Tags developed and experimented for systemic analysis readable with the program WordSmith (Carol Taylor, Padova)

These tagging systems were applied by students of English Linguistics for class projects in text analysis, and also, in some cases, by degree candidates in their theses.

Experiential analysis

Tags for process types:

Each clause can be tagged for the process type it realizes. Tags can even be given to embedded clauses if you want, although for many purposes you may want to be able to distinguish ranking clause processes from embedded clause processes (for example, to say what process types are predominant in a text). Tags can also be given to each of the processes in compound predications. In this case the second predication can be preceded by a tag – thus treating it as a clause with subject ellipsis.  The reason for tagging clauses rather than verbs is that sometimes the process type is not really expressed in the verb, but in some other part of the clause. Keep in mind that deciding on process type is very much a matter of interpretation: often more than one interpretation is possible. In those cases where you think it is worthwhile to indicate that there is grammatical metaphor of the experiential type, you can do this tagging for the congruently realized process type, then adding another tag for the process type it is a metaphor for, preceded by M for Metaphor.  

Material 
$MAT

Relational
$REL

Mental

$MEN

Behavioural
$BEH

Verbal

$VER

Existential
$EXI

Material metaphorical for Mental
$MAT $MMEN 

Material metaphorical for Verbal
$MAT $MVER

Etc.

Interpersonal analysis

Mood tags for  (ranking, non-hypotactic, non-projected) clauses

(Indicative)

$ A  
Assertive declarative

$E
Exclamative 

$P
Polar interrogative

$W
Wh-interrogative

(Imperative)

$I
Imperative

(Tags for extra mood information – to be used together with the above ONLY when the phenomenon concerns or affects the Finite of the (ranking, non-hypotactic, non-projected) clause that takes the Mood analysis )

$N 
Negated clause

$MS
Modalised clause

$ML
Modulated clause

$T
Tagged clause (=clause with tag)

$L 
Elliptical clause

$F
False start of clause

$NC
Non-clause

Preview on MOVES (to be considered more fully later)

Moves in exchanges

(Initiating)



(Supporting)

  
(Confronting)

$O
Offer



$AC
Acceptance

$RJ
Rejection


$C
Command


$CP
Compliance

$RF
Refusal

$S
Statement


$AK
Acknowledgement
$CN
Contradiction



$Q
Question


$AN
Answer

$D
Disclaimer

This very simple set of options might do for some purposes, but it can be further developed as follows:

MOVE TAGS   (Based loosely on Eggins 1994 and Eggins and Slade 1997)

(Opening moves)

Attend (Attention getter or greeting)


$A

Offer


$O

Command
$C

Statement


$S

Question
$Q

(Sustaining moves, continuation by same speaker)

Monitor (monitor state of interaction)
$M

Prolong
$P

Append (after interruption)
$AP

(Sustaining moves, reaction, response, by different speaker, leading to termination of opening speaker’s exchange)

(supporting reply)


Engage (response to Attend move)
$E

Develop 
$DV

Register (supportive feedback)
$R

Acceptance (of offer)
$AC

Compliance (with command)
$CP

Acknowledgement (of statement)/Agreement
$AK

Answer (to question)
$AN

(confronting reply)


Rejection (of offer)
$RJ

Refusal (to comply to command) 
$RF

Contradiction (of statement)
$CN

Disclaimer (of question)
$D

Disengage (non-response)
$DG

(Sustaining moves, reaction,  rejoinder by different speaker, delaying closure of the opening speaker’s exchange)

Track (check, confirm, clarify, probe)
$T

Challenge (detach, rebound, counter)
$CH

Supportive Response to Track or Challenge
$SR

Confronting Response to Track or Challenge
$CR

Additional Tags (to be used TOGETHER WITH THE MOVE TAGS) to indicate non-linear development of the exchanges or of the interaction:

$L = Loop  (speaker loops back to a previous point in the discourse to take up the interaction again from that point, repeating a previous move of his/her own rather than just continuing  - i.e., appending - it)

$B = Break   (Speaker breaks the flow of an incomplete exchange by making a move which does not constitute a part of that exchange but - potentially or actually - initiates a new one, and this WITHOUT contributing to the development or the successful completion of the exchange by developing it, tracking, or challenging, or responding to such moves.)

Tags for Interpersonal adjuncts:

(based on Eggins 1994: 167-9, 171)
Mood adjuncts (adverb in mood portion of clause)





· Intensity    (really, truly, just, somewhat)





$MAIT

· Probability (probably, perhaps)







$MAPB

· Usuality    (sometimes, often)







$MAUS

· Presumption  (evidently, presumably, obviously)




$MAPS

· Inclination (happily, willingly)







$MAIC



Polarity adjuncts  (Elliptical yes/no, in mood portion of clause)

· Negative  (No,Nope)








$PAN

· Positive   (Yes, Yea)








$PAP

Comment adjuncts (Speakers assessment of whole message, expresssed by adverb or prepositional phrase ouside the mood structure of the clause)  

· Admission (Frankly)








$CAAD

· Assertion (Honestly)








$CAAS

· How desirable (Luckily, Hopefully)






