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Foreword

1. Since the beginning of the sixties, an increasingly stronger need has
been felt on the one hand to find answers to questions which appeared not
to be answerable within the framework of sentence grammar, and, on the
other hand, to construct a theoretical device for the analysis of texts
(primarily literary texts). These needs have been the origin of the roots of
a discipline which has been called, among other labels, text grammar, text
linguistics, text semiotics and textology. As to the essence of this discipline,
one may with good reason (and without wanting to diminish the importance
and merit of K. Pike’s (American) School) consider it as a discipline of
European origin (cf. Petofi 1986).

2. It must be admitted that, as in other disciplines concerned with natural
languages, we have not yet been successful in defining/explicating the basic
notions used in this discipline in a generally accepted or acceptable way.
Just to mention some of the fundamental terms, in the scientific community
dealing with this discipline no consensus has yet been reached about how to
use such terms as ‘textuality’, ‘connectedness’ (‘continuity’, ‘connexity’,
‘cohesion’, ‘coherence’), ‘interpretability’. However, if we carefully follow
the literature which deals with the phenomena indicated by these terms (cf.
the Selected Bibliography attached to this foreword), we can observe
increasing convergence in the development of the respective opinions. The
(perhaps most convincing) explanation of this phenomenon is, in our opin-
ion, that within this discipline the need for interdisciplinary cooperation
diminishes the individual disciplines’ claim to and struggle for autonomy,
even if it does not extinguish it. It is not only the fact that many aspects of
connectedness cannot be investigated without facing basic questions of text
interpretation (with stress on the meaning interpretation) something which
becomes more and more obvious, it is also becoming increasingly clearer
that the understanding of texts cannot be examined without accounting for
psychological and sociological factors.
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3. From among the three basic notions mentioned in the previous section,
we chose the notion of ‘connectedness’ as the central topic for the confer-
ence which was the occasion for the contributions contained in the present
volume. Our aim was to provide an opportunity for a personal exchange of
ideas and experiences among a wide range of researchers working within
the framework of different paradigmata and with different goals in mind.
Most of the researchers we invited to participate in this conference did, in
fact, come, and thus enabled this volume to be a representative collection
displaying a large spectrum of the phenomena concerned.

The complexity of the topic did not allow the application of a consis-
tent classificatory principle. Thus we decided to divide the contributions
into three main groups: the first one contains the papers discussing particu-
lar aspects or carriers of connectedness; the papers in the second group deal
with text-type specific questions; while, finally, the third group is devoted
to general methodological/theoretical questions.

3.1. The papers in the first group deal with the following particular
aspects: analysis of anaphora (Bellert and Pléh), analysis of how to use
emphatic pronoun (Rigau), analysis of deixis (Ehlich), analysis of semantic
fields and isotopy (Rieger, Stati), analysis of coreference (Harweg),
analysis of the text-constituting role of modality (Lundquist), analysis of the
use of marqueurs, conjunctions, and particles (Holker, Rudolph), analysis
of theme, topic and functional sentence perspective (Dane§, Hakulinen),
analysis of the role that ellipsis plays in text constitution (Marello), analysis
of a particular aspect of representing text meaning (Lonngren). These con-
tributions refer to different object languages, and different methodologies
have been applied.

3.2. The second group of papers discusses aspects of the following text/
discourse types: discourse in children’s language (Gopnik), narrative texts,
stories (Lonzi, Siklaki), horoscopes and anecdote-like short texts (van
Peer), literary texts (Metzeltin, Vitacolonna), comics (Weber), and conver-
sations/conversational interactions (Kayser, Parret). Gopnik, Siklaki and
van Peer present the results of empirical investigations, while Weber
analyses (following from the character of the type of text he deals with) the
multi-medial aspect of connectedness.
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3.3. The papers classified in the third group partly discuss more than one
aspect of connectedness in their interrelations, and partly analyse general
theoretical/methodological questions. Two studies deal with aspects of the
relationship between factors of connectedness and reading/interpretation
on the basis of concrete examples (Charolles, Langleben). One of the
papers is devoted to the connectedness-constituting role of inferences (van
de Velde), another one discusses the aspects of relevant consequences
(Weingartner). Mignolo’s paper deals with the relationship between text-
typological knowledge and the expectation concerning coherence. Fisher’s
paper deals with discursive patterns, Grize’s paper is centred on the prob-
lems of the objects of discourse. Three papers analyse aspects of the con-
nectedness from some special angle: from the angle of a general interpreta-
tion theory (Bdkay), from the angle of so-called perspective semantics
(Komlési), and, finally, from the angle of the application of semantic nets
(Leinfellner-Rupersberger).

