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Abstract

This thesis has two major concerns. Conceptually, I attempt to
bridge the gap between functional grammar’s approach of studying
mood and modality as the major exponents of interpersonal meaning
and the extensive existence of linguistic elements which realize inter-
personal meaning at the discourse level. I set up a discourse-based
two-level model of studying interpersonal meaning to incorporate the
- multiple means of realizing interpersonal meaning, and to perceive
them ultimately in a discourse context. Meanwhile, I have readjust-
ed the semantic elements in the original model to make the expanded
model better suited to the task of being applied to analysis of full-
length written discourse. In this way I build up the theoretical basis
for the ensuing analysis of five elements that contribute to ir;terper-
sonal meaning in autobiography. The model can be summarized as
micro-social level and macro-social level interpersonal meaning, real-
ized by epistemic, evaluative, and interactive expressions.

The main body of the thesis is an exploration of the interper-
sonal features of autobiography through down-to-earth discourse
analysis. I conduct my application of the model principally through
an analysis of twenty full length autobiographies and 20 pieces of au-
tobiographical writings. The five elements contributing to interper-
sonal meaning are: epistemic modal expressions, personal pronouns,
especially the use of the second-person ‘you’, present tense, direct
discourse and reflexive expressions. A separate chapter is devoted to
each of the five elements for the convenience of presentation, though

they are interrelated to a certain extent, especially tense, person and
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reflexive expressions.

Based on what I have studied, the writer-reader relationship as
we can envision is implicit authority on the writer’s part, in response
to the underlying challenge on the reader’s part. And as a result of
the tension between these two tendencies, the autobiographer has to
balance a reassuringly authoritative display of his memory with a
concern to be accepted by the reader as true or accurate and to show
appropriate consideration for the reader on an interpersonal level..
What lies behind this is the desire to make explicit and implicit eval-
uations that motivates the act of autobiographical writing. This im-
pacts on a number of different kinds of lexical-grammatical choices.
The writer tries to modify his memory to claim different degrees of
certainty so as to make the narration convincing as well as revealing;
he addresses the reader as ‘you” or use ‘you’ in the textual world to
create the pull for the reader to get into the same social-cultural mi-
lieu; he uses present tense to turn to the reader intermittently and to
make implicit evaluations along the way; he uses direct discourse to
create vividness and more significantly, to make or endorse evalua-
tions; last, but not the least, he resorts to reflexive expressions to
realize a large amount of interpersonal functions such as directing,
convincing, and evaluating.

The significance of the thesis is three-fold. First, it is an at-
tempt to adopt the multi-disciplinary approach to do discourse analy-
sis instead of relying on one single theory or model. To be specific,
it exploits the insights of narrative studies, rhetorical studies, stylis-
tics, and theories of autobiographical studies to a considerable extent
and incorporates them within the general framework of interpersonat
meaning in functional linguistics, enriching the theory in the process
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by setting up a discourse-based two-level model. The model that I
propose may facilitate the study of interpersonal meaning in long
full-length discourse, especially such narratives as autobiography.
Secondly, it treats autobiography as textual constructs and works
out its writer-reader relationship through substantive linguistic anal-
ysis instead of theorizing on features of autobiography in an impres-
sionistic or purely philosophical manner. The application of the ex-
panded model of studying interpersonal meaning to discourse analysis
of autobiography proves to be fruitful. Thirdly, the thesis is educa-
tional-oriented in that it chooses as its starting point discrete gram-
matical items, (except reflexive expressions, which can be consid-
ered among the prominent generic features of autobiography), pro-
ceeds with their broader discourse functions and comes out with their
prosodic interpersonal functions in the autobiographical discourse as a
whole. This approach will facilitate teaching of advanced reading
and writing by acquainting students with insights about the relation-
ship between grammar and discourse meaning, and by enabling them
to perceive the potentially complex relationship between the writer

and the reader.
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