phrases wi l l be dealt wi th only occa­
sionally. 

In the wri t ten language the d is t r ibut ion of degrees of C D over a com­
munica t ive field is the outcome of an inteqslay of three factors: (a) l inear 
modif icat ion, (ii) the contextual factor and (iii) the semantic factor. At the 
moment the wri t ten sentence is p roduced a r id /o r perceived, these factors 
operate as formative forces that co-operate i n modifying the int r ins ic 
communica t ive values w i th w h i c h the syntact ic const i tuents enter into 
the commun ica t i on . The interplay of the factors takes place as follows: (i) 
Un les s w o r k e d counter to by the other two factors, l inear modification 
(1992.6-11) gradual ly raises the in t r ins ic communica t ive values of the 
un i t s i n the direct ion from the beginning to the end of the field. The closer 
to the end a un i t comes to s tand, the more it contr ibutes towards the 
development ol the c o m m u n i c a t i o n - i n other words. Hie higher degree of 
C D it carries w i t h i n the field, (ii) The contextual factor (1992.21-40) pre­
dominates over both l inear modificat ion and the semant ic factor in that a 
un i t conveying informat ion retrievable from the immediately relevant 
context (1992.22-5), verbal or s i tua t ional , contr ibutes less towards the 
further development of the communica t ion and therefore carries a lower 
degree of C D than a un i t conveying information irretrievable from that 
section of context, (iii) If not prevented by the contextual factor, the 
semant ic factor (1992.41-65) operates through the semantic characters 
of the un i t s a n d the character of their semant ic relations, these charac­
teristics either permit t ing l inear modif icat ion to assert i tself or work ing 
counter to it. Seen i n this light, the degree of C D carr ied by a un i t is its 
in t r ins ic communica t ive value modified by the outcome of the interplay 
of F S P factors at the moment of utterance a n d / o r perception. 
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Let me j u s t add three impor tan t notes, (i) W h a t has been termed a 
communica t ive field serves as a d i s t r ibu t iona l field of degrees of C D . (ii) 
A s long as it conveys some meaning , any l inguis t ic element par t ic ipates 
i n the development of the c o m m u n i c a t i o n and acts as a carr ier of C D . 
B u t as not every l inguis t ic element c a n funct ion as a syntact ic cons t i tu ­
ent, it has Lo be emphas ized that whereas every communica t ive un i t is a 
carr ier of a decree or degrees of C D , not every carr ier of C D serves as a 
communica t ive un i t (1992.19). (iii) In the spoken language the interplay 
of the F S P factors is j o i n e d by in tonat ion . 

0)) DEGREES OF PROSOD1C PROMINENCE (PP) 

In the spoken language a d i s t r ibu t iona l field of C D of any r a n k s i m u l ­
taneously serves as a d i s t r ibu t iona l field of prosodic prominence (PP). 
Degrees of PP are s ignal led by prosodic features of different phon ic type. 
Fo r instance, O ' C o n n o r and A r n o l d d i s t ingu i sh (i) absence of stress, (ii) 
unaccented stress, (iii) accented stress and (iv) nuc lear stress (1973.31-
6). I accept their c lass i f ica t ion. Acco rd ing to them, the most p rominen t 
prosodic feature is the nuc leus , w h i c h acts as the const i tu t ive feature of 
what may be termed 'the tone uni t ' (a term not used by them). If fully 
implemented, the tone un i t cons is t s of a pre-head, head, n u c l e u s a n d 
tai l . In contras t w i t h the pre-head a n d the ta i l , the head shows greater 
salience. It is the stresses that cause this sal ience that are regarded as 
accented. (Accenledness na tura l ly also accompanies nuc lea r stress.) O n 
the other hand , the stresses that occur i n the pre-head and the tai l are 
regarded as unaccented . The gamut of the four degrees Just character iz­
ed is expandable. If a d i s t r ibu t iona l field conta ins more prosodic fea­
tures of the same phonic type, then of two features of s u c h type the one 
occur r ing later i n the d i s t r ibu t iona l field i s considered to be prosodica l ly 
more prominent . (This is due to the operat ion of l inear modif ica t ion i n 
the spoken language.) One of the most impor tan t qual i f icat ions of th is 
observation is necessi tated w h e n w i t h i n a d i s t r ibu t iona l field a fall is fol­
lowed by a low rise. If th is occurs , it is the fall that exceeds the low rise 
i n PP (1992.151-3). A n impor tan t phenomenon is the representative 
prosodic feature of a communica t ive uni t . A communica t ive un i t c a n 
bear more prosodic features than one. It is its mos t p rominent prosodic 
feature that represents the u n i t i n re la t ion to the other un i t s of the 
same rank, i . e. i n relat ion to the other un i t s occur r ing i n the same 
d is t r ibu t iona l field (1992.149-50). 

(c) INTONATION 

Fol lowing Ma thes iu s , Danes has further developed the concept ion of 
three funct ional spheres of sentence in tonat ion: (i) that of the s t r u c l u r a -
t ion funct ion, (ii) that of F S P , and (iii) that w i t h i n w h i c h ' in tonat ion 
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represents a steady subjective commenta ry on the utterance, most ly 
w i t h a n emotive or emot ional colouring* (Danes 1987.19-20). The pres­
ent i nqu i ry concerns m a i n l y spheres (if) and (iii). In doing so, it w i l l exa­
mine the re la t ionship between the d i s t r ibu t ion of degrees of C D as 
de termined by the non-prosodic factors of F S P a n d the d i s t r ibu t ion of 
degrees of P P . A s to the subjective commenta ry supp l i ed by in tonat ion, 
it is a specia l type of informat ion. In fact, it is an integral part of oral 
c o m m u n i c a t i o n (see Uh lenbeck 1983.17). In consequence, it is capable 
of ra i s ing degrees of C D carried by the communicat ive uni ts and so affect­
i ng the d is t r ibut ion of C D over the fields const i tuted by these uni ts . 

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

I subsc r ibe to V a c h e k ' s extensive inqui r ies into the wri t ten language 
(e. g. V a c h e k 1989). They have es tabl ished the spoken language and the 
wr i t t en language as two language norms w h i c h differ not only material ly 
(phonic vs. g raphic substance) bu t also funct ional ly (cf., e. g., i b id . 54). 
The i r subs tance be ing phonic , the prosodic features are not means of 
the wr i t t en language. A s a factor of F S P , in tonat ion , w h i c h does not ope­
rate i n the wr i t ten language, j o i n s the interplay of F S P factors i n the 
spoken language. It does so by p roduc ing different degrees of PP. 

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

In ana lys ing O 'Connor ' s a n d Kingdon ' s tonetic t ranscr ip t ions of 
A b r a h a m L inco ln ' s Getlysburg Address, I a m extending a series of text 
analyses car r ied out from the point of view of F S P (see, e. g., F i rbas 
1987, 1989 and 1992). Dea l ing wi th the text sentence by sentence and 
tak ing into cons idera t ion the interplay of a l l the F S P factors involved 
necessar i ly proves to be a lengthy procedure, bu t s imul t aneous ly serves 
as a useful fool for test ing the v iabi l i ty of the theory of F S P and for help­
ing to throw l ight on the re la t ionship between semant ics , syntax, F S P 
a n d in tona t ion in general and on s u c h a specific problem as that posed 
by the title of the present paper i n par t icu lar . B u t before s tar t ing the 
ana lys i s , I m u s t insert some notes on O 'Connor ' s and Kingdon ' s tonetic 
t ranscr ip t ions . 

It is impor tan t to note that K ingdon ' s approach , l ike that of O 'Connor 
(or O ' C o n n o r a n d A r n o l d , for that matter), permi ts one to reckon wi th 
four bas ic degrees of PP . In terms of stress, K ingdon (1958.1) speaks of 
uns t ressed syl lables , par t ia l ly s t ressed syl lables a n d fully stressed syl ­
lables , w h i c h indica tes three degrees of PP. In te rms of p i tch , he d i s t in ­
gu i shes between static and kinet ic tones, the former being character ized 
by absence, and the latter by presence, of movement i n p i tch (1958.3-8). 
T h i s indica tes another s ignif icant difference i n PP: the static tones are 
s t r ik ing ly exceeded i n PP by k inet ic tones. A s combina t ions of changes 
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i n stress a n d p i t ch are cons idered by K i n g d o n to be the bas ic elements 
of E n g l i s h in tonat ion , and h i s concepts of pre-head, head, nuc l eus a n d 
tai l tal ly wi th those of O 'Connor and A r n o l d , the compat ib i l i ty of the two 
approaches i s evident. In either case, i t is possible to speak of a gamut 
that i s const i tu ted by the four bas ic degrees of P P (absence of stress, 
unaccented stress, accented stress and nuc lea r stress) a n d that is further 
expandable (see p. 25). 

Fo r our purposes , the systems of tonetic m a r k s appl ied i n O 'Connor ' s 
t ranscr ip t ion of 1971 a n d Kingdon ' s of 1958 c a n be regarded as 
compatible as wel l . Fo r the benefit of the reader w h o m a y not be famil iar 
wi th the two systems, let me briefly expla in the meanings of the tonetic 
m a r k s used by O ' C o n n o r a n d K i n g d o n . Deta i led explanat ions are to be 
found i n O 'Connor 1971. i x - x i i a n d K i n g d o n 1958.1-21. M y explana­
t ions only serve to account for the uses of the m a r k s i n the two t ran­
scr ipt ions . B o t h t ranscr ip t ions are brought by C h a r t Two of the 
Appendix, a t tached i n the form of loose sheets to the present vo lume of 
Bmo Studies ill English The reader is advised to refer to C h a r t One for 
examples whi le s tudy ing the explanat ions . A specia l reference is given 
when , because of i ts low frequency i n the t ranscr ip t ion , a tonetic m a r k 
may be difficult to f ind promptly . 

The tonetic m a r k s are either ra ised (placed at the top of the line) or 
lowered (placed at the bot tom of the line). W i t h a proviso required by a 
special case stated below, they indicate either h igh or low p i t ch , respec­
tively. 

A ra i sed ver t ical stress m a r k indicates accented stress. A double ra i sed 
vert ical stress mark , w h i c h occurs only i n Kingdon ' s t ranscr ip t ion , i n d i ­
cates addi t ional emphas i s . 

In O 'Connor ' s t ranscr ip t ion a lowered ver t ical s tress m a r k indica tes 
unaccented stress. If occu r r ing after a fall-rise, it indicates the c o n t i n u ­
at ion of the rise; see, e. g., the words following the fall-rises occu r r ing on 
larger, we, we a n d hallow of (dis t r ibut ional field) 6. In Kingdon ' s t ran­
scr ip t ion , it indicates unaccented stress if occur r ing i n a pre-head or a 
ta i l , or w i t h i n wha t he ca l l s 'an expanded nuc leus ' (1958.20-1) a n d 
O 'Connor a n d A r n o l d 'a c o m p o u n d tune' (1973.33); see the stresses on 
nation, conceived a n d so of 2, between the high fall o n cuiy and the low 
rise on dedicated. (The h igh fall a n d the fol lowing low rise act here as a 
const i tut ive feature of the tonal configuration.) In other cases, the low­
ered ver t ical m a r k indicates accented stress i n Kingdon ' s t ranscr ip t ion . 

