EIRARARERE S 25422 BT A finiteness (2B L T
—HFE RIS ROBE» Hb—

B oW Lk W

TIELDHIC

SHEISFOHEEREOTT, FHLTLHEFORMREIED BRI ARE
] EER, 22 TRELFOLEBRIREEZEL T 5 & &N 5D modality
bED, HLFOREFINT RERH L E TR RO S, ZITE!
ZBWTIE, finite LIRS AEZCTHB SRS L7555, ZHUIITES, %
B, B EHNEHEENLOT, FBLFIN L TERDEELERLE)
CENRTEL, BICHFOBEE, B, &5, BER &OEERERD,
—ODEE, HbH, —EBIlioTEBRINLZ NS, finite EFHIN DA
3, KEEETHS LERKIC, EEOWMESHOBRLD DO RER 20
HETHDHEVZD

EBHTIIZO LD 2EFEL DO finite LIHTRATSTHS2ICL, 2
FNHPEBEESNLERICONT, AEEMRE VIS TEETEA
BIEILT B, BB, COBRIEFETCHE—FETEH LY, HEFOHEIR
EOLICBETLON, %@#%,:ﬂ%&@iiﬁ%ié@ﬁ%ﬁf%
B OVWTEELRRA L, £2T, FTHEFEICBIT 5 finite & IFHIN DR
AENEDE Y ﬁx%ﬂf%t#%ﬁﬁ%%ﬁﬁ%%i@@f% ¥ o)
Halliday DEFEZ RO & LT, BEOBRERBHESEFEICLIDBEION
TWAEERTBATHIEIZL > THEBREF LT, RIZ, £h5HH
KEOGHIZEDORERI TH AP, TLEDI) RBEEEZMA S &P
RTWwW I T 5, FOFKRE, finite element % & Er finiteness & V) BE&
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T AARFRTERDHE, BRBOMBL LTI ED X ) ICREROAET 20
PIEOVTHERL TN I EIZT %,
I finite DEFRDEE
%9 Halliday O finite I35 2 E3 2 R TH & 2
(1) 1. The finite element, as its name implies, has the function of making the

proposition finite. That is to say, it circumscribes it; it brings the

propositidn down to earth, so that it is something that can be argued

about. A good way to make something arguable is to give it a point of
reference in the here and now; and this is what the Finite does. It relates

the proposition to its context in the speech event.

2 . Finiteness is thus expressed by means of a verbal operator which is

either temporal or modal.

3. But there is one further feature which is an essential concomitant of

finiteness, and that is POLARITY. This is the choice between positive

and negative.
4 . Finiteness combines the specification of polarity with the specification

of either temporal or modal reference to the speech event. It constitutes

the verbal component in the Mood.

Halliday 752817 T\ 5 finite DEFH S LCR TEMS EAETRLTES T, #
NELDTOLHI, FLOLAIENTES,

(2) 1. B EKLT 2, iz UL, finite & IXEETEICBVWT T
VT AMIKT A [E] EOBRICEDbs TWAESTH S,
2. FERS LQEEBRZEIYBHEI L —53ThH 5,
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3. B, AbEENEE,TERT 2,
4. A-FNUEBIIEHABRE, SRS L20, FELFEORRICYE
5 AR, Pl

(2)TH7z Halliday DEFEZ A E LT, Z0OBEEA 2S5 5 finite |2
T BEREPRASNTVDDT, RS FERMECE TV I 20 Lwn,
%3, Eggins i finite DHEALIZFHF B L, finite £ 13 “to ‘anchor’ the proposition”
THHEVY, BHADERE L DT, KDL HITHRTND

(8) 1. The function of Finite is to “anchor” the proposition, to bring it down

to earth so we can argue about it.
2. Polarity is always present in the Finite, even though it does not appear as

a separate element when polarity is positive.
% D% Eggins 1& Slade & 3¢,

(4) The Finite expresses the process part of the clause that makes it possible to

argue about the Subject participant.’

