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Abstract (En): The paper deals with linguistic phenomena at sgozntial level. In particular,

it looks into how textual analysis can be enhartmedupplementing the Parisian programme of
interpretive semantics, as devised by Francoisi€tastamely his theory of isotopies, with
elementary aspects of topic-focus articulation (T, well as contextual boundness (CB) and
contextual non-boundness (CN), as elaborated witthie Praguian linguistic tradition
(V. Mathesius, P. Sgall, E. H&fiva, F. Danes, J. Firbas), and how the descrijpiweer of the
former can be increased by the latter. In this eespit is argued that two types of TFA
phenomena interact during any process of textiatpnetation: those of topic-focus articulation
at the level of sentence, conceiving lexical morpsighematic (T) and/or rhematic (R), as well
as contextually bound (CB) and/or contextually tand (CN), and those of topic-focus
articulation at the level of isotopy, with eachtguy being conceived as structured around a
center (an abstract semantic unit) and periphegpéa of concrete utterances). Two types of
such interaction are described, each defined Imeeitorrelation, or non-correlation of the CB
and CN semes at the levels of isotopy and senteaspectively: thematic-rhematic isotopy,
induced by co-occurrence of the CB seme of theecearid the CB seme of the periphery; and
thematic-rhematic allotopy (i.e. non-isotopy), iedd by co-occurrence of the CB seme of the
center and the CN seme of the periphery. Sincectimgus isotopies and allotopies can be
perceived as members of privative oppositions, rdateve system of such oppositions is
presented, based on linguistic analyses of seleEwawpean Commission texts drafted in
English and their Czech translations. The authdtimate intention is to show that the semantic
features of topic-focus articulation at the sen#ntind suprasentential levels are both
structurally parallel and functionally complementar

Résumé (Fr):Un résumé détaillé en francais se trouve a la firtekte

Keywords (En): Center and Periphery, Cohesion, Contextual Bourgin€sntextual Non-
Boundness, Interpretive Semantics, Isotopy, RheSeme, Thematic Progression, Theme,
Topic-Focus Articulation

The present paper deals with linguistic phenomérsauprasentential level. In
particular, it looks into how textual analysis da@m enhanced by supplementing
the programme of interpretive semantics, as devised-rancois Rastier (cf.
RASTIER, 1987, 2001), namely his theory of isotopies, velamentary aspects of
topic-focus articulation (TFA), as well as contettitboundness (CB/cb) and
contextual non-boundness (CN/cn), as elaboratetlirwithe Prague linguistic
tradition (cf. MATHESIUS, 1924, 1975 ; 8ALL, 1967 ; FAJICOVA, 1973, 1975 ;
SGALL, HAJICOVA, BURANOVA, 1980 ; DANES, 1974, 1985 ; RBAS, 1992 ;
DUSKOVA, 1999).
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1.  Theoretical Background

Rastiers’s interpretive semantics follows the Saresm and Hjelmslevian
traditions, working with linguistic signs morphemes as bilateral units
theoretically conceivable as the relation of a whiform (morph and a unit of
meaning $¢ememp The minimum linguistic signs are perceived athhmits of
the abstract language system, each bearing itsepnmganing, and units of a
particular text, the co-occurrence of which estdids a particular contextual
sense. Interpretive semantics is a microsemanti@s,semantics applying
componential analysisfialyse componentie)léo the analysis of texts. However,
unlike its North American pioneers fKz, FODOR, 1963 ; KATz, POSTAL, 1964),
it follows and further elaborates the tradition Ediropean, chiefly French and
francophone semantics@PTIER, 1992 ; REIMAS, 1986 ; @OSERIU, 1980). As a
result, its minimum units are not referred to asponents busemesrepresenting
a more narrowly defined type of textual componeiitsese are defined as four
types of elementary units of grammatical and ldxie@aning arranged, according
to their semantic value, into two binary classegeneric vs. specific semes,
representing an opposition based on relations enaigemantic class, as well as
inherent vs. afferent semes, representing an oppodiased on a twofold and
parallel existence of the morpheme as a unit oldhguage system and as a unit
of the discourse. The relations of semes withimaldexts are examined through
isotopies This term was introduced into linguistics GREIMAS (1986) to express
the identity or similarity of semantic units andeith pertinence to a certain
semantic field, part or place within a text basadparely linguistic criteria. As a
result, structural semantics has brought linguistialysis below the level of word
and beyond the level of sentence by focusing ortekie Isotopy has thus become
a concept combining the two means of analysis iatsingle method of
interpretation, the aim of which is to describe iqpfreena at the macrosemantic
level using phenomena at the microsemantic levelRéstier's programme of
interpretive semantics, isotopy is defined as ffextof repeated co-occurrence of
the same semes in the text. This effect is corsidey establisttohesionof the
text, depending on the semantic relations withimnd constituting as such a
phenomenon of a chiefly linguistic order.