In O 'Connor ' s t ranscr ip t ion , a lowered double ver t ica l s tress m a r k 
indicates accented stress. In Kingdon ' s t ranscr ip t ion , it s ignals add i t ion­
al emphasis ; see the words dedicate, consecrate and hallow of 6. 
Because of i ts occurrence i n the ta i l of a tone uni t , the stress does not 
at tain the s ta tus of genuine accentedness. 

In Kingdon ' s t ranscr ip t ion , a ra i sed dot indicates unaccented stress. 
In O 'Connor ' s , it is used to indicate unaccen ted stress ' that does not 
deviate from the p i tch previously specified' (O 'Connor 1971.x). 

S lan ted stress m a r k s indicate nuc le i . A stress m a r k s lan ted from right 
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to left indicates a rise: one s lanted from left to right indicates a fall. A 
combina t ion of the two indicates either a fall-rise or a rise-fall . K ingdon 
uses double s lanted stress m a r k s to indicate addi t ional emphasis ; see, 
e. g. , did of 9. 

O ' C o n n o r a n d A r n o l d differ from K i n g d o n i n the interpretat ion of the 
stressed syl lables w i t h i n wha t they ca l l 'a c o m p o u d tune' a n d K ingdon 
'an expanded nuc leus ' . Whereas O 'Connor and A r n o l d interpret the 
stresses o n the words occur r ing between the two nuc leus bearers as 
accented (1973.33), K i n g d o n regards them as ins tances of par t ia l stress 
(1958.19), i . e. as unaccented . I believe that in regard to the expanded 
gamut of PP , the two views c a n be reconci led. O c c u r r i n g after the high 
fall , the low rise i n fact occurs i n i ts prosodic shade a n d consequent ly 
recedes into the backg round . So do the stressed syl lables following the 
fall a n d preceding the rise. T h i s reduces the prosodic prominence both 
of the low rise a n d of the stresses. In regard to the gamut of rising PP, 
the low rise does not a t ta in the full prosodic s tatus held i n the gamut by 
nuc lea r stress, no r do the stresses a t ta in the full prosodic s tatus of 
accentedness. O n the other h a n d , the low rise remains prosodical ly 
more p rominen t t han accented stress and the stresses more prominent 
than unaccen ted stress. 

Spec ia l men t ion m u s t be made of a prosodic feature that O 'Connor 
a n d A r n o l d refer to as 'Mid -Leve l nuc lea r tone' (1973.31). In contrast 
w i t h a l l the other tones that have so far been regarded as nuc lear i n the 
l i terature, th i s tone does not have a movement of p i tch , but a sustention 
of p i tch (ib.). It is the sus ten t ion of p i t ch that gives the tone its nuclear 
character . A s th is character was overtly recognized by O 'Connor and 
A r n o l d on ly i n 1973 (1973.ix) a n d is therefore not m a r k e d i n O'Connor ' s 
t ranscr ip t ion of 1971, I have in t roduced the appropriate m a r k into the 
1971 t ranscr ip t ion , replac ing the or ig inal stress m a r k not suggesting 
the nuc lea r charac ter of the tone. The M i d - L e v e l nuc lea r tone is borne, 
for ins tance, by forth and men of 1, engaged of 2, lives of 4 and dead of 
7 i n O 'Connor ' s t ranscr ip t ion . In Kingdon ' s terms, this tone does not 
involve a change i n p i t ch and is therefore not k inet ic , bu t static. I f ind, 
however, that O ' C o n n o r a n d A r n o l d are jus t i f ied i n according the M i d -
Level tone nuc lea r s tatus. A word group con ta in ing it becomes a tone 
uni t , the M i d - L e v e l tone serving as its const i tut ive feature. 

In one case, O ' C o n n o r uses a ra ised arrow poin t ing downwards; see 
we of 6. It idicates accented stress opening a fall ing head. In one case. 
K i n g d o n uses a lowered short level mark; see what of 9. It indicates 
unaccen ted stress. 

A w o r d m u s t be added on the s trokes d iv id ing up the texts of the two 
t ranscr ip t ions . O ' C o n n o r in tends the s t rokes to represent boundar ies 
real ized i n speech ei ther by a very brief pause (or s imp ly by lengthening 
the preceding syllable), or by a n unmis t akab l e pause (cf. O 'Connor 
1971.ix). (He accordingly uses a single or a double stroke i n h i s Reader 
of 1971.) It is impor tan t to note that the boundar ies indicated by the 
s t rokes i n fact occur at ends of tone un i t s . A s K i n g d o n does not m a r k 
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the boundar ies of tone un i t s wi th any specia l s igns, I have addi t iona l ly 
done so by inser t ing boundary strokes i n h i s t ranscr ip t ion . Not being i n 
a posi t ion to decide i n every case w i t h absolute cer tainty whether he 
w o u l d insert a shor t or a long pause, I have decided to have recourse to 
a s impl i f ica t ion. In both t ranscr ip t ions , I employ only single strokes. In 
addi t ion, no s troke is p laced by m e at the end of a sentence (which 
always coincides w i t h the end of a tone unit) if the end of the sentence 
is m a r k e d wi th a full stop. 

It s h o u l d also be ment ioned that whereas Kingdon ' s t r ansc r ip t ion i s 
only tonetic, O 'Connor ' s i s phonet ic i n the full sense of the word , cover­
ing the p ronunc ia t ion of ind iv idua l words as we l l . B u t w i th the excep­
tion of the indica t ions of glotLal stops (see. for ins tance, the glottal stop 
m a r k preceding our, are a n d equal of 1. a n d any of 2), I present only 
O 'Connor ' s t r ansc r ip t ion of the tonetic implementa t ion . 

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

In m y analys is I sha l l first concentrate o n the wr i t t en text of The 
Gettysburg Address (see C h a r t One of the Appendix] a n d then proceed to 
its spoken implementa t ions as reflected by O 'Connor ' s and Kingdon ' s 
tonetic t ranscr ip t ions . A convenient s tar t ing point of the d i s c u s s i o n i s 
the functions performed by the verb i n the development of the c o m u n i -
cat ion. In d i scus s ing them I sha l l treat the verb as represent ing two 
communica t ive uni ts , one being cons t i tu ted by its no t iona l component 
and the other by its calegorial exponents. The necessity of this d is t inct ion 
has been accounted for i n detai l i n m y presenta t ion of the theory of F S P 
(1992.70-3). 

In regard to the subject, the not ional component of the finite verb form 
serves one of the following two functions i n the development of the c o m ­
mun ica t i on (1992.5-6): it either part icipates i n perspect iving the field i n 
w h i c h it occurs towards the subject (in w h i c h case the subject serves as 
the communica t ive un i t ca r ry ing the highest degree of C D ) , or away 
from the subject (in w h i c h case the highest degree of C D is ca r r ied by 
another communica t ive un i t than the subject). A s the ana lys i s of the 
text of T7ie Gettysburg Address w i l l show, a l l the finite verbs occu r r ing 
i n it part icipate i n perspect iv ing their fields away from the subject. W i t h 
a qual if icat ion to be stated below, this means i n terms of the dynamic 
semantic funct ions (1992.66-9) that the fields implement the Qua l i t y 
Scale. The subject performs the dynamic funct ion of express ing the 
Bearer of qual i ty (the B-function) a n d the not ional verbal component the 
dynamic semant ic funct ion of express ing the Qua l i t y ascr ibed to the 
bearer (the Q-function). T h i s opens the poss ibi l i ty for the no t iona l c o m ­
ponent of the verb to complete the development of the c o m m u n i c a t i o n 
w i t h i n the field i n w h i c h it operates. It c a n do so i n the absence of un i t s 
performing the dynamic semant ic funct ion of express ing a Specif icat ion, 
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or a F u r t h e r Specif icat ion, of the qual i ty expressed by the verb (the Sp -
funct ion or the FSp-funct ion) . The un i t s the presence of w h i c h prevents 
the verb from comple t ing the development of the c o m m u n i c a t i o n are 
looked u p o n as i ts successful competi tors . They consequent ly carry 
h igher degrees of C D . The ana lys i s adduced below demons!rates that 
the not ional components of the non-finite verb also perform the Q-func-
t ion In their fields i n the short text unde r d i scuss ion . It is from the 
angle j u s t indica ted that I sha l l examine the operat ion of the not ional 
componen t of the verb, finite or non-finite. 

E x a m i n i n g the wr i t t en text, we f ind that the bas ic d i s t r ibu t iona l field 1 
(or 'field 1', or T , for short) con ta ins four verb forms, brought forth, con­
ceived, dedicated a n d arc created, the first operat ing i n the basic field 
a n d the others i n subfields. None of the not ional components of these 
verb forms proves to be the un i t that completes the development of the 
c o m m u n i c a t i o n w i t h i n the respective field. It does not do so because of 
the presence of a successful competitor, w h i c h exceeds it i n C D . In th is 
way, brougltiforth is exceeded i n C D by a new nation conceivedby in 
liberty; dedicated by to the proposition m a t a n d are created by equal 
In each case, the communica t ive un i t exceeding the verb form i n C D 
performs the Sp-func t ion . In the absence of a Fu r the r Specif icat ion 
(FSp), th is S p - u n i t completes the development of the communica t i on 
w i t h i n the respective field, consequent ly ca r ry ing the highest degree of 
C D . 