ThHare, BEBEOBIPOHNICBT 2 BELTELBGES L >R 5E
RELTO, FLbB5EREOBRICERL TV S,

&°C, K Bloor, T and M.Bloor Ciz finite % SCHEA 2 BLAA 532, finite
&1 verbal group D—ETH B & L, finite 25 D BEL 1B IZ 81T 5 HeA
PRD—E (agreement) TdH 2 & L, TERDEHELEOBERICIEE DTS, L
7L, finite auxiliary verb, finite of a copular verb & >3 EE Oz, HEEERY
BRRAANVRZDOE, FEROBLF S E—EEATSRE VLD, &b
IDY, EREORMATEMEAZ [FE] & v ) EETIREL TV
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(5) 1. The Finite is that a part of the Verbal Group which carries the

agreement(person and number), in so far as it shows up at all in

English the Predicator is the remainder of the Verbal Group.’

2. A function at the rank of clause(the others being Subject, Predicator,
Complement, Adjunct). Interacts with Subject in the Mood part of the

clause. Preceeds Predicator in an unmarked declarative clause and

may be fused with Predicator in a one-word Verbal Group. When

not fused, it is realized by a modal, a finite auxiliary verb, finite of a

copular verb (e.g., is, seemed, became) or finite of have.?
Bloor @ 1 #4412 Thompson i3 (6) 1CR2% & 912, verbal operator & LT
O finite 2SBEH] & BRI L VW) 20D TN —ThLHEDH I EILEEEBVTY

DRIZEERT NI TH b,

(6) The Finite is drawn from a small number of verbal operators. These can be

divided into two main groups: Those which express tense (‘be’, ‘have’ and

‘do’, plus ‘be’ as the marker of passive voice) and those which express
modality (‘can’, ‘may’, ‘could’, ‘might’, ‘must’, ‘will’, ‘would’, ‘shall’,
‘should’, ‘ought to’). “Will’ and ‘would’ can be included in the tense as well

as the modality group, because of their particular uses in signaling the future.’

37, AELOEBICOVWTIENTIRESKS L) [EOZEME] ©2
WTIHRRTW 5,

(7) ... the Finite makes it possible to negotiate about the validity of the
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proposition. We can see the Subject as non-negotiable as long as the current
proposition remains in play. Through the Finite, the speaker signals three
basic kinds of ‘claims’ about the validity of the proposition, each of which in

principle is open to confirmation or rejection by the listener.'®

B O, Bell) & kBB LCTld, speech event & speaker’s attitude & @ Bi{R
THRZ, #1 5 & modal operator & DM T, operator 13 FA [T IZITEES
HTHDHOT, BHILBEFMINS L L, modal operator & 1355 L FEAE
FITRAZITE IR TOBETHL LT 5,

(8) The Finite relates the proposition either to the here-and-now reality of the

speech event (tense) or to the speaker’s attitude (modality). This implies

that tense and modality were alternative points of reference; but in fact it

would be truer to say that, with a modal operator, tense is normally

neutralised because the operator is inherently present tense. In most cases,

a modal operator expresses the speaker’s attitude at the time of speaking.

C I TREER SN, F1 Y Halliday OEBEOER * ZT THIELToC
WAEF—=AMTUT -V FZ—DOFEIN—-TOEEFRTH L), ZThid
EDEZ S Working with Functional Grammar LB E N, & L TIUTHETH
% EFHN D Halliday D IFG DEHEL L TCOBREEZ S RLZTEETH Y,
Jim Martin, Christian Matthiessen, Clair Painter & \\ 9 5z & 5§ 89 12 B IR(A R4
MLEEHEL TR I V- FI2EBLD0THA, O3 AMartin,

Matthiesen,and Painter {2 X 41LiZ, finite & 1%

(9) The Finite makes a clause negotiable by coding it as positive or negative

and by grounding it, either in terms of time (it is/it isn’t: it was/it wasn’t: it
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willlit won’t) or in termg of modality (it maylit will/it must. etc.)'