Heydrich’s paper discusses the notion of ‘relevance’ as it is used in con-
nection with objects and situations, and, finally, Pet6fi’s paper is concerned
with aspects of the terms applicable with respect to connectedness from the
viewpoint of a general semiotic text-theory.

4. The 35 papers in this volume provide a comprehensive picture of the
relevant questions concerning connectedness. Nevertheless, an introduc-
tory study with the character of a synthesis still appeared to us to be prema-
ture, even if we had been able to account for the entire literature written on
this topic up to now. However, we hope that the present volume and the
attached Selected Bibliography represent a useful contribution to a future
synthesis.

SELECTED BIBLIOGRAPHY

This Selected Bibliography contains mainly English and German publi-
cations which can be classified into the following thematic units:

(i) Bibliographies and historico-bibliographical surveys: Charolles-
Petofi-Sozer (eds.) 1986, Hartenstein-Schmidt 1983, Lohmann
1988, Petofi 1986, Tannacito 1981, Thorndyke 1978;
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(i) Readers containing studies on the elements of text constitution:
Danes-Viehweger (eds.) 1976, 1977, 1983, Jelitte (ed.) 1976,
Petofi (ed.) 1979, 1982, 1988;

(iii) Readers, special issues, monographs, and dissertations on vari-
ous aspects of connectedness: the remaining publications.
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PhD Diss., mimeo).
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(3rd, revised edition) (Halle/Saale: Niemeyer). 1st edition: Linguistische
Studien 1969, 2nd edition: Janua linguarum series minor 113 (The
Hague: Mouton).

de Beaugrande, Robert A. 1982. Text Production: Toward a Science of
Composition (Norwood: Ablex).

Beene, Lynndianne. 1981. The pragmatics of cohesion, PhD, University of
Kansas, DAI 43/06A, 1956. Ann Arbor: University Microfilms Interna-
tional.

Binkley, Marilyn Rothman. 1983. A descriptive and comparative study of
cohesive structure in text materials from differing academic disciplines,
ed. Diss., The George Washington University, DAI 44/06A, 1741. Ann
Arbor: UML

Charolles, Michel — Jean Peytard (eds.). 1978. Enseignement du récit et
cohérence du texte (= Langue Frangaise 38).

Charolles, Michel - Janos S. Petofi — Emel Sozer (eds.). 1986. Research in
Text Connexity and Text Coherence. A Survey. Volume I. (= Papiere zur
Textlinguistik, 53) (Hamburg: Buske)

Chelala, Silvia Ines. 1981. The composing-process of two Spanish-speakers
and the coherence of their texts: a case study, PhD, New York University,
DAI 42/12A, 5045. Ann Arbor: UMI.

Clark, Cheryl. 1983. Cokhesion in spoken and written English, PhD, Har-
vard University, DAI 44/06B, 19g3. Ann Arbor: UMI.

Coleman, Robert, Jr. 1980. A survey of the cohesive ties in the styles of sev-
eral English language writers, doctoral diss., Illinois Institute of Technol-
ogy, DAI 41/05, 2085A. Ann Arbor: UMIL

Conte, Maria-Elisabeth (ed.). 1988. Kontinuitit und Diskontinuitit in
Textes und Sachverhaltskonfigurationen. Diskussion tiber Konnexitdt,
Kohdsion und Kohdrenz (= Papiere zur Textlinguistik, 50) (Hamburg:
Buske).
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Dane$, FrantiSek — Dieter Viehweger (eds.). 1976. Probleme der
Textgrammatik (= Studia Grammatica, XI) (Berlin: Akademie Verlag).

----- . (eds.). 1977. Probleme der Textgrammatik 11. (= Studia Grammatica,
XVIII) (Berlin: Akademie Verlag).

----- . (eds.). 1981. Satzsemantische Komponenten und Relationen im Text
(= Linguistica ) (Praha: Ceskoslovenska akademia ved)

----- . (eds.). 1983. Ebenen der Textstruktur (= Akademie der Wissenschaften
der DDR, Zentralinstitut fiir Sprachwissenschaft, Linguistische Studien,
Reihe A, Arbeitsberichte, 112).

van Dijk, Teun A. 1980. Macrostructures (Hillsdale, N.J.: Erlbaum).

Dressler, Wolfgang, U. — Ruth Wodak (eds.). 1984. Normale und
abweichende Texte. Studien zur Bestimmung und Abgrenzung von
Textstorungen (= Papiere zur Textlinguistik, 48) (Hamburg: Buske).