A s the fields examined implement the Qua l i t y Scale , the following 
interpretat ion i n terms of thematic a n d non- themat ic funct ions applies 
(1992.67-87), w i th the qual i f ica t ion to be stated presently. If not com­
plet ing the development of the c o m m u n i c a t i o n , the not ional verbal com­
ponent performs the funct ion of t rans i t ion (Tr) in regard to i ts success­
ful competi tors , w h i c h are a l l rhemat ic (Rh). the one comple t ing the 
development of the c o m m u n i c a t i o n serving as rheme proper (RhPr). If in 
the absence of successful competi tors it completes the development of 
the c o m m u n i c a t i o n , the no t iona l verbal component acts as rheme prop­
er itself. W h i l e the not ional verbal component shows a s t rong tendency 
to be t rans i t iona l , its tempora l a n d moda l components (TMEs) perform 
the t rans i t iona l funct ion invar iably , ac t ing as t r ans i t ion proper (TrPr or 
'+'). U n i t s performing the t rans i t iona l a n d rhemat ic funct ions are 
regarded as non- themat ic . A n essent ia l precondi t ion of their non- them-
at ic i ty i s contex t - independence , i . e. the i r express ing in format ion that 
is i r retr ievable f rom the immedia te ly relevant p reced ing verba l context 
a n d / o r the immed ia t e ly relevant s i t ua t iona l context . (This does not, 
however, m e a n that every context - independent u n i t is necessar i ly n o n -
thematic; cf. 1992.71). If context-dependent, i . e. express ing information 
retrievable from the immediately relevant contextual sphere characterized 
(1992.23ff). a u n i t becomes par t of the theme; c f 1992 .66-87 a n d here 
p p . 4 1 - 2 . (In the present paper , the te rms 'context dependence ' and 
'context independence ' are u sed i n the n a r r o w sense specified 
above.) 
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The qual i f icat ion to be made concerns the fact that l ike any other un i t 
the not ional component of the verb becomes thematic w h e n it is rendered 
context-dependent. U n l i k e the B- func t ion a n d the Set-funct ion, w h i c h 
are exclusively thematic irrespective of context dependence / indepen­
dence a n d are therefore thematic funct ions par excellence, the Q-fu no­
tion tends to become neut ra l i sed i n the themat ic sphere. T h r o u g h 
becoming context-dependent, a un i t that i f context- indepenent w o u l d 
perform the Q-func t ion has its dynamic semant ic s ta tus weakened a n d 
i n a sense reduced to that of a Sett ing. (The dynamic semant ic Set-func­
t ion consis ts i n express ing concomitant , b a c k g r o u n d informat ion; 
1992.49-59 a n d 66-9). B u t as the ana lys i s shows, none of the verbs i n 
the text examined part icipates i n perspect iving i ts field to the subject; i n 
fact, none of the fields implements the Presentat ion Scale (1992.66-9). 

See the interpretat ion of field 1 below now. (In the interpretat ions, 
numera l s not followed by as ter isks s t and for bas ic d i s t r ibu t iona l fields. 
Numera l s w iUi as ter isks indicate d i s t r ibu t iona l subfields. The n u m b e r 
of as ter isks indicates the r a n k of subord ina t ion . Letters a, b and c s ign i ­
fy coordinate bas ic d i s t r ibu t iona l fields or subfields. In a l l the interpre­
tations, 1 - l l * * * d , the communica t ive u n i t s i ta l ic ized serve as rheme 
proper. Seven verb forms - dedicate of 4*, dedicate of 6a , consecrate of 
6b, haUow of 6c, consecrated of 7, dedicated of 10* and dedicated of 11* 
- w h i c h convey context-dependent, and therefore thematic , informa­
tion - are enclosed w i t h i n reversed virgules , \ \ . The abbrevia t ion 
'NegFocAnt ' s tands for 'negation focus anticipator ' ; cf. 1992. The 
NegFocAnt is an element of negation, for ins tance not, w h i c h i n terms of 
the interpretative arrangement - see 1992.12-3 - precedes a n d points to 
the negation focus, i . e. the rheme proper of a negative field. In th is 
sense it is rhemat ic . A t the same time, it opens the scope of negat ion 
and i n this sense it is t rans i t ion proper oriented.) 

(1) brought forth (+; Q, Tr) ... a new nation conceived in liberty and dedicated to Hie 
proposition that all men arc created equal (Sp; RliPr). 

(l*a) conceived (+; Q, Tr) in liberty (Sp; RhPr) ... 
(l*b) dedicated (+; Q. Tr) to the proposition that all men are created equal (Sp, RI\Pr). 
(1**) arc (+) erealed (+: Q, Tr) equal (Sp. RhPr). 

W i t h due alterations, the same interpretat ion applies to the no t iona l 
verbal components i n 2*. 2**. 3, 4. 8a , 8b, 9. 10**, 11**, l l * * * a * . l l * * * c 
and l l * * * d ; i n each field the presence of a Specif icat ion prevents the 
not ional component from comple t ing the development of the c o m m u n i ­
cat ion. (Detailed interpretat ions of the non- themes of i n d i v i d u a l fields 
are adduced below.) Nei ther c a n the not ional verbal component c o m ­
plete the development of the c o m m u n i c a t i o n i n 5, 2, 4**, 10, 11, l l * * * a 
and l l * * * b . In 5 it is a un i t performing the Q-funct ion that acts as its 
successful competitor; this is because is serves as a copu la and its not ion­
al component merely performs the A(scription)ofQ(uality) (1992.68). In 
2, 4**, 10, l l * * * a , and l l * * * b , the not ional component of the verb is 
exceeded i n C D by a Specif icat ion a n d a Fu r the r Specif icat ion; i n each 
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case the Specif ica t ion occur r ing last i n the field proves to be the most 
successfu l compet i tor of the not ional component of the verb (1992.81-
3). 

In 4*. 7, 10* a n d 11*, the not ional component of the verb cannot com­
plete the development of the communica t i on , because it is context-
dependent. Hence it is thematic (see 1992.71 a n d here pp. 41-2) and 
exceeded i n C D even by the T M E s . The latter, however, cannot complete 
the development of the c o m m u n i c a t i o n i n the presence of a Specification 
i n 7, 10* and 11*, a n d of a Specif icat ion, Fu r the r Specif icat ion 1 and 
Fu r the r Specif icat ion 2 i n 4*. 

O u t of the 37 verb forms under examinat ion , there are nine that in the 
absence of successful competi tors complete the development of the com­
m u n i c a t i o n . S ix verb forms, occur r ing i n 4***. 5*, 7*. 8*. 9* and 10***, 
do so th rough the no t iona l component , and three, occur r ing i n 6a, 6b, 
a n d 6c, through the T M E s . Unde r the c i rcumstances , the T M E s can 
complete the development of the c o m m u n i c a t i o n , for owing to the context 
dependence of the no t iona l component of the verb they have become 
compet i tor less . 

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

(2*) testing (+; Q, Tr) wficthcr that nation or any nation so conceived and so dedicat­
ed can long endure (Sp, HliPr). 

(2") can (+) long (Sp, RliPr) endure (+: Q. Tr). 
(3) are (+) met (+; Q. Tr) on a great battlefield of thai war (Sp. RliPr). 
(4) have (+) come (+; Q. Tr) to dedicate a portion of that .field as a final resting place 

for those who licre gave their lives Uiat that nation might live 
(4*) to (+) Sdedlcale (+; Set, Tl\)\ a portion of thai field (Sp, Rl\) as a final resting 

place (FSpl, Rl\) for those who here gave Oxeir lives that that nation might live 
(FSp2. Rhl'r). 

(4**) gave (+; y. Tr) Iheir lives (Sp. Rli) that that nation might live (FSp. RliPr). 
(5) is (+; Aoi'Q. Tr) altogetlierfating and proper {(J. Rhl'r) ... 
(5*) should (+) do(Q. RhPr)... 
(Ga) can (+; Q. RliPr) not (NegFocAnt, Rli) Sdedicate (+; Set. Th)\... 
(Gb) can (+; Q. RliPr) not (NegFocAnt, Rh) Sconsccrate (+; Set. Th)\... 
(6c) can (+: Q, RhPr) not (NegFocAnt. RII) Shallow (+; Set, Th)S... 
(7) have (+) Sconsecrated (+; Set, Th)S... far above our power to add or detract (Sp. 

RhPr). 
(7*) struggled (Q. RhPr)... 
(8a) little (Sp. RhPr) note (+; Q. Tr) ... (See p. 34.) 
(8h) long (Sp. RhPr) rcnicnilx-.r (+. Q, Tr) ... (See lb.) 
(8*) say (+; Q, RhPr)... 
(9) can (+) never (NegFocAnt) forget (+; Q. Tr) u)hat they did here (Sp, RhPr). 
(9*) did (+; Q, RhPr)... 
(10) is (+; Q. Tr) for us the living (Sp, Rh) rather to be dedicated )\crc to Oie unfinish­

ed work which they who fought here have thus far so nobly advanced (FSp, 
RhPr). 

(10*) to be (+) Sdedicated (+: Set, Th)S ... to (he unfinished work which they who 
fought here have thus far so nobly advanced (Sp. RhPr). 

(10") have (+) ... so nobly (Sp, RhPr) advanced (+; Q. Tr). (See lb.) 
(10***) fought (+: Q. RhPr) ... 
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(11) is (+: Q. Tr) rather for us (Sp. Rli) [THE ENTIRE REST OF THE BASIC DISTRIBU­
TIONAL FIELD\ (FSp. RhPr). 

(11*) lo be (+) ... \dedicalcd ( + ; Set. Th)\ to the great task remaining fx/ore us (Sp. 
Rhl'r) 

(11**) remaining (+; Q. Tr) before us (Sp. RhPr) ... 
(ll***a) take (+; Q. Tr) increased devotion (Sp, Rli) to Oiat cause for which theii gave 

the laslfull measure of devotion (FSp, KliPr). 
(1 l***a*) ... gave (+; g. Tr) the last full measure of devotion (Sp, RhPr). 
(11***1)) highly (Sp. 1th) resolve (+; Q, Tr) that these dead shall not have died in vain 

(FSp. RhPr). 
(11***1>*) shall (+) not (NegFocAnl) have (+) died (+: Q. Tr) in vain (Sp. RliPr) ... 
(1 l*'*e) shall (+) have (+: Q. Tr) a new birth of freedom (Sp, RliPr) ... 
(11**M) shall (+) not (NegFocAnl) perish (+; Q. Tr)/rom live earth (Sp, RhPr). 

The foregoing analys is has determined the F S P funct ions of the verbs 
and its successful competi tors . W i t h the exception of seven context-
dependent, a n d hence thematic, no t ional components of the verb forms 
(4*. 6a , 6b, 6c , 7, 10** and 11*), a l l the not ional verbal components , a l l 
the T M E s a n d al l the successful compet i tors are non- themat ic . Together 
wi th the t rans i t ion proper oriented un i t s recorded on C h a r t s O ' C o n n o r 
2 /1 and 2 / 2 and Kingdon 2 / 1 and 2 / 2 . Uiey a l l consti tute the non-themes 
of the fields unde r examinat ion . W i t h i n the non-theme, the lowest 
degree of C D is carr ied by I he T M E s : they are exceeded in C D by un i t s 
performing the dynamic semant ic funct ions of AofQ, Q, S p , F S p l a n d 
F S p 2 , this arrangement reflecting a g radua l rise i n C D . 

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

It is now possible to t u r n at tent ion to the re la t ionship between the 
d is t r ibu t ion of degrees of C D over the non- themat ic un i t s as determined 
by the interplay of the non-prosodic F S P factors on the one h a n d a n d 
the d i s t r ibu t ion of degrees of PP on the other. F i r s t , I sha l l examine the 
tonetic t ranscr ip t ion offered by J . D . O ' C o n n o r from this poin t of view. 
Char t s O 'Connor 1/1 a n d 1/2 accompany ing m y examina t ion are to be 
found i n the Appendix. (The communica t ive un i t s serving as rhemes 
proper are not i tal icized o n them, bu t under l ined . The themat ic un i t s 
are placed w i t h i n reversed virgules , \ \ . F o r the use of ord inary v i r -
g u l e s , / / , a n d the s ign >, see p. 36.) 