&, Halliday ® IFG TOEFHY BBICT L OLNEL 2> T0b, Blb, finite
OF/I LT, MBEICALTIZERIE R VDS, [HiEs BA%E] R
HHIELILEY, BLFR, MEFCHLTZEZORNFICOWT [FLED
THTH|Z DT THY, ZhEEFIEER W I BErs 23D L
EIDTH D,

PLERE & 22 5179 %98 U T finite 12 DWW T AT & 7295, KEITI finite 12
DWTDERY T LD, FORKRE, HEREAOBA LV BRSPS finite 12
DWTEBETLILIZLEV,

I finite IOV TOHE  HEFNEO LIRS

ATl finite FULTO I Y WERTAHAIEET S,

(10) 1. L EM&ALL, BETS
2. BT EHT 5,
3. FEE-ERIZERNC, HB5WIEREICEHET S,
4. BEEEOMEBEMFEPSBEHTAILIILLDT, ARV—F &
IMEEFEATAZENTERETH S,
5. BIEBORMICETAE—ERTH D,

PLEOME % b D finite DEFHEE D 17T, RF T finite % [FREAEER] &
AZEIZT 2, L, (10) CETA-GEEEICETAERIE, FICK
BICEASNDHOT, HAOSHEICEENICHATEZERTEIZNI L
ICHEBETRETHL, 22T, ZOERICHETHHEIIODWTIRZE- T,
RTwdZkitlid, -

F9,00-1) [&@Ex BRMEL, HETZ] owTid, 2ok |

a

IR
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Bl ZEIRRT L OEERY [HEER] Tha, T2 0%
TR b%20nThrH, LVwIHIDD, ThUNOEEL L [GEER] O
PIRFM LT 5% 0613, UTOHEBISHLEMNISER SN A2HEE TIZR W
PHETHbE, FFIZU0-5ICH B & H 1, [HEER] LwIHELED 0
TH—FRICR2] CERINDL 25T, BAREBETIEI O finite &\ 4
BREEETAZ LD, THIZOWTIEFBRT B EIZT 2D, 2T
EEY, finite &t [AE%IE) BE] 2EREMEET 2, KIC (10-2) DR
HEWZDWTIZE D TH A D b EBOWEEIE isn't, hasn’t, shouldn’t O n’t
& not L) B—0RERE LTEHT 275, [Mhofha b Bi@mics
NZEZTHY, HOEETHLZVEENES, LA o7, SR OE
BEFEO—HE L TRART A2 00, THE]» [HEE] 23 B [a
BEIMIOFIIETLETNEOTHE, LHL, BAEOBSIIUTICR
BN, FUEEHFEEO—HTHL EIETESL W

o>

(11) a. FRICZALZVLETR N,
b, EVLIZE 7/ &5l TwnizFiFiizw
c. MERWMOHFS LTnihoi,
d. ZFECOETATH EBEICV o2 E PR o7,

(11ab) BBEERTH D, (llcd) BBEFREZ-TWD, FORE, B
flzfHo TWBEDFEERE (2] ThiHH, TIEEROHKRELETIE
EEFME LTHHEENTWIELRTH L, bbb A, BREBIEEE D
L9 ZEFREOHOTE LTORBRIE R, L7245 T, BHEREOSHTIE
[Z20] EHFAFEOMELTIRAD I EICIEERD L, L0 T Eith
bo ZOFEPLSHETHED BRESBREEO—HME LTRASH, Tz
EZER ] PEHEINIEL, BUEMTEBET 2B~ ThA LIIEN
g,
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(10-3) 1238 LT OB - I DV TR 8D TH A ) b EEROH AL
G EENIE—DERIC L s TABET A I ENTRRTH L, & 2L, is:was,
love:loved, TI3 B % 1B ) BRI IFHIZ Do TV D, L 72 may:might,
shall:should, TIHHHI & RIAPRBFICAR S ND 2 L I2k b, S6IT, K%
FOBEE will, shall &) BIBHE AR 2100 R L CHE—THET S
SE B, TN LT, BAEOHAEUTICR A L) ICHAFEORE
PV -, S, Bl BRI 4 2L b o TERBEFIC/HMENT
BEHL T Z &R b,

