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_ Chapter 1

Introduction

1.1 Discourse perspective

Perspective initially refers to the standpoint in perceiving, one of the basic
properties of visual perception. The perceptual standpoint in relation to the object
perceived directly affects the resultant perception, so perspective as the perceiver’s
position in space or time is indispensable for the construal of first-order entities.
Out of such perceptual experience, perspective is employed as a synonymous term
for “point of view” in speaking and writing. The notion is used to highlight a
speaker’s subjective stance towards the entities in his utterance, as one and same
entity can be viewed, evaluated or construed from more than one viewpoint. As
stated by Ensink & Sauer, for something to be represented (in communication, or
in texts) it implied a point of view from which it is represented (2003: 9). Strictly
speaking, perspective is a ubiquitous phenomenon as few can speak or write
without taking a certain vantage point, which affects a speaker/writer’s choice of
language forms at all levels.

Being aware of its important role in language production and comprehension,
many linguists employ the notion “perspective” to investigate diverse language
phenomena. For example, it is used by Caenepeel (1989) in relation to aspect,
Clark (1990) in language acquisition and Cornelis (1997) in passive structure, to
name but a few. Irrespective of the diversity in the precise sense of perspective, the
studies on perspective effect on language performance demonstrate that perspec-
tive is thoroughly pervasive in language.

So far, a series of linguistic studies have been conducted on the relation be-
tween perspective and language forms at different levels. First of all, perspective is
considered as a syntactic notion; syntactic perspective is found to directly affect
the choice of verb and grammatical subject (Siewierska 1991). For example, the