A n examina t ion of field 1 shows that the verb forms occur r ing i n it, 
brought forth, conceived, dedicated and are created, are a l l exceeded i n 
PP by their successful competi tors . T rue enough, the verb form brought 
fortli bears a nuc leus , bu t its successful competi tor , a n expanded object 
serving as a Specif icat ion, bears a n u m b e r of nuc le i , w h i c h a l l show 
higher degrees of PP on account of their occur r ing later i n the field. In 
any case, the decisive role i s played by the nuc l eus on equal, the repre­
sentative prosodic feature of the Specif icat ion. A s for the three verb 
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forms operat ing i n subfields , conceived (l*a), dedicated (l*b) and are 
created (1**). each bears accented stress, w h i c h is exceeded i n PP by a 
nuc l eus (on liberty, equal a n d equal respectively) act ing as the repre­
sentative prosodic feature of a concu r r i ng Specif icat ion. (The accented 
stress of the verb form dedicated of l*b i s i n fact exceeded i n PP by 
three nuclei .) It is not wi thou t interest to note that the network of fields 
permits the n u c l e u s on equal s imul taneous ly to serve as representative 
feature i n three fields - 1**, l*b and 1. 

In regard to the sect ion of field 1 d i scussed above (p. 31), the foregoing 
comments have es tabl ished a perfect correspondence between the d is t r i ­
b u t i o n of degrees of C D as determined by the interplay of the non-prosod-
ic F S P factors and the d i s t r ibu t ion of degrees of PP. (Henceforth I sha l l 
use the t e rm 'perfect d i s t r ibu t iona l correspondence ' for short.) T h i s is 
ind ica ted on the C h a r t s by the abbreviat ion ' P E R F . C O R R . ' It m u s t be 
emphas ized that the assessment of perfect d i s t r ibu t iona l correspondence 
applies here to the verb, occu r r ing i n finite or non-finite form a n d con­
s t i tu t ing two communica t ive uni t s , and its successful competi tors . 

W i t h due al terat ions the same interpretat ion applies to 21 other fields 
of the text. They are a l l represented i n the Cha r t s merely by a verb form 
that is not under l ined ; see fields 2. 2*. 3, 4, 4*. 4**. 5. 7, 7*. 9. 10, 10*. 
11, 11*, 1 1 " , l l * * * a , l l * * * a * . l l * * * b , l l * * * b * . l l * * * c , 1 l***d. Together 
w i t h the four fields commented on i n the preceding paragraph, a l l the 
21 fields d isplay perfect d i s t r ibu t iona l correspondence i n the sense speci­
fied above, i . e. i n regard to the verb and its successful competi tors . 

In a l l the 25 fields (4 + 21), the T M E s act as t r ans i t ion proper. W i t h 
four except ions i n w h i c h it is thematic (4*. 7, 10* a n d 11*), the no t iona l 
verba l componen t is a lways t rans i t ional . It is exceeded i n PP by its 
successfu l competi tors , w h i c h are rhemat ic , the one comple t ing the 
development of the c o m m u n i c a t i o n w i t h i n the field serving as rheme 
proper a n d bear ing the most prominent prosodic feature. T h i s testifies 
to a perfect d i s t r ibu t iona l correspondence i n the rheme as wel l as i n 
regard to the t ransi t ion-rheine re la t ionship . 

In addi t ion to the 25 fields j u s t d i scussed , there are another 8 fields 
interpreted as d i sp lay ing perfect d i s t r ibu t iona l correspondence i n regard 
to the t rans i t ion-rheme re la t ionship; see 2**, 4***, 5*, 8a , 8b, 9*. 10** 
a n d 10***. In each case it is the not ional verbal componennt that bears 
the mos t p rominen t prosodic feature (a nucleus) . A s to the not ional ver­
b a l components of 4***, 5*, 9* and 10* [live, do, did and fought), the 
i s sue i s quite s t raightforward. In the absence of a successful competi tor , 
each completes the development of the c o m m u n i c a t i o n w i t h i n i ts field 
a n d serves as rheme proper a n d is under l ined o n the Char t . 

T h e no t iona l verba l components of 2**, 8a , 8b a n d 10*** [endure, note, 
remember a n d advanced) require specia l comment . E a c h is a nuc leus 
bearer i n spite of the presence of an adverbial [long, little, long a n d 
nobly) that funct ions as a specif icat ion a n d proves to be a successful 
competi tor . It is impor tan t to note that both the adverb, w h i c h immedi ­
ately precedes the not ional verbal component , a n d the not ional compo-
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nent are context- independent . They form a combina t ion that is r emin i s ­
cent of a n o u n phrase implemented through a context- independent 
attributive adjective immedia te ly preceding a context- independent head­
word bear ing a nuc leus ; cf., e. g., a thrilling story i n I've read a thrilling 
story, occur r ing i n a context wh ich only renders the p r o n o u n J context-
dependent. A l though under the contextual condi t ions s t ipula ted the 
adjective exceeds the headword i n C D wi th in the n o u n phrase act ing as 
a subfield. it does not bear the nuc leus . It is wor th not ic ing that though 
deviating from perfect d i s t r ibu t iona l correspondence the placement of 
the nuc leus does not affect the perspective of the n o u n phrase. It does 
not produce a re-evaluating effect (see 1992.159-72 a n d below), re-per-
spectiving the n o u n phrase to story. Th i s is because the placement of the 
nuc leus on the context-independent headword folloving a context-inde­
pendent attr ibutive adjective proves to be quite u n m a r k e d . In other 
words, it is the u n m a r k e d character of the placement that prevents it 
from produc ing a re-evaluat ing effect w i th in the subfield; i n spite of the 
nuc leus occur r ing on the headword, the n o u n phrase is perspectived to 
the attr ibutive adjective, llvilling. A s for the F S P funct ion of the n u c l e u s 
on story, i t serves as the representative feature of the subfield provided 
by the n o u n phrase, s imul taneous ly m a r k i n g it as the rheme proper of 
the sentence. (For a more detailed d i scusss ion of the functions of the 
prosodic features of the adjective-headword combina t ion , see 1992.167-
9.) 

A s to the combina t ion implemented through a context - independent 
(one-word) adverb immediate ly preceding a context- independent no t ion­
al verbal component , it does not d isplay s u c h close re la t ionship between 
its two parts as the adjective-headword c o m b i n a t i o n does. U n l i k e th is 
combina t ion , it does not serve as one syntact ic const i tuent ; each of its 
parts acts as a syntact ic const i tuent i n i ts own right . T h i s looser 
relat ionship is also borne out by the absence of cons tan t w o r d order 
cont igui ty of the two parts . Nevertheless, i n the text u n d e r examina t ion , 
the context- independent adverb immediate ly preceding the context-
independent no t iona l verbal component bears a s t r ik ing s imi la r i ty i n 
function to the at tr ibutive adjective operat ing under the same contex tu­
al condi t ions i n the adjective-headword combina t ion . A t this point , it is 
wor th recal l ing Kopecny ' s observat ion on the qual i fying de terminat ion of 
the verb ca r r ied out by the adverb. He character izes the adverb perform­
ing this funct ion as a verbal at tr ibute (Kopecny 1962.25). F r o m th is 
point of view, the following c a n be sa id about each of the adverbs 
examined. T h o u g h r ema in ing a separate syntact ic const i tuent , the con ­
text-independent adverb immedia te ly preceding the context- independent 
not ional verbal component enters into a re la t ionship w i t h it close 
enough to produce a group that comes very near to an F S P c o m m u n i c a ­
tive uni t . Moreover, the placement of the nuc leus on the no t iona l verbal 
component , w h i c h carr ies a lower degree of C D than the adverb, proves 
to be as u n m a r k e d as the placement of the nuc l eus o n the headword 
exceeded i n C D by the at tr ibutive adjective. U n d e r these c i r cums tances 
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Lhe interpreter c a n regard the nuc l eus placed on the not ional verbal 
component as the representative feature of the entire combina t ion . A s , 
i n each of the four cases examined, the combina t ion is the carr ier of the 
highest degrees of C D , the interpreter c a n consider the nuc leus to m a r k 
the combina t ion as rheme proper of the field. I a s sume that the argu­
ments adduced permit the conc lus ion that the placement of the nuc leus 
is not at var iance w i t h perfect d i s t r ibu t iona l correspondence. The four 
combina t ions are unde r l ined on the Char t . 

In addi t ion to 33 fields accompanied by the label T E R F . C O R R . ' , there 
are four fields (6a, 6b , 6c a n d 8*) that have been given lhe label 'R. INT.' 
(s tanding for ' re-evaluating intensification') . W h y is Lhat so? In 6a, 6b 
a n d 6c, it is i n each case the aux i l i a ry can that i n the absence of 
successful compet i tors serves as rheme proper. The not ional verbal 
component (dedicate, consecrate or liallow) cannot act as a successful 
compet i tor because it conveys retrievable and hence context-dependent 
informat ion. (In the Cha r t s , context-dependent elements are placed be­
tween a pa i r of reversed virgules, \ \ . ) Perfect d i s t r ibu t iona l correspon­
dence between the two d is t r ibu t ions w o u l d therefore place the nuc leus 
on can and this is where the nuc leus actual ly occurs i n Kingdon ' s t ran­
sc r ip t ion (see C h a r t K i n g d o n 1/1). B u t in O 'Connor ' s t ranscr ip t ion the 
n u c l e i are p laced on we, we a n d hallow i n 6a , 6b a n d 6c, respectively, 
w h i c h produces a s t r i k ing deviat ion from perfect d i s t r ibu t iona l corre­
spondence. T h e nuc le i occur on elements that the interplay of the non-
prosodic F S P factors renders non- rhema l i c (thematic or transit ional) . 
T h i s deviat ion is funct ional , because it achieves a par t icu lar effect. 
T h r o u g h it specia l emphas i s is th rown on the idea that it is not the par­
t ic ipants i n the ceremony who are the consecrators of the rest ing place 
of the brave dead. 