(12) a. EFRFLEPSHTICRTCNIETTHo 72,
b. EENIOMEBIIOWTEZLIRETH o7,

SHITEEBETIE (13ab) E%RBTHS9,

(13) a. Haruko might have been in Kobe since previous week.

b. Natsuo should have considered this problem.

CCTOMBEAIZEHAREN [TV RTTHo] R [FELILRETH-
72l bW BIRBCBWC, R8I - M- B RTERICBY T, M7
[GEER | OERWLERE LTRIBZREPLVIETH D, T4abb
Bl -l ETEEY, B-0OBEZFLLTRALIIEPTEDLDOREN)
HThbH, (120) OFEER [T0E+ET+HThorz] TIE, KMz
at TTwa ] iz, R T3] 8, SHICZOEHORRY [Toho
72l LTEHEEINTWA, [AHEZ, (12b) OHEER [ XETHo/2]iE
[B+RE+Thor] LEHE T2] LEHIE [RE] T, 2O/
B [Thot) b h), Bho7BRE L TRERET 5, FICRHIIERE)
SEPEAOC2 OB TAI LR D, TAHE, ZITO [MEER] I
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T FEFEE 2 TREP LV BRMAETONL, ZOHICDOVWTYH, #
FECIL might, should #1475 WilC BT 2 REFFE IIBR A B BEHOLT, Th
WCIRERIOBE I 2\, Lo TI0Ba: [ER] LwIEEd 3y
Bo FIT, GEEEREIEY might, should 3| & HEH & 2 HFEiEh, &5
W BB X 9\ mighm't, shouldn’t D L) IRERE 2 5 &, BlE%E b ¢
FoCTEBTAZ LML 25, ZOMICELTY, BAFORBEHLIL
FELEAPLRVELZIMER O VR B,

KA (10-4) KETHENTWAHEF AL —F L WSOV TRETWL 2 E
WLEDe ARV = L3 ZFOHELER2D LD, 20HEEELEES
WiEEmA 2 bOT, Fhid [IE] 25 [&] ~, FEF0E~OEH
RERT LD, JITIH, BENEEELLOBRIIBLTEOMFEERIEY
BEHRETHDH, LEZDEGDPDR T,

ZHIZOWTEHLUTOEMARHZ R TR IS,

(14) a. Margaret swims in the pool.
b. Margaret is swimming in the pool.

c. Margaret has been swimming in the pool.

(l4abe) 1E, JCHRANCIE THEX] ELTRAOLSNALDTH B, Thid
HEBERIICIRZ B &, SE LT H & F o U Tl E#RIZ 53 (Information giver)
| ELTOBREEFR-LTWEI LI RD, KIC, Thd [ oF
BLTHL S,

(15) a. Does Margaret swim in the pool?.
b. Is Margaret swimming in the pool?

c. Has Margaret been swimming in the pool?
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(15a,b,c) IHEREMBLE SRR 2 &, FHLEFHEFELOBREEL D &
LTWaZehn, BLFEMEFIIEN LT [EHEKRE (Information
seeker)| & LTOHBEZRITI LD, 22C, 20 [1§HEE] &
MEBBEEK] L) 2 008 E-TVREOMAR %2 E L L, Zhid does,
is;has L VW) BRTHDLIEDNDID, TNHIDDERLRICF L T2,
(14a,b,c) THE Margarer £v>9 S & F OBRIE S FIZ7% 575, (15a,b,c) Tl
F:S V)RR, T7hbh, FEWIEESZOMEB+ LS5
SEICEY, RG] & [BHREER] 2w 200l siHoTwna
EWlRB, ZOEH, FOMBRELEELILIICED, Bholz200
Wrez ) BEELREH T LER (ZZTHHF) 24— % LIREDT
Hb, THHREOHEIEIED THDH I D,

