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(0 O In other words[ language is not simply used to convey informal] tion about the world[ It also acts to
present this information through the organization of the text itself(on the autonomous planel and[] engage readers
as to how they should understand it(on the interactive plane)J Statements thus[d simultaneously[] have an
orientation to the world outside the text and an orientation to the readers understandin of that world through the
text itselL. This is a very different model to the transactional-interactional distinction and] as we shall see in
Chapter 300 the fact that writers can refer to[]

evaluate and otherwise[1 comment on both discourse entities and real-world entities is al] defining feature of
metadiscoursel] [ [1 But in the early 1980s[] Sinclair was almost alone in emphasizing the importance of
interactional aspects of language[] At that timeld And[] until recentlyd research into the ways language is used to
negotiate[] relationships and scaffold interaction was largely 1eft to sociologists and sociolinguists In fact[] work
by the sociologists Bateson[] 1972[1 and Goffman{] 197401 on* frameswas an important early development
leading to linguistic conceptions of metadiscoursel] The notion of frames reters to our cognitive or conceptual
views of particular situationstd including the ways we name or characterize what is being said-  Of particular
interest is what MacLachlan and Reid(1 9947 call *  intratextual framing(

which occurs when we pay attention to the way in which the flow of words within the text is affected by internal
organizational devices which guide interpretation] Such framingJ devices are seen as an effort to limit the readers
interpretive licence and control understandings of a text in competition with alternative Iraming brought to the text
by the reader(] Frames are tllerefore aspects ot discourse which allow us to orient to messages and understand the
world in particular ways[] [J [0 Ragan and Hoppers(1981)discussion of* alignmentsimilarly helped to bring
interactional aspects of discourse into focus[]

Showing how language allows users to promote a positive impression of themselves and to negotiate participant
roles with the hearer[] But it was another sociolinguist working on casual conversation[]

Debbie Schiffrin(1980)] who perhaps struck the biggest blow for metadis [ course in these early days She
helped move the notion of metadiscourse forward by showing howmeta-talksuch as Tim telling you thatandlet me
give you on exampleallows speakers to change their role in the discourse by projecting themselves as an animator
(I 1bus conversationalists commonly move from presenting information to becoming a conscious and explicit
producer of the discourse itself by re[] erring to organizational or evaluative aspects of the talk[]
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