Let me recal l that the placement of the most prominent prosodic fea­
ture of the field, i . e. i ts in tonat ion centre, on an element that has been 
rendered non-rhemat ic (thematic or transit ional) by the interplay of the 
non-prosodic factors affects the theme-rheme re la t ionship and produces 
re-evaluat ing prosodic in tensi f icat ion (1992.159-72). The d is t r ibu t ion of 
degrees of C D as determined by the non-prosodic F S P factors is not 
obli terated thereby, bu t a new d imens ion is added to the message by 
in tona t ion . The non-rhemat ic element is re-evaluated and becomes 
rheme proper, the elements fol lowing it a s s u m i n g a thematic character . 
E x empted from re-evaluat ion, however, are (i) the T M E s , w h i c h cont inue 
to serve as t rans i t ion proper irrespective of sentence posi t ion, and (ii) 
the communica t ive un i t s preceding the IC bearer. Needless to say, the 
new d i m e n s i o n can be appreciated only against the b a c k g r o u n d of per­
fect d i s t r ibu t iona l correspondence. The fields 6a, 6b a n d 6c i n Kingdon 's 
t r ansc r ip t ion have not undergone re-evaluat ion and hence do not con­
vey the add i t iona l specia l emphas i s created by it. (On Cha r t s O 'Connor 
1/1 a n d 1/2 a n d K i n g d o n 1/1 and 1/2, the un i t s affected by re-evalua­
t ion are followed by the re-evaluat ion s ign, >, a n d enclosed w i t h i n ordi ­
nary or reversed vi rgules , / / or \ \ . They are restated outside the vir-



C A N T l I E F I INI :TI< ) N A L P E R S P E C T I V E O F A SP< ) K E N S E N T E N C E D E P R E D I C T E D 

FR< )M T I I A T O F I T S W R I T T E N C< )IJ N T E R P A R T ? 

37 

gules and provided wi th the tonetic m a r k s reflecting the outcome of the 
re-evaluation. O n the Cha r t s indicated, the reversed virgules enclose 
originally thematic units.) 

T h o u g h refraining from ana lys ing d i s t r ibu t iona l fields provided by 
n o u n phrases . I s h o u l d l ike to insert the following observat ion at th is 
point. B o t h i n O 'Connor ' s t ranscr ip t ion a n d i n Kingdon ' s , the possessive 
p ronoun our i n the expanded n o u n phrase Our poor power to add or to 
detract of 7 bears the nuc leus , a l though it is rendered thematic by the 
interplay of the non-prosodic F S P factors. Its prosodic re-evaluat ion 
forcefully under l ines the idea of the par t ic ipants not being the consecra-
tors of the final rest ing place. 

A s to field 8*, it shows re-evaluat ing prosodic intensif icat ion, because 
its in tonat ion centre falls on here. T h i s adverbia l of place occurs eight 
t imes in the text; see fields 4**. 7*, 8*. 9*. 10*, 10***, 11* and l l * * * b . In 
all these cases, it is context-dependent, conveying informat ion retriev­
able from the immedia te ly relevant context, verbal a n d s i tua t iona l . It 
performs the dynamic semant ic funct ion of express ing a Set t ing (cf. p. 
31) and is therefore thematic a n d c a n be expected to be prosodica l ly less 
prominent t han any rhemat ic un i t i n the field. W i t h the exception of 
here of 8*, this indeed applies to a l l the other uses of here i n the text. 
The prosodic re-evaluat ion of here i n 8* is i n h a r m o n y wi th those of we 
in 6a and we i n 6b (see also Cha r t O 'Connor 2 /2 ) . In this way, empha­
sis is placed on the not ions of 'we the par t ic ipants ' a n d '(standing) here 
i n this very place'. T h i s appears to be i n h a r m o n y w i t h another interest­
ing fact. C o m p a r i n g the fields con ta in ing the adverbia l here, we f ind that 
the i tems of here are given greater prosodic prominence In the fields 
concern ing the par t ic ipants in the ceremonia l act than i n the fields con ­
cerning the brave dead. Whereas i n the latter group, here bears accen­
ted stress in 4**, accented stress i n 7*, unaccented stress in 9* and 
unaccented stress i n 10*** (note the absence of nuc lea r stress), i n the 
former it bears nuc lear stress in 8*, nuc lear stress i n 10*, accented 
stress i n 11* and nuc lea r stress i n l l * * * b (note the presence of three 
occurrences of nuc lea r stress, i n one case even leading to re-evaluat ion, 
and absence of unaccented stress). I do not t h ink that this difference in 
prosodic intensif icat ion of here shown by the two groups is pure ly co in ­
cidental . It appears that i n O 'Connor ' s t ranscr ip t ion, the speaker wishes 
to heighten h i s appeal to those present at the ceremonia l act a n d to 
underder l ine the hie et nunc character of h i s references to the place 
where the act is i n progress. O n the other hand , h i s references p redomi­
nant ly l i n k i n g the place wi th the memory of the brave dead do not lend 
such a degree of emphas i s to the nunc component . One c o u l d perhaps 
even say that i n this way the references to the place where the 
commemorat ive speech is delivered are given different prosodic treat­
ment according to whether the place is referred to as the scene of the 
commemorat ive act now i n progress or as the scene of the bravery per­
formed i n the past. In any case, the deviat ion from perfect d i s t r ibu t iona l 
correspondent e resul t ing i n the re-cvaluat ing prosodic intensif icat ion of 
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here i n 8* lays m a r k e d stress on this adverbial of place. It mus t , how­
ever, be borne i n m i n d that the re-evaluat ing prosodic intensification 
does not affect the thematic s ta tus of the subfield i n regard to the entire 
(basic) d i s t r ibu t iona l field 8, the perspective of w h i c h has not been 
re-evaluated. F i e l d 8 is perspectived to the communica t ive un i t (nor) 
long remember, w h i c h bears a fal l ing nuc leus . (Moreover, the adverbial 
here of 8* bears a low rise. So do the other nuc l eus bear ing i tems of 
here, w h i c h do not produce a re-evaluat ing effect.) 

A s c a n be seen from C h a r t s O 'Connor 1/1 a n d 1/2, the t ranscr ip t ion 
examined shows a h igh degree of perfect d i s t r ibu t iona l correspondence 
i n regard to the verb, finite or non-f ini te (in each case viewed as two 
communica t ive units) and its successful competi tors . S u c h perfect cor­
respondence is d i sp layed by 33 fields out of 37. T h i s testifies to a high 
degree of perfect d i s t r ibu t iona l correspondence i n the rheme as wel l as 
i n regard to the t rans i t ion- rheme re la t ionship . Devia t ions from this per­
fect correspondence caused by re-evaluat ing prosodic intensif icat ion 
prove to be funct ional , add ing a special emotive d imens ion to the mes­
sage conveyed. 

5 THE NON-THEME IN KINGDON'S TONETIC TRANSCRIPTION 

There are also 25 fields i n Kingdon ' s t ranscr ip t ion i n w h i c h the verb, 
finite or non-finite, does not complete the development of the c o m m u n i ­
ca t ion because it is prevented from doing so by a successful competitor 
or successfu l competi tors . In these cases the verb is not under l ined on 
the C h a r t s (Kingdon 1/1 a n d 1/2). W i t h two exceptions (4*. 7, 10* and 
11*), w h e n it is thematic, the not ional verbal component is a lways tran­
s i t iona l , a n d the successful compet i tors are a lways rhemat ic , the one 
comple t ing the development of the c o m m u n i c a t i o n w i t h i n the field serv­
ing as rheme proper. A s for PP , the t rans i t iona l not ional verbal compo­
nent is exceeded i n PP by its rhemat ic successful competi tors . W i t h i n 
the rheme, the rhemat ic un i t s not complet ing the development of the 
c o m m u n i c a t i o n are exceeded in PP by the un i t serving as rheme proper. 
In other words , w i t h i n the rheme PP reflects the degrees of C D as deter­
m i n e d by the in terplay of the non-prosodic F S P factors. A l l the t rans i ­
t iona l un i t s are exceeded i n PP by the rhemat ic uni t s . (This applies also 
to the t rans i t iona l un i t s not covered by Cha r t K ingdon 1/1, bu t record­
ed on C h a r t K i n g d o n 2 / 1 and to be d i scussed later.) It follows that al l 
the 25 fields concerned show perfect d i s t r ibu t iona l correspondence i n 
the rheme. They also show perfect d i s t r ibu t iona l correspondence i n 
regard to the t rans i t ion- rheme relat ion. 

Perfect d i s t r ibu t iona l correspondence is also s h o w n by 5 fields (4***, 
7*, 8*, 9* and 10***) i n w h i c h the absence of successful competi tors per­
mi t s the no t iona l verba l component to complete the development of the 
c o m m u n i c a t i o n and to act as rheme proper. A l l these components are 
unde r l i ned on the Char t . 
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Perfect d i s t r ibu t iona l correspondence is further s h o w n by 3 fields (6a. 
6b a n d 6c) i n each of w h i c h cannot operates as rheme proper i n the 
absence of successful competi tors a n d is therefore unde r l ined on the 
Char t . The not ional verbal component is out of compet i t ion because it 
has been rendered context-dependent . 

In 2**, as we l l as i n 10**, we f ind a group made u p by a context - inde­
pendent adverb and a context- independent not ional verba l component 
(long endure a n d nobly advanced, respectively) w h i c h bears a nuc leus . 
The group has no successful compet i tor a n d i n terms of the a rguments 
offered above serves as rheme proper. T h e groups are unde r l ined o n the 
Char t . It follows from the arguments offered that the non- themat i c sec­
t ions of the two fields show perfect d i s t r ibu t iona l correspondence. 

On ly 4 fields of Kingdon ' s t ranscr ip t ion (5*. 7*, 8 a a n d 8b) show 
re-evaluat ing prosodic intensif icat ion. In 5* it is the thematic this that 
has been re-evaluated. T h o u g h bear ing only unaccented stress, it be­
comes the most prosodical ly p rominen t un i t i n the subfield. In this way, 
specia l hie et nunc emphas is , the mot iva t ion of w h i c h is s imi l a r to that 
descr ibed above, is th rown o n the ceremonia l act i n progress. The per­
spective of field 5, however, is not affected by this re-evaluat ion , w h i c h 
takes place only i n the subfield. PP reflects the themat ic i ty of the sub -
field by p lac ing it i n the pos t - in tona t ion centre prosodic shade created 
by the nuc leus on the rhemat ic proper. A s for O 'Connor ' s t r ansc r ip t ion 
of 5*. it respects the context dependence of tliis a n d perspectives the 
subfield to do. (The low fall on do i n O 'Connor ' s t ranscr ip t ion does not 
have a re-evaluat ing effect on field 5, because the conf igura t ion of a 
high rise o n fitting, a h igh fall on proper a n d a low rise on do does evi­
dently not permit the low rise to act as the in tona t ion centre of the field. 
A corroborat ion of th is statement, w h i c h represents a modif ica t ion of 
the bas ic observat ion that the last nuc leus w i t h i n a field acts as the 
bearer of the highest degree of PP, m u s t remain pending; cf. 1992.152 
and here p. 25.) 

L ike O 'Connor . K i n g d o n re-evaluates one of the eight ins tances of 
here. It is the here of 7* that has been chosen by h i m for re-evaluat ion . 
(The interplay of the non-prosod ic F S P factors does not perspective field 
7* to the thematic here, bu t to the rheme proper, struggled.) A s h a s a l ­
ready been stated, here is thematic i n a l l i ts eight ins tances i n the 
wri t ten text. W i t h one exception, Kingdon ' s as wel l as O 'Connor ' s 
t ranscr ip t ion renders the thematic here's p rosodica l ly less p rominen t 
than the concur ren t rhemat ic uni ts . In doing so, bo th t ranscr ip t ions 
produce perfect d i s t r ibu t iona l correspondence in regard to the 
theme-rheme re la t ionship . T h i s ho lds good irrespective of the differ­
ences i n the degrees of PP employed by the two t ranscr ip t ions . 