(16) a. M DS T =L Tk <o
b. M T— LT\ TW5S,
c. MAT o & 7= THWVT WS,

(17) a. MAF—VTHRE T3

b. MAST— IV THWTWE A

c. MPT o & =L THONTWET A,
(16,17) TRZ X912, BAFBTHERED L) CHLEXOMBIEILT S
LTI TERIRS] & [ERER] LI BEEPEBby 0TIk <,
[2] &w) BERBIEAINT 2 B2 L - T, 202 D0HEEDE &
NEDTHL, LEOBEEDS, BRFEICIFRL—F L v figidan
BAb. LEdoT, EFETOFRL—F LI PEAIE, BAZEIIIEHX
nzndnbta,
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B2 (10-5) iZ

TEHRLTWAPRD, T, [H—
bo THIZDOWTIETTIZ (10-2,3) 4

KELTSE 2, To&fiBED T
7 finite DEZRPBEINLDOTH D, LAL, HERFBICHLT

FBIBEEL LTOME L b 2%
LTwD EIEEVEEy,

ETHhbHELLBEVEEW,

DiEoghs I@ER] B L Cid, H%E

LT AR BN ROR AP o—
MLTEXE, [dEER] »°
%?JTé PEPD
IZBW»T
FCHEAER, TR, ETRZL)

EHIEFHOAR LT
BediHoTWna I eds, [BEEO—IR] 29EIiC
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W (EEBEO—#] L
2 BEHET BN
AN ETHBHAS, T & HRE

TEAE, HE
ZER| H TEER] 2 AR
, REFAS [wEER] O
GEER] XA E

, [B—

TEHUTIERT L) RZEN

TNFERoIEE R D o TWEI ENFDRD

(18)

s
I

% L=}

B X

1. ﬁ_—%?{%ﬁ)%ﬁiéa

BREZRPOES .

2. FNRL—FELTOWEREEZRED,

a. [ERESHEL L TOODOHRE
SO or SO/X
SM or SO/M
TEHFEREF L LT O DHERE
OS or O/XS
MS or O/MS

FRL—F & LTOEREIE RV,

SM or S M/Adj

S M/AG) Q E
Q.E ORI & A Bz RiEsE

3. EBEH Hareid BEEFE O

EEE - EEF O, B R - R -
FEMIBhE - Edé LENEING
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COXMBEN L, HEFED [GEEE| 0SB L CHRICEE T &S
3, [EER] 2HRT 2 ERVBREBEEETA2ETHA I,

L7ehtoC, [MfEEBlt] & LC, EERMNT 0L DO = group 112
RBDHERH B, BHLTHE, BRANPEAROMNIIRL L 1C, #
RS TEORCEER =head L 2 A EHEIVEE SND, Lo L, (4
BEAH | CBVWTCIIPFEERII L 20 EWD L, FRICETLIEZOR
ESBOTHBETH L, bokd, MEEEBICIILTESZES BEE0
THEBETHIEhOS, BilEE0OFEERLT DI L1300 & DDOMHRETI
HbHo LrL, INFRBEHIEPIIEL LEBOSA DS, #2T, B
9, [MEENEEA] L LT, 0E2DEAME = cluster & LTS
THENEZbND, ZOHEE, EHOFMNERICL 2 EZO/KESE =
cluster E0H 9 52 & T, ZORUBEEDLNE ) ThHb, 5—20OPH
ERHOBEREREE LTIRZ2HETH L, OB =T) - 55
(= Mod)- 1k or BEFF (= N)- SEMFE (= Q) R 2 Dtk 4 2 HEOBF (=
P), BIRITHBIFARKIEL X TFRASREOEBERELINT LT, #+
NENDPHEIRCH &R T XM T 22 81225, T Faweett % F.0 &3 3
Wales K% Cardiff B OBFFE SV — FIZ L BOWET, THE BABHIC
JSH L7 PV IEHEEENTIEF TH 555, 6213 (12b) DHHIZLL T
Itk s,
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S C M Mod  Aux'® T
ngp ngp ngp /
h th dd h p PP
"k 29 o WAl i ontT #25h ~&E THo 7z