$CADE

· How constant (Tentatively, Provisionally)





$CACO

· How sensible (Understandably, Wisely)






$CASE

· How expected (As expected, Amazingly, Surprisingly)




$CAEX

Vocative adjunct (nominating next speaker, a name, outside the mood structure 

of the clause)  (Jane, Madame)







$VA

Tag for Evidenciality (Source, Projection)  

I believe projection is both experiential and interpersonal. Evidenciality, or reference to source, is not just a reference to the context; it is also a way of  changing the speakers stance in relation to the subject matter by distancing the speaker  from the subject matter and putting what is said in the hypothetical realm of opinion, but also of making what is said more authoritative if the source is an authoritative one, or non authoritative and tentative if the source is non authoritative.  Projections do not get analysed for mood, so probably marking their presence should be a part of a mood analysis.

A clause complex  with evidenciality realized as paratactic projection can be tagged     
$EPP

A clause complex with evidenciality realized as hypotactic projection can be tagged  
$EHP

A sentence or a clause complex or a clause which is clearly a projection but

 has no projecting clause can be marked     






 $EFP 

Lower level projections, quotes, citations (for example, just a noun phrase) can be

marked










$ELP
Evidenciality (projection) adjuncts (According to John, In their opinion, As they say,) 

can be tagged           









$EPA                             


Textual analysis

List of tags for types of cohesion  (If they are to be used together, an extra letter will be required in each:  R as first letter in all the tags for Reference, L in those for lexical cohesion, C in those for conjunction)

Reference:   

(# indicates a number) 

$Pt#           Presented   item (with its number).

$Ept#        Exophoric presented item (with its number)

$HPt#       Homophoric presented item (with its number)

$TPt#        Extended text encoding a process, event, reason  etc. as presented item.

$A#           Anaphoric item with number of relative Presented item.

$C#          Cataphoric item with number of relative Presented item.

$TA#        Anaphoric item whose presented item is a TPt (with relative number)

$TC#       Cataphoric item whose presented item is a TPt (with relative number)

$BA#       Bridging Anaphoric

$BC#        Bridging Cataphoric

$CA#        Comparative Anaphoric

$CC#         Comparative Cataphoric

$H             Homophoric reference  (referent of presumed item recoverable through common

 knowledge)

$E              Exophoric reference (referent of presumed item recoverable from immediate context) 

Lexical cohesion

(# indicates a number)

$L#    Introductory lexical item

$R#    Repetition

$E#   Expectancy relation

$S#   Synonomy

$C#   Contrast 

$M#   Meronomy

$MM# Co-meronomy

$H# Hyponomy

$HH# Co-hyponomy

Conjunctives

$EL     

Elaborative

$ADD

Additive (extension)*

$VAR

Variative (extension)*   

$ADV

Adversative (extension)*

$T

Time (enhancement)*

$CP

Comparative (enhancement)*

$CS

Cause (enhancement)*

$CD

Conditional (enhancement)*

$CC

Concessive (enhancement)*

For the types of conjunction marked with an asterisk (*),  if the conjunctive relation is INTERNAL, precede the conjunction tag with the tag $IN. 

(For our present purposes we will only mark explicit conjunction.)

Tags for Thematic Structure
type
tag
Function

THEME 
$TT
THEME TEXTUAL


$TI
THEME INTERPERSONAL


$TE
THEME EXPERIENTIAL (= TOPICAL THEME) UNMARKED


$TEM
THEME EXPERIENTIAL (= TOPICAL THEME) MARKED


$TEE
THEME EXPERIENTIAL – THEMATIC EQUATIVE (PSEUDO-CLEFT)


$TP
“it” AS THEME OF PREDICATED THEME STRUCTURE (CLEFT)


$TPH
“it” AS THEME PLACE HOLDER ANTICIPATING POSTPONED THEME


$TA
ANTICIPATED EXPERIENTIAL THEME (POSTPONED THEME ANTICIPATED BY “it” – A FINITE OR NON-FINITE CLAUSE)


$TRD
RIGHT-DISLOCATED EXPERIENTIAL THEME





RHEME
$R
RHEME





EXTRA
$DTE
END OF DISPLACED THEME (WITHIN RHEME) WHEN THEME IS MARKED 


$I
INTERRUPTION OF ONE THEMATIC STRUCTURE BY ANOTHER


$C
CONTINUATION OF THEMATIC STRUCTURE AFTER INTERRUPTION

ADDITIONAL TAGGING WHEN THERE IS A HIGHER AND A LOWER LEVEL OF THEMATIC STRUCTURE  (E.G., WITH FRONTED HYPOTACTIC CLAUSE, PREDICATED THEME STRUCTURE)

HIGHER LEVEL
$HTB
BEGINNING OF HIGHER LEVEL THEME – UNMARKED THEME


$HTE
END OF HIGHER LEVEL THEME – UNMARKED THEME


$HTBM
BEGINNING OF HIGHER LEVEL THEME – MARKED THEME


$HTEM
END OF HIGHER LEVEL THEME – UNMARKED THEME


$HRB
BEGINNING OF HIGHER LEVEL RHEME


$HRE
END OF HIGHER LEVEL RHEME