In contrast w i t h O 'Connor , K ingdon ' s mot iva t ion for the re -eva lua t ion 
of here seems to be the emphas i s o n the hie component l i n k e d w i t h the 
not ion of 'the brave dead' (see p. 37.) It cannot , however, be sa id that 
this mot iva t ion is marked ly reflected by h i s treatment of the other 
ins tances of here. 
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T h e other two fields showing re-evaluat ing prosodic intensif icat ion are 
8 a a n d 8b (forming the c o m p o u n d field 8). In terms of the interplay of 
the non-prosod ic F S P factors, the following interpretat ion applies at the 
momen t of wr i t ten ut terance a n d / o r v i sua l perception. In either case 
the group cons i s t ing of the adverb immedia te ly preceding the not ional 
verbal component [UlLle note and long remember, respectively) has no 
successfu l compet i tor a n d acts as rheme proper. The un i t what we say 
here, o n the other h a n d , conveys context-dependent information and is 
thematic . T h i s perspective is indeed reflected by O 'Connor ' s t ranscr ip­
t ion. Re -eva lua t ing what we say here by p lac ing the in tonat ion centre of 
8 o n say. K ingdon ' s t ranscr ip t ion produces a powerful contrast between 
say of 8* a n d did of 9*: what we say here vs u_>/iat they did here. Str ic t ly 
speaking , cues to th is contras t are provided by the wri t ten text if the 
immedia te ly following context (field 9) is taken into considerat ion. Seen 
i n th is l ight, the in teq i re ta t ion of g iv ing full play to contrast is potential­
ly present i n the text, and the role of in tona t ion w o u l d have to be inter­
preted as cons i s t ing i n removing potentiali ty by offering an unequivocal 
interpretat ion of F S P (1992.181-6). B u t i n regard to the moment of spo­
k e n ut terance a n d / o r acoust ic perception, w h e n the following context is 
non-existent , 8 a and 8b are to be regarded as cases of re-evaluating 
prosodic intensif icat ion. 

A note m a y be added heio on the two adverb-not ional verb combina­
t ions of 8 a and 8b. It is wor th not ing that in each case the context-inde­
pendent adverb carr ies a higher degree of PP than the not ional verbal 
component . T h i s use is not at var iance wi th the higher degree of C D 
car r ied by the adverb, bu t seen i n the light of the arguments adduced 
above it is to be interpreted as ma r ke d . Its markedness enhances the 
emotiveness lent to the sentence by contrast . It i s , however, not a case 
of re-evaluat ing prosodic intensif icat ion, but one of selective non-reeval-
ua t ing prosodic intensif icat ion. (For the d is t inc t ion between non-selec­
tive a n d selective non-reevaluat ing prosodic intensif icat ion, see 
1992.156-9 a n d 167-8. and also here pp. 46 and 48.) 

L i k e C h a r t s O ' C o n n o r 1/1 a n d 1/2, Cha r t s K i n g d o n 1/1 a n d 1/2 tes­
tify to the t ranscr ip t ion examined showing a h igh degree of perfect 
d i s t r ibu t iona l correspondence i n the rheme as wel l as i n regard to the 
t rans i t ion-rheme re la t ionship . S u c h perfect correspondence is d isplayed 
by 33 fields out of 37 . Devia t ions from it, though occur r ing i n other 
fields t h a n in O 'Connor ' s t ranscr ip t ion , are once again wel l motivated 
from the funct ional point of view. 

6 THE TIIEME IN THE WRITTEN TEXT OF THE GETTYSBURG ADDRESS 

Let me recal l that i n terms of the interplay of non-prosodic F S P factors 
the following communica t ive un i t s qualify as thematic (i. e. as const i tut­
ing the theme; 1992.66-74): context-dependent or context-independent 
un i t s per fonning the B- func t ion (i. e. the dynamic semant ic function of 
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expressing a Bearer of quality), context-dependent or context- indepen­
dent un i t s performing the Set-funct ion (i. e. the dynamic semant ic func­
tion of express ing a Sett ing; cf. p. 31) and any other un i t s that irrespect­
ive of sentence posi t ion or semant ic character have become context-
dependent. A l l un i t s occur r ing i n The Gettysburg Address that answer to 
this descr ip t ion are recorded o n Cha r t s O ' C o n n o r 2 / 1 and 2 / 2 a n d 
Kingdon 2 / 1 and 2 / 2 . 

In deal ing w i t h the thematic un i t s I sha l l proceed as follows. I sha l l 
first comment on the way they operate i n a thematic layer. (A thematic 
layer of a stretch of text, for ins tance a paragraph, is cons t i tu ted by a l l 
the thematic un i t s of that s tretch of text: 1992.79.) T h e n I sha l l specify 
the functions the thematic un i t s perform in their fields, a n d if necessary 
addi t ional ly account i n notes for the specifications offered. 

The thematic layer cons is t s of context-dependent as wel l as context-
independent uni ts . I agree wi th Svoboda, who has th rown revealing light 
on the operat ion of thematic un i t s (Svoboda 1981, 1983), that these 
uni t s differ i n the extent to w h i c h they are establ ished i n the thematic 
layer and in consequence in the extent to w h i c h they cont r ibute towards 
the further development of the c o m m u n i c a t i o n . The more f i rmly they are 
establ ished i n the thematic layer, the less they contr ibute towards th is 
development. Viewed in th is l ight, the thematic un i t s form a scale that 
reflects a g radua l decrease i n C D of the informat ion conveyed by them: 
(a) information irretrievable from the immediate ly relevant context , ver­
ba l or s i tua t iona l , and i n th is way entering direct ly into the thematic 
layer of the text, i . e. not v ia its rhemat ic layer, (b) informat ion retriev­
able from the rhemat ic layer and transferred from it to the thematic 
layer, (c) informat ion retrievable from the thematic layer and re-expres­
sed i n it for the first time or information retrievable from the immediate­
ly relevant s i tua t ional context a n d referred to i n the thematic layer for 
the first time, a n d (d, e. etc.) information retrievable from the thematic 
layer and re-expressed anew. Adop t ing Svoboda 's terms, w h i c h felici­
tously capture the graded character of context dependence as j u s t out l in­
ed. I ca l l the (a) and (b) types of informat ion and the elements conveying 
it 'd iathematir ' , the (c) type 'theme proper' , a n d the (d, e, etc.) types as 
theme proper that c a n be regarded as having adopted the character of 
'hypertheme' (a t e m i in t roduced by Danes). In the examina t ion of the 
thematic un i t s offered below, the letters (a), (b) a n d (c) indicate the (a), 

(b) and (c) types of informat ion as j u s t described here. The (d), (e), etc., 
types are a l l indicated by the letter (h), s t and ing for 'hypertheme'. If 
more dia themat ic un i t s are present i n the field, the one ca r ry ing the 
highest degree of C D is referred to as 'the diatheme' , the others being 
regarded as 'diatheme oriented' . W i t h due al terat ions, the same appl ies 
to i tems hav ing the character of theme proper. The i tem ca r ry ing the 
lowest degree of C D is referred to as 'theme proper ' a n d the others car­
rying higher degrees of C D as 'theme proper oriented' . The abbreviat ions 
used i n the analyses below a n d i n C h a r t s O ' C o n n o r 2 / 1 and 2 / 2 a n d 
Char t s K i n g d o n 2 / 1 and 2 / 2 are: ThPro , DTho and D T h . 
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In terms of the in terplay of the non-prosodic F S P factors, I interpret 
the thematic elements occur r ing i n The Gettysburg Address i n the 
fol lowing way. (The letter ' N ' indicates that a n explanatory note has been 
added to the interpretat ion. T h e notes are to be found after the interpre­
ta t ion below.) 

(1) Four score and seven years ago 
(Set. DTli) our fathers (D. DTIio) (a)N 

(1*) all men (B. UTli) (a) 
(2) Now (Set. DTh) (a) 

we (ThPr) (c) N 
(2*) that any nation or any nation so 

conceived and so dedicated (DTli) (a)N 
(3) We (B, ThPr) Oi) 
(4) We (B, ThPr) (10 
(4*) to dedicate (ThPr) (0 
(4") who (13, DTli) d>) 

here (Set, ThPr) (c)N 
(4"*) that nation (ThPr) W) 
(5) It (B, ThPr) (c)N 

that we should do this (B, DTh) (a)N 
(5*) we (B. ThPr) (li) 

this (Set. DTh) lb)N 
(6a) in a larger sense (Set. DTh) (a) 

we (B. ThPr) (10 
dedicate (Set. TliPro) (h) 

(6I>) we (B, ThPr) (10 
consecrate (Set, TliPro) (li) 

(Gc) we (U. ThPr) (h) 
hallow (Set. TliPro) (10 
this ground (Set. TliPro) (h) 

(7) The brave men. living and dead 
who struggled here (B, DTh) P>) 
it (Set, ThPr) (h) 

(7*) who (B, ThPr) (c) 
here (Set. TliPro) (10 

(8) The world (B. DTh) (a) 
whal we say here (Set, DTho) (1)) 

(8*) what (Set. Dili) (b)N 
we (B. ThPr) (10 
here (Set, TliPro) (h) 

(9) it (B, ThPr) W) 
(9*) what (Set, DTh) (1)) 

they (B. ThPr) (10 
here (Sel. TliPro) (10 

(10) It (B. TUPr) 
rather lo be dedicated here 

(c) 

(Set. DTh) (a)N 
(itn dedicated (Set, TliPro) (10 

here (Set. ThPr) (10 
(10") which (Set. DTh) 0>) 

they who fought here (ThPr) (li) 
(10*") who (B. ThPr) (10 

here (Set, TliPro) (10 
(11) It (B. ThPr) (c) 
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(11*) to be here dedicated 
(Set. ThPr) lh) 

(ll"*a) from these honoured (lead 
(Set. ThPro) (h) 
we (ThPr) (h) 

(ll"*a*) for which (Set, DTh) (b) 
tliey (D. TliPr) (h) 

(ll"*b) we (D. ThPr) (h) 
here (Scl, ThPro) (h) 

(ll"*b*) these dead (D, ThPr) (h) 
(ll"*c) this nation (B, DTho) (a)N 

under God (Set. DTh) (a) 
(11"M) government of the people, by the 

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

(1) F i e ld 1 is provided by the opening sentence. It conveys informat ion 
that is retrievable nei ther from the verbal context (there i s no s u c h con­
text) nor from the immediate ly relevant s i tua t iona l context. It is impor ­
tant to note that the wri t ten text permits one to take the immedia te ly 
following context into cons idera t ion and to interpret the adverbial Now 
of 2 as s tand ing i n contras t to the adverbia l Four score and seven years 
ago of 1. T h i s contrast raises the degree of C D car r ied by the adverbia l 
of 1, i n d u c i n g it to act as diatheme a n d render ing the subject of 1, our 
fatliers, d ia theme oriented. In not taking the cue offered by 2 into c o n s i ­
deration, the interpreter w o u l d be led to view the communica t ive un i t s 
of 1 as showing a g radua l r ise i n C D . T h i s is because the d y n a m i c 
semant ic funct ion performed by the context- independent un i t s of (1) are 
Set, B , Q, a n d Sp (in that order). Seen i n this light, Four score and seven 
years ago is considered to be dia theme oriented and our faUiers to serve 
as diatheme. 