Cl = Clause , S= Subject, C= Complement, M = Main Verb, Mod= Modality,
Aux=Auxiliary Verb, T=Tense, ngp= noun group, pgp= post positional group,

h=head, dd=deictic determinar, th=theme , p=particle, pp=post position

COHIICI B E, ETHF M A B 23D, ThIZH < Mod,
Aux, T2 X OBEEERETHH I E0S, EhDS [EEE] v
HIEICHL T 200 V) ERTOBLEIIZ R 25, wEIZET 5 FHRIIM
TERENSE [BEBEET] 20 L LT, Mod, Aux, T %2 EQEFZEHFZ
NFNEARIZFDOHABT Y FERTHI LD, L72AT> T, Fawcett DFEFA
W Enid, [aEER] LI BSRLERVS DL ER, 1197 Halliday
DEMERELEBRDEATH D,

NV BbhiZ
Pk, THEER LELT, 2ofassinkz BAFIGERT 210
FOLITEZBNEDEARNTE T, Faweett DA [HEZE] &
WHBAEEEREETLILOTHY), HUETHEL aEEMORA 2ZE
LR —HEFETAHLVERE L TEFEESINDRETH L, LAL, 22
TEETNE3, Halliday PRIET 2 [EER] LI HELOLDOEE
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FETREPEPTHS ) o TNICDWTIEELFOBRRT 2085 BAE
AR LBREHS TRBDOTHH7 L, SHIILALIOESIC[HEE
BIEVIB&E DI LIRb0T, ZOMERBEICTETLHEIO
HEIZOoWTE, SLELEEZ2 2T TERLTHLLENHL LS I2H 2
Bo LIV VDD, BEFEICL > T [METE ] LIFITN L TREMN R, o
THRET2EREARTNETEL YV, THIZEVEE S, [HEER |0
B ESHEICL o TRAEDE VI LR DD TH D, SOALHE L%
w&, FFRECO s G- EFTAERT A 0N, OARETIIE
BERTEHT AL W) HOAFIRL, ZOMAFAAREICILERS LR
DTERWPERBER T L2 D, LIS, AL —% v s,
FFRICEA SN AP, BABCD LT 2OMEEIE) EX2 317 5%
THD V) ERFEROSINEII 2o T LEI RIS DD, ZOEND D
[EFRIJISHELEEOERICH Y, M—OMRNERL T2, Fholhf
&1, BIh, SElE V) BALS OSEENSET R LTRSS <X T
B2nOTHb, COREEEL, L5450 BIREREIESHESONMAT,
BB DODMEIT I RETH Y, TOEKRTIIHARED [HEER | (23
TBHMICBN TS SHOBEIERIE R SRENE 4 5B, KGhs
BOMEO—I B NITENTH D,

[

1 BRI SRS BT B clause & TN 2 BT,

2 Halliday, M.AK. (1994) An Introduction to Functional Grammar p.75.

3 operator EFFHEN A EIZOWTIIRBNEIBETHELL AL L I2T 5,

4 Eggins, S (1994) An Introduction to Systemic Functional Linguistics p.159.

5 Eggins, S and Slade, D. (1997) Analysing Casual Conversation p.77.

6 ATt Jespersen 2 & b 2 ) finite & IFT N A HES AT b, =il N
KL o TZOBEARESNE I LD SI0L ICIHIN D, FEL < I Jespersen, O.
(1924) Philosophy of Grammar p.87 x ZEO Z &,

7 Bloor, T. and M. Bloor(1995) The Functional Analysis of English pp.41-42.
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11 ibid. p.58.