Ehlich, Konrad — Henk van Riemsdijk (eds.). 1983. Connectedness in Sen-
tence, Discourse and Text. Proceedings of the Tilburg Conference held on
25 and 25 January 1982 (= Tilburg Studies in Language and Literature 4)
(Tilburg)

Eiler, Mary Ann. 1979. Meaning and choice in writing about literature: a
study of cohesion in the expository texts of ninth graders, doctoral diss.,
Illinois Institute of Technology, DAI 40/08, 4571A. Ann Arbor: UMI.

Farrell, Mary Dorothy. 1980. Cohesion in verbals of scientific and technical
English, doctoral diss., Illinois Institute of Technology, DAI 41/09,
4016A. Ann Arbor: UMIL.

Ferry, Clifford Lloyd. 1975. Discourse coherence and readability: A study of
the effect of coherence marker density on reading comprehension, doc-
toral diss., University of Oregon, DAI 36, 5765A. Ann Arbor: UMI.

Fritz, Gerd. 1982. Kohdrenz. Grundfragen der linguistischen Kommunika-
tions-analyse (Tiibingen: Narr).

Garber, Marianne Daniels. 1979. An examination and comparison of
selected cohesive features found in child-produced texts and beginning
reading materials, doct. diss., Georgia State University — College of
Education, DAI 40/10, 5343A. Ann Arbor: UMI.

Goldberg, Bernice Estelle Cohen. 1980. The effects of written, dictated, and
spoken language on production and cohesion of adult text, doct. diss.,
Northwestern University, DAI 41/09, 4016A. Ann Arbor: UMI.

Grimes, Joseph E. 1975. The Thread of Discourse (The Hague: Mouton).

Gutwinski, Waldemar. 1976. Cohesion in Literary Texts: a Study of Some
Grammatical and Lexical Features of English Discourse (= Janua Lin-
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guarum Series Minor 204) (The Hague: Mouton).

Halliday, M.A.K. — Ruqaiya Hasan. 1976. Cohesion in English (= English
Language Series 9) (London: Longman).

Hartenstein, Klaus — Peter Schmidt. 1983. Kommentierte Bibliographie
zum “SmysleTekst” — Modell, in: Wiener Slawistischer Almanach,
Band 11: 355-409.

Hartnett, Carolyn Green. 1980. Cohesion as a teachable measure of writing
competence, doct. diss., Indiana University of Pennsylvania, DAI 41,
2086A. Ann Arbor: UMI.

Harweg, Roland. 1968. Pronomina und Textkonstitution (Minchen: Fink).

Hasan, Ruqaiya. 1968. Grammatical Cohesion in Spoken and Written Eng-
lish, Part I (= Nuffield Programme in Linguistics and English Teaching
Series 1, 7) (London: Longman).

Heydrich, Wolfgang — Janos S. Pet6fi (eds.). 1986. Aspekte der Konnexitit
und Kohdrenz von Texten (= Papiere zur Textlinguistik, 5S1) (Hamburg:
Buske).

Hoymann, Charles Frederick. 1978. Assessing the episodic structure, infor-
mation structure and cohesion of children’s written narratives as indices of
their sophistication in writing, doct. diss., University of Michigan, DAI
39, 3533A-3534A. Ann Arbor: UMI.

Jacobs, Suzanne Eberhart. 1980. A study of coherence: implications for
teaching writing in an academic context, doct. diss., University of Hawai,
1979, DAI 40? 4383A. Ann Arbor: UML.

Jelitte, Herbert. 1978. Formen der Textkohdirenz im Russischen (= Gies-
sener Beitrdge zur Sprachwissenschaft, 10) (Grossen-Linden:
Hoffmann).

----- . (ed.). 1976. Sowjetrussische Textlinguistik (= Beitrige zur Slavistik 1)
Teil 1: Themen und Methoden, Teil 2: Ubersetzte Originalbeitrige
(Frankfurt/M.-Bern: Lang).

Johns, Ann McClelland. 1979. A comparison of cohesive elements in Ameri-
can business and non-native speakers’ written discourse, doct. diss., Uni-
versity of Southern California, DAI 40, 1927A-1928A. Ann Arbor:
UML.

Jussen, Heribert (ed.). 1976. Textkonstitution in einfacher Sprache und ihre
Probleme. (Heidelberg: Groos).

Klein, Wolfgang. 1978. Linguistik und Didaktik der Kindersprache im
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Schiilertexte. (= Informationen zur Sprach- und Literaturdidakiik 18).
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vey”, in: Petofi (ed.) 1988, 478-501.

Lundquist, Lita. 1980. La cohérence textuelle: syntaxe, sémantique, prag-
matique (= Erhvervssproglige skrifter 4) (Kobenhavn: Nyt Nordisk For-
lag).

McCulley, George Allen. 1983. Writing quality, coherence and cohesion,
ed. diss., Utah State University, DAI 44/02A, 475. Ann Arbor: UMI.
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