(2) We has no predecessor i n the preceding verbal context a n d yet is 
interpreted as theme proper. The very fact that the no t ion of the speak­
er, or i n th is case the no t ion of the group to w h i c h the speaker cons id ­
ers h imse l f to belong, can be in t roduced into the flow of c o m m u n i c a t i o n 
by a p r o n o u n a n d i n the absence of a nonrp ronomina l predecessor be 
immediate ly identified by the addressee is due to the referent of the 
not ion of the speaker /wr i t e r always being present i n any immedia te ly 
relevant s i tua t iona l context (1992.24). 

(2*) W i t h Ihc exception of any, the rest of the subject conveys context-
dependent informat ion. The subject is therefore heterogeneous i n regard 
to context dependence/ independence . B u t the context independence 
and the quantifying force of any predominates , so that the subject is 
regarded as predominant ly context- independent (1992.36-7) a n d i n its 
entirety serves as diatheme. The other communica t ive un i t s of the sub -
field provided by the subject n o u n phrase are not d i scussed . A s has 
been pointed out. subfielcls provided by n o u n phrases are d i scussed 
only exceptionally i n the present paper. 

(4**) The adverbial here has two predecessors i n the immedia te ly rele­
vant context: a great battlefield in 3 a n d a portion of tliat field i n 4. 
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(5) It ca taphor ica l ly points to a piece of informat ion that is to be men­
t ioned later. In this way it part icipates i n the development of the c o m m u ­
nica t ion , bu t o n account of i ts very sma l l con t r ibu t ion towards this 
development cannot bu t be assessed as theme proper. The information 
to be conveyed later is expressed by the un i t that we should do this, 
w h i c h is d ia themat ic a n d provides the subf ie ld 5*. 

(5*) W i t h i n this subf ie ld we and tliis are context-dependent. O n 
account of the context- independent sliould do, however, the un i t is pre­
dominan t ly context- independent . The subject of 2* (see note) a n d the 
subfield 5* are not the only un i t s that are heterogeneous in regard to 
context dependence/ independence , I do not consider it necessary to 
comment on every uni t of th is type i n these notes. 

(8*) In its entirety, the un i t what we say liere refers to the address j u s t 
delivered a n d i n this sense conveys retrievable informat ion. Never­
theless, the subfield 8* provided by this un i t has i ts perspective. It is 
perspectived towards say, w h i c h under the c i r cums tances asserts itself 
on account of its semant ic weight. B u t let me recal l that the immediate­
ly following context y ie lds a cue w h i c h if taken into account puts say i n 
contrast w i th did of 9* (cf. p. 40). In that case say is i nduced to convey 
addi t iona l context- independent informat ion. Of the three other un i t s of 
8*, what exceeds i n C D both we and here. It has been interpreted as a 
d ia themat ic element sui generis (cf. the inteq^retation of the F S P func­
t ion of tt '/i-words i n 1992.100). 

(10) O n account of the no t ion of 'preference' conveyed by rather, the 
un i t is p redominan t ly context- independent . 

( l l***c) This nation is interpreted as conveying informat ion irretriev­
able from the immedia te ly relevant preceding context. The retrievability 
s p a n (1992.25 ff.) opened by tliis nation of 1 and its re-expression of 2 is 
cons idered to have been obliterated. 

W e c a n now turn our at tention to the tonetic implementa t ions . 

7 THE THEME IN O'CONNOR'S TONETIC TRANSCRIPTION 

A s has already been pointed out, C h a r t s O ' C o n n o r 2 / 1 a n d 2 / 2 a n d 
K i n g d o n 2 / 1 and 2 / 2 l is t a l l the thematic un i t s i n the fields examined. 
In addi t ion , they l is t a l l the non- themat ic un i t s that deviate from perfect 
d i s t r ibu t iona l correspondence. These un i t s are placed w i t h i n square 
brackets , [ ]. Non- themat ic un i t s that do not deviate from perfect d is t r i ­
bu t iona l correspondence are represented by three dots (...). Un i t s affec­
ted by re-evaluat ing prosodic intensif icat ion are followed by the re-eval­
ua t ion s ign . >, and enclosed i n virgules , / / . Ou t s ide the virgules, they 
are restated and provided wi th the tonetic m a r k s reflecting the outcome 
of the re-evaluat ion. A n under l ine w i t h i n the v i rgules indicates or iginal 
rhematic i ty; one outside the v i rgules indicates rhemat ic i ty resul t ing 
from re-evaluat ion. U n i t s occur r ing i n the virgules wi thout being under-
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l ined are or iginal ly thematic . Reversed vi rgules are not employed i n the 
Char t s covering the thematic elements. 

The number of fields l is ted on C h a r t s O 'Connor 2 / 1 a n d 2 / 2 a n d 
Kingdon 2 / 1 and 2 / 2 is lower than the n u m b e r of those l is ted on 
Cha r t s O 'Connor 1/1 and 1/2 a n d K i n g d o n 1/1 and 1/2. T h i s is because 
Char t s 2 / 1 a n d 2 / 2 do not record fields opening w i t h non-finite verb 
forms (see conceived of l *a , dedicated of l*b , testing of 2* a n d remaining 
of 11*) and con ta in ing no thematic un i t s , nor do they treat the co-ord i ­
nate little note a n d long remember of 8 i n two fields. 

I c a n now resume the assessment of d i s t r ibu t iona l correspondence. 
W i t h the exception of 4 fields (6a, 6b, 6c, 8*) that show re-evaluat ing 
intensif icat ion a n d have already been d isc t i ssed i n the comments on 
Char t s O 'Connor 1/1 and 1/2, a l l the fields (27 i n number) l is ted by 
Char t s O 'Connor 2 / 1 a n d 2 / 2 show perfect d i s t r ibu t iona l cor respon­
dence i n two respects. They do so both in regard to the t ransi f ion-rheme 
relat ion (as has already been es tabl ished by C h a r t s O ' C o n n o r 1/1 a n d 
1/2) a n d i n regard to the theme-rheme relat ion (as is now evidenced by 
Cha r t s O 'Connor 2 / 1 and 2 /2 ) . Perfect d i s t r ibu t iona l correspondence in 
al l respects is shown by 5 fields (1, 3, 4, 7* and 10***). T h i s means that 
out of the 27 fields under d i scuss ion 23 show deviat ions that occur 
w i t h i n the non-rhemafic sphere, and appear p r imar i ly to concern the 
theme-transi t ion re la t ionship . B u t as the folowing ana lys i s shows, these 
deviations have a wider funct ional s ignif icance. 

In an overwhelming majority of cases (22 out of 23), these deviations 
are of one type: they involve prosodic intensif icat ion of thematic un i t s at 
the expense of t ransi t ional un i t s . Unde r the heading of the latter come 
the T M E s , wh ich invar iably serve as t ransi t ion proper, conjunct ions 
(1992.93), w h i c h are t ransi t ion-proper oriented, and the not ional verbal 
components i f cons t i tu t ing the rest of t ransi t ion. (Within the square 
brackets, a single '+' s ign indicates T M E s implemented by auxi l iar ies and 
the ' N ' s ign indicates a not ional verbal component, the l igature '+N' being 
used when the T M E s are implemented by verbal affixes and merge wi th 
the not ional verbal component . The '+o' s ign s tands for t ransi t ion proper 
oriented units.) It is significant that the prosodic weaken ing of the t ran­
si t ional un i t s takes place at a point where, i n terms of the interpretative 
arrangement (1992.12-3), the b o u n d a r y / l i n k between the theme and the 
non-theme is s i tuated. T h i s i s certainly not at var iance w i t h the T M E s 
invar iably performing this b o u n d a r y / l i n k role, a n d the not ional verbal 
component showing a s t rong tendency to act as t ransi t ion between the 
theme and the rheme. The prosodic weakening of the t rans i t ion permits 
the prosodic intensif icat ion of the un i t ca r ry ing the highest degree of C D 
wi th in the theme (which u sua l ly acts as diatheme) and i n th is way puts 
it i n a k i n d of opposi t ion to the u n i t car ry ing the highest degree of C D 
wi th in the non-theme (which acts as rheme proper). 

A s the prosodic intensif icat ion d i scussed does not affect the theme-
rheme relat ion, it is non-reevaluat ing. A s i n deviat ing from perfect 
d i s t r ibu t iona l correspondence it prosodical ly intensifies a themat ic u n i t 
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at the expense of a t rans i t iona l un i t or t rans i t iona l un i t s , it is selective. 
It is therefore to be descr ibed as selective non-reevaluat ing prosodlc 
in tensi f icat ion. A s for non-selective non-reevaluat ing prosodic intensifi­
ca t ion (1992.154-9), it intensifies wi thou t affecting perfect d i s t r ibu t iona l 
correspondence. T h i s w i l l be touched u p o n i n Chap te r 8. The C h a r t s l ist 
only cases of the selective type. They are accompanied wi th the label 
' N . -R. INT.' 

F o r the sake of completeness, let me add two notes. The first concerns 
the only field (4**) that out of the 23 fields affected by selective non-ree­
va lua t i ng prosodic in tensi f icat ion does not show a prosodical ly weak­
ened t rans i t ion . The prosodic intensif icat ion takes place w i t h i n its theme. 
The second note concerns two fields (10** a n d l l**a*) i n w h i c h such 
intensi f icat ion occurs s imul t aneous ly wi th the selective intensif icat ion 
of a thematic un i t at the expense of the t rans i t ion . (Fields showing 
selective non-reevaluat ing intensi f icat ion w i t h i n the theme are accompa­
n ied i n the C h a r t s w i t h a pa i r of empty square brackets.) 

8 THE THEME IN KINGDON'S TONETIC TRANSCRIPTION 

C h a r t s K i n g d o n 2 / 1 a n d 2 / 2 offer a p ic ture ident ica l i n character w i th 
that offered by C h a r t s O ' C o n n o r 2 / 1 a n d 2 / 2 . 