12 Martin, J. Matthiessen, C. and C. Painter (1997) Working with Functional Grammar p.62.

13 Halliday, M.A K. (1992) IFG p.88.

14 ZZTHWAMES & LTiE X=Auxiliary Verb, M =Main Verb, E=Ender #°& % 7%,
F1T % Ender L 13HIRIC 2HA DRF L EO THOKIBERT LD TH B, L&
AW, BEFEICBUS [F, HLARDL 7] 02D Enderlcdhizsd, AAREICHEL
T, Adj=Adjective, Q=Question Marker,’s ¥ Z T L { B2 2 & T2, HEILH
L CiZ, Fawcett(1997) “Invitation to Systemic Functional Linguistics: the Cardiff Grammar
as an extension and simplification of Halliday’s Systemic Functional Grammar” % 2 ¢
Tk,

15 BRICB L CRE A, BARIE DAL IBEE] tv ) 20kIicsEsns
BT, AEESE (/] CTRBShAD, FotiorEic la;’i{tﬁ’) iAo (‘72
Vo LA L, EBICIEBEAERIERESZE LTZER LRV, +_'1:!7;r—ix<‘: LT
B2 LETMRTHY, i?‘;%var%zﬁ? RRITLBLS, (7255 ] 2F0E

HWELTHITRIENTES, LihoT, Bgled7n ‘é‘ﬁ% Rviyade

OB % [FEH=head] &L TH éf*"ﬁ:ﬁ'a‘fﬂ ZELRMETH D,
16 ZZTh [Thal i3ph@hsE (7] @Zﬂﬁfﬁf‘:ﬁﬂ/, fc‘%oj + 7l &5

WL, [T] + (2] @FE) &ixLlnv,
17 [BREMES] %&t, LEEHR= rnsidviy] 1B L T, 3% [ERES

BEESEFICB T 2 ERM 4 & FEATE—transitivity DR & .00 | TSE] 1997,
Vol26,No.4 ¥ BN &,
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Synopsis

On the Definition of “Finiteness” :
A Contrastive Study of English and Japanese

Masa-aki Tatsuki

“According to Halliday, the Finite can be defined as having the function of
bringing the proposition down to earth, so that it is something that can be
argued about.(Halliday 1994:75). More specifically, if a clause element is to
be regarded as the Finite, it must have the following functions. (1) bringing
the proposition down to earth, (2) a verbal operator which is either temporal
or modal, (3)choosing between positive and negative, i.e., selecting polarity,
(4) specification of either temporal or modal reference to the speech event.
Based on Halliday ’S definition, several studies on the Finite have been made
so far, so that some previous studies, such as Eggins(1994),
Bloor&Bloor(1995), Thompson(1996), and Martin, Matthiessen &,
Painter(1997) are examined for the purpose of comparison. Based on these
studies, the concept of the Finite can be summarized as follows:

“The Finite brings the proposition down to earth. Since the Finite in
English has either temporal or modal function, the Finite is naturally
realized in either the Operator or as a suffix on the Main Verb, and this
leads to the fact that the first as well as a single element of the verbal
group is the finite.”
This notion, however, does not apply to every language in term of the
language universal, since this is considered thoroughly from the viewpoint of

English. It thus can be said that this notion does not apply to the Japanese
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language. That is, elements expressing either tense or modality appear not
only as morphemes in what might be regarded as the verbal group, but also in
other elements, including of adjectival groups or as the final particle ka, as a
Question Marker. Moreover, those elements which carry either tense or
modality should not be a single element but several elements, which carry
either tense or modality, due to the characteristics of agglutination.
Furthermore, a negative morpheme nai manifests as an allomorph nakatta for
a past tense form. This means that the Japanese Negator has its own tense
element incontradistinction to English “not”. In this way, Japanese rather
displays interestingly different phenomena compared to English. It appears
that a different treatment will be needed to describe the Japanese finite system.
For this purpose, the difference of the Finite between the English and the

Japanese can be analyzed below.

