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Foreword

It has been long noticed that context both contributes to and
conditions the production of text. However, what contextual factors
are influential to, and in what way they exert their impact upon text,
remain unclear. It is against this background that this current research is
conducted.

The current study mainly explores the impact of context upon text
by taking Hallidayan Systemic Functional Linguistics as its theoretical
framework.

This research falls into seven chapters.

Chapter 1 discusses the rationale, objectives, research methodology
and the overall structure of the research.

Chapter 2 conducts an overview of the existing researches with
regard to context and text. In its first part, different definitions of context
given by different schools of linguists are reviewed and then classified
into two kinds: objective context and cognitive context. Then the current
author points out that cognitive context is dependent upon objective
context, rather than independent of the latter. In this research, the current
author takes the theory of context established by Halliday and other
systemic functional linguists as the paradigm in the exploration of the
impact of context upon text. In the second part, different definitions of
text are given and compared, and the term “text” is chosen to cover the
existing terms such as conversation, discourse, and dialogue. Moreover,

in order to avoid the confusion engendered by the wide variety of

Vi



I On the Impact of Context upon Text

prevalent definitions, the current author proposes five enabling conditions
for text.

Chapter 3 addresses the impact of field on text. While pointing out
the contributions made by Suzanne Eggins in her division of field into
technical and non-technical in accordance with the technicality of one
and the same field, the current author argues that its limitation makes it
impossible for us to take it as a model in analyzing the impact of context
upon text. Different from Suzanne Eggins, Leckie-Tarry approaches
field from its composition and contends that field is composed of three
variables: arena, participants and subject matter. The current author
argues that owing to the infinitude of the objective world, it is not
appropriate to conduct studies in just one and the same field. Field can
be limitless. Therefore, Leckie-Tarry’s field is taken in exploring the
impact of field on text. And the three components of field she proposed
are redefined. Setting refers to the particular locations of the interaction,
both in terms of their inherent features, and in terms of the social
institutions which determine them. Participant is mainly concerned with
the inherent features of the participants, i.e., their physical and mental
attributes and the knowledge they bring to bear on the setting and events.
Subject matter refers to what the spoken or written communication is
about. Any change in any of these three variables is likely to lead to the
corresponding change in the text.

Chapter 4 deals with the impact of tenor on text. Just like field,
tenor has also been defined by a large number of systemic functional
linguists. In this chapter, the current author has quoted Gregory, Poynton,
Leckie-Tarry, and Martin. Gregory divides tenor into two kinds: personal

tenor and functional tenor. Poynton, different from Gregory, mainly deals



Foreword

with the components of tenor and argues that tenor comprises power,
contact, and affective involvement. Leckie-Tarry points out that tenor
involves three elements: formality, role and focus. The elements of tenor
defined by Martin are status, contact and affect. Since tenor, according
to Halliday, refers to the interpersonal relationship in context of
communication, the current author takes the definitions given by Poynton
and Martin as the paradigm in probing into the impact of tenor on text.
Chapter 5 investigates the impact of mode on text. Not convinced
of Leckie-Tarry’s and Martin’s analyses of mode, the current author
points out that mode, as one of contextual factors, should be dealt with
ontologically as an objective entity; and holds that there are two modes:
spoken, written. Every mode has its own realizations. For example, face-
to-face conversations and telephone conversations are realizations of
spoken mode and letters are realization of written mode. In this chapter,
the author has conducted a detailed discussion on the difference between
face-to—face conversation and Internet relay chat, with the former being
a realization of spoken mode and the latter a realization of written mode.
In Chapter 6, the author contends that contextual factors not only
exert their influence on text respectively, but they also influence each
other, and this influence also finds full expression in text. On this ground,
Chapter 6 explores tentatively the interaction between contextual factors
and attempts to reveal their impact on text. The interaction between
contextual factors can be divided into five kinds: the influence of field on
mode, the influence of field on tenor, the impact of tenor on mode, the
impact of tenor on field, and the impact of mode on tenor. By depicting
how a certain change in the elements of one contextual factor is likely to

cause a change in a certain element of another contextual factor and how

X



On the Impact of Context upon Text

this change can bring about changes in the ongoing text, the author draws
a clear picture of internal interaction between contextual factors and its
impact on text.

Chapter 7 summarizes the contributions of the present research and
at the same time points out its drawbacks. Moreover, it has made some
suggestions for future research.

To conclude, the current research has conducted an extensive study
into the impact of context upon text and has revealed that text is subject

to the influence of context.
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