W i t h the except ion of 3 fields (5*, 7* a n d 8 [listed as 8 a a n d 8b on 
K i n g d o n 1/1]) that show re-evaluat ing prosodic intensif icat ion and have 
already been d i scussed i n the comments on C h a r t s K i n g d o n 1/1 and 
1/2, a l l the fields (29 i n number) l is ted by C h a r t s K i n g d o n 2 / 1 and 2 / 2 
show perfect d i s t r ibu t iona l correspondence i n two respects. They do so 
both i n regard to the t rans i t ion-rheme relat ion (as has already been 
es tabl i shed by C h a r t s K i n g d o n 1/1 and 1/2) a n d i n regard to the 
theme-rela t ion (as is now evidenced by Cha r t s K i n g d o n 2 / 1 and 2 /2 ) . 
Perfect d i s t r ibu t iona l correspondence i n a l l respects is shown by 5 fields 
(3. 4, 6b , 6c and 10***). T h i s means that out of the 29 fields under dis­
c u s s i o n , 24 show deviat ions that occur w i t h i n the non-rhemat ic sphere, 
a n d appear p r imar i ly to concern the theme- t rans i t ion re la t ionship . B u t 
l ike the preceding ana lys i s of O 'Connor 2 / 1 and 2 / 2 , the following ana l ­
y s i s bears out the wider significance of the deviat ions. 

In a n overwhelming majori ty of cases (22 out of 24), these deviations 
are of one type: they involve prosodic intensif icat ion of thematic un i t s at 
the expense of t rans i t iona l un i t s . (Their characters are ind ica ted in the 
square brackets.) The interpretat ion of th is phenomenon offered above 
i n the c o m m e n t s on O ' C o n n o r 2 / 1 a n d 2 / 2 applies here i n full and 
c o u l d be repeated here. Let m e j u s t recal l that the prosodic weakening 
of the t rans i t iona l u n i t s takes place at a point where i n terms of the 
interpretat ive arrangement (1992.12-3) the b o u n d a r y / l i n k between the 
theme a n d the non- theme is s i tuated, a n d that it enables the diatheme 
to s t and i n a k i n d of opposi t ion to rheme proper. 
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O u t of the 24 fields affected by selective non-reevaluat ing in tensi f ica­
t ion, two (8* and 9*) do not show s u c h intensif icat ion w i l h i n the t r ans i ­
t ion, bu t w i t h i n the theme. In two other cases (fields 10** a n d l l**a*) 
intensif icat ion w i t h i n the theme accompanies the in tensi f icat ion of a 
thematic un i t at the expense of a t rans i t iona l uni t . 

T h i s b r ings me to the end of the analys is of the wr i t ten form a n d two 
tonetic t ranscr ip t ions of The Gettysburg Address, ca r r ied out from the 
point of view of F S P . Its resul ts corroborate the c o n c l u s i o n that F S P is a 
sys tem accountable for by a n interplay of F S P factors. The possible 
objection that the text analysed is too short to permit of s u c h a c o n c l u ­
s ion cannot ho ld , for the resul ts of the ana lys i s are i n h a r m o n y w i t h 
those offered by previous analyses ca r r ied out on s i m i l a r l ines; see, for 
instance, F i rbas 1989, ana lys ing the tonetic implementa t ion of a piece 
of narrat ive prose, a n d F i rbas 1987 a n d 1992, ana lys ing tonetic imple ­
mentat ions of dialogues. T h i s series of analyses , of w h i c h the present 
analysis deal ing w i t h a piece of oratory forms part, testifies to the a p p l i ­
cabi l i ty of the theory of F S P here presented to different funct ional styles. 

9 SUMMING UP THE ANSWER TO THE QUESTION POSED 

Two speakers reading a loud one and the same text w i l l differ i n the 
d is t r ibu t ion of degrees of PP. They c a n ha rd ly be expected to use in tona-
t ional (prosodic) means i n exactly the same way a n d to produce exact ly 
the same a t t i tud ina l commentary on wha t is conveyed by the non- in to-
na t iona l (non-prosodic) means . Nevertheless, they cannot d is t r ibute the 
degrees of PP Just at w i l l . In d i s t r ibu t ing them, they are b o u n d to observe 
what m a y be termed laws of d i s t r ibu t iona l correspondence, i n other 
words, laws of re la t ionship between the d i s t r ibu t ion of degrees of C D as 
determined by the non-prosodic factors of F S P on the one h a n d , a n d the 
d is t r ibu t ion of degrees of PP on the other. Different a t t i tud ina l comment 
is conveyed th rough prosodic intensif icat ion, w h i c h ei ther con t inues to 
reflect perfect d i s t r ibu t iona l correspondence, or deviates from it. If devi ­
ating, it either (a) affects the theme-rheme re la t ionship w i t h i n a given 
d i s t r ibu t iona l field, or (b) leaves it unaffected. In the latter case (b), it 
affects the non-rhemat ic sphere of the field, prosodica l ly intensifying 
one or more of its un i t s at the expense of the others. In the former case 
(a), it re-perspectives the field, add ing a new emotive d imens ion to the 
message conveyed by it. The d i s t r ibu t ion of degrees of C D as de termined 
by the non-prosodic F S P factors is not obli terated by prosodic in tensi f i ­
cat ion. O n the contrary, prosodic intensif icat ion takes place against the 
background of perfect d i s t r ibu t iona l correspondence. A s prosodic in ten­
sification is a vehicle of the speaker 's add ing a t t i tud ina l comment on the 
message conveyed by the non-prosodic means a n d as s u c h cont r ibutes 
information and part icipates i n the futher development of the c o m u n i c a -
t ion, it raises degrees of C D . 
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In compar ing O 'Connor ' s and Kingdon ' s tonetic t ranscr ip t ions , I con­
centrated o n prosodic intensif icat ion deviat ing from perfect d i s t r ibut iona l 
correspondence. I d i d not pay specia l at tention to prosodic intensifica­
t ion not deviat ing from s u c h correspondence, i . e. to non-selective non-
reevaluat ing prosodic intensif icat ion. I am, of course, aware that such 
intensi f icat ion c a n effectively part icipate i n increas ing the difference 
between two prosodic implementa t ions of a text. (For instance, the choice 
of tune types m a y play a significant role i n this connect ion; cf. 
1992.155-6.) 

A s to the difference between O 'Connor ' s and Kingdon ' s implementa­
t ions let me j u s t add the following observat ion. It concerns the total 
n u m b e r of tone un i t s not affected by re-evaluat ing prosodic intensifica­
t ion. Whereas Kingdon ' s t ranscr ip t ion has only 45 s u c h tone uni ts , 
O 'Connor ' s has as many as 64. T h i s consequent ly increases the n u m b e r 
of nuc le i , serving as const i tut ive features of tone uni t s , in O 'Connor ' s 
t ranscr ip t ion . The greater n u m b e r of tone uni t s entai ls a greater n u m ­
ber of pauses a n d s lows down the tempo of the address as t ranscr ibed 
by O 'Connor . These features testify to the p ronounced orator ical charac­
ter of O 'Connor ' s implementa t ion . T h i s is further enhanced through 
non- in tona t iona l means s u c h as the use of the glottal stop (see, e. g., 
our a n d are of 1, a n d any of 2, in O 'Connor ' s t ranscript ion) and the use 
of the s t rong forms of short s t ructure words (see, e. g. the auxi l iar ies are 
of 1, can of 2, and have of 4: the preposi t ions of of 3, for of 4 and for of 
10: i n the or ig inal source, O 'Connor 1971.1, phonet ical ly t ranscr ib ing 
also vowels a n d consonants) . Reflecting the att i tude of the speaker, a l l 
these features du ly raise the degrees of C D . 

I c a n now s u m up m y answer to the quest ion posed by the title of the 
present paper i n the following way. A s a factor of F S P , in tonat ion cannot 
operate independent ly of the outcome of the interplay of the non-prosodic 
F S P factors. T h i s na tu ra l ly applies even to cases in w h i c h in tonat ion 
completes this interplay by d i sambigua t ing non-prosodic s ignals or, on 
the other h a n d , even to cases when i t b lu r s the outcome of the interplay 
th rough automat ic placement of the in tonat ion centre on the last stres­
sed un i t of a field (not encountered i n the t ranscr ip t ions examined). The 
dependence of in tonat ion o n the other F S P factors makes it evident that 
to a cer ta in extent d i s t r ibu t ion of degrees of PP over the spoken sentence 
c a n be predicted from the d i s t r ibu t ion of degrees of C D as determined 
by the in terplay of the non-prosodic F S P factors; i n other words , that to 
a cer ta in extent the funct ional perspective of a spoken sentence c a n be 
predicted from the funct ional perspective of its wr i t t en counterpart . The 
qual i f ica t ion 'to a cer ta in excent ' i s impor tant . It i s necessi tated by the 
fol lowing facts. 

If the outcome of the in terplay of the non-prosodic F S P factors is u n ­
equivocal (which is achieved i n a n overwhelming majority of cases), it 
permi ts u s to predict the prosodica l ly non-reevaluated funct ional per­
spective reflected by the spoken sentence. W e c a n predict that under 
these c i r cums tances , the theme w i l l be prosodical ly less p rominent than 



C A N T H E F U N C T I O N A L P E R S P E C T I V E O F A S P O K E N S E O T E N C E B E P R E D I C T E D 
F R O M T H A T O F ITS W R I T T E N C O U N T E R P A R T ? 

4 9 

the rheme; we c a n even predict that w i t h i n the theme the mos t p r o m i ­
nent element w i l l be the diatheme, a n d w i t h i n the rheme, the rheme 
proper. We cannot , however, predict the exact prosodic implementa t ion 
of a sentence. W e cannot a lways predict whether the speaker w i l l have 
recourse to prosodic intensif icat ion, a n d i f he does so, whether the 
intensif icat ion employed by h i m w i l l be of the non-selective non-reeva lu-
ating, selective non-reeva lua l ing , or re-evaluat ing, type. Nor c a n we 
predict i n every case the exact form of the tonetic pat tern (the exact 
form of the tune) the speaker is going to use. Prosodic in tensi f ica t ion is 
a means of the spoken n o r m of language a n d therefore absent from i ts 
wri t ten n o r m . It is the vehicle of the speaker 's , not the wri ter 's , r u n n i n g 
a t t i tudinal commentary on the message conveyed. Nevertheless, the 
analyses of the two t ranscr ip t ions have corroborated that language is a 
system, and that prosodic intensif icat ion, w h i c h raises the degrees of 
C D , operates against the b a c k g r o u n d of perfect correspondence between 
the d i s t r ibu t ion of degrees of C D as determined by the non-prosodic F S P 
factors on the one h a n d a n d the d i s t r ibu t ion of degrees of PP o n the 
other. 

A C K N O W L E D G E M E N T . T h a n k s are due to the pub l i shers , Cambr idge 
Univers i ty Press a n d L o n g m a n , for k i n d l y permi t t ing to repr int the two 
t ranscr ip t ions d i scussed and ana lysed i n the present s tudy. 
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