English Japanese
(1) asingle element multiple elements
(2) functioning as an operator not functioning as an operator

a. as information giver
SO or SOX SM (Q or E marker is covert)
SM or S O/M

b. as information seeker
OS or O/X S S M Q E (marker is overt)
OM S or O/X S
(3) MainVerb or Auxiliary Verb only Assigned Auxiliary Elements
The first element in the verbal group Mod, P, E, N,T,A,Q
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S=Subject, O=Operator, M=Main Verb, Q=Question Marker,
- Mod=Modality, P=Particle, E=Ender, N=Negator, T=Tense, A=Aspect

The above figure clearly illustrates that Japanese does not have a function
of OPERATOR. The reason is that Japanese realizes the question, or the
function of information seeker, by simply adding the Question Marker ka,
and not reversing the word order between S and either M or X.

Viewed from this angle, it is necessary to postulate a new treatment of the
Finite in order to analyze the Japanese fi;ﬁte system properly. The several
possibilities examined in this paper are: (1) treating the Finite element as a
group, i.e., a Group Finite, (2) treating the Finite element as a cluster,
(3)rejecting the notion of the Finite.

The first one is problematic in determining which element in a Group
Finite can be designated as a head, or the main element, since the concept of
group, such as nominal group or verbal group should have the head element.
The second one seems to be appropriate, since several elements functioning
as finite elements can be treated as equal status as far as in the concept of the
cluster is concerned. The third one, which is advocated by Fawcett under the
name of Cardiff Grammar'is that the several elements are treated as immediate
constituents of the clause, so that it seems to be well suited to the nature of the
Japanese clause structure. The tentative Japanese clause structure is illustrated

below.
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Cl
S C M Mod  Aux'¢ T
ngp ngp ngp /
h th dd h p pp
A A |
Natsuo ~ wa kono mondai ni tsuite kangaeru beki deat ta

Natsuo should have considerd this problem.

Cl=Clause, S=Subject, C=Complement, M = Main Verb, Mod= Modality,
Aux=Auxiliary Verb, T=Tense, ngp=noun group, pgp= post positional group,

h=head, dd=deictic determinar, th=theme , p=particle, pp=post position

Natso=boy’name wa=thematic particle, kono=this, mondai=problem,
ni=particle, tsuite=about, kangaeru=consider, beki=should deat=aux, ta=past

tense

N.B. Although ni+tsuite is analyzed two morpheme, this can be considered
as one word ‘about’, and deat can be anayzed as an allomorph of auxiliary
verb da, not a main verb dearu=be, so that deat+ta can be analyzed as da(t)+ta

in this paper.

The problem, however, is that, is it reasonable to deny the concept of the

Finite or not. As one of the definitions of the Finite goes that the Finite has the
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function of bringing the proposition down to earth. This definition seems to
be quite powerful in order to analyze the clause structure from the interpersonal
metafunction. Consequently, it appears that this problem needs further studies.

The present paper has attempted to show the several new treatments of the
finite system of the Japanese language by introducing a new clause structure
adopting Fawcett's treatment. At this point in time, however, it is difficult to
postulate which one is the most suitable solution regarding the Japanese finite
system. The important poiht is that the definition and the description should
be considered separately, otherwise some definitions or theory can be
considered as powerless ones, since every language has its own characteristics.
The systemic approach has been investigated from the viewpoint of English
so far, in other words, not the English definition but language specific
description should be considered from the viewpoint of a specific language,
such as the Japanese language. In this sense, this paper will be of some help to

the further study of the systemic functional linguistics.
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