2.  Theoretical Framework

In the presented theoretical framework, two typdsT&A phenomena
constantly interact during the process of texta&rpretation: (i) phenomena of
topic-focus articulation at sentential level (TJrAconceiving lexical morphs as
topical (t) and/or focal (f), as well as contextyddound (cb) and/or contextually
non-bound (cb) ; and (ii) phenomena of topic-foauticulation at suprasentential
level, namely at the level of isotopy (THAwhich, for the purpose of the TFA
analysis, is structured around@enterand gperiphery

The center of isotopy is defined as an abstracaaimunit ensuringohesion
of the text or its parts, while the periphery resemrets a set of morphemes (both
lexical and grammatical) by which such a text er parts are constituted in a
particular text. Semantically, the center is ddwdi by means of arsotopic
theme This theme is constituted by a central seme ®etaof central semes
passing through the periphery of the text wheraendergoes specific semantic
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processes, being either actualised, i.e. semantiftakbgrounded, or virtualised,
i.e. semantically backgrounded. It is consideredg@n abstract uniisptopemg
or the underlying structural description of an dgxt, which is fully describable in
the global context only — in the functional systemthe whole text subject to
linguistic analysis, and which can only be empiticaxamined through a set of
local occurrences, representations or morphemidvateres of the central
isotopemeigotopes.

Depending on the type of isotopic theme, two typietext are defined. On the
one hand, there are texts withdaduced isotopymostly technical texts), the
isotopic theme of which is known from the outsettioé analysis (hereinafter
referred to as “D-Texts”). Their center is by dédfaconsidered topical and
contextually bound, whereas their periphery topiaab/or focal, as well as
contextually bound and/or contextually non-bound. tbe other hand, there are
texts with annduced isotopymostly literary texts), the isotopic theme of athis
unknown (or vague or transformed, as by a metapfion the outset of the
analysis (hereinafter referred to as “I-Texts")eiftcenter is by default considered
focal and contextually non-bound, whereas theiipbery topical and/or focal, as
well as contextually bound and/or contextually faund.

The center and the periphery of isotopy are attedbua specific semic
structure. In the abstract language system, thiststre is described by means of a
complex seme dgcn&Fenice/- IN @ particular type of text, it is representad
elementary values of the complex seme, i.gs//®f the center of D-Texts, or K/
of the center of I-Texts, as well ag/it/t./, /f./, or It/ of the periphery, assigned
according to a particular context. This approackamatic classification seems to
be consistent with Rastier's semantic theory, algwor semes with a complex
internal structure, as in the case of Latin bi-ggmibuns gubstantiua commurjia
of the type canis albus vs. canis alba the complex seme of which
(/MASC/&FEM/) is only differentiated and attributeas either /MASC/, or
/FEM/ in a given context.

As already mentioned, the TF#emes are seen in constant interaction with the
TFAs semes. Two types of such interaction are considelepending on whether
or not the features of contextual boundness antextural non-boundness defined
at the level of isotopy and sentence, respectivehygccur : (itopic-focus isotopy
defined as the effect of co-occurrence of the featGB/ (or /CN/) of the center
and the feature /cb/ (or /cn/) of the periphery egftected, at the level of surface
representation, by an uninterrupted thematic pssjo@; or (ii) topic-focus
allotopy (i.e. “non-isotopy”), defined as the effect of @ceurrence of the feature
/CB/ (or /CN/) of the center and the feature /aov [cb/) of the periphery and
reflected, at the level of surface representatiop, an interrupted thematic
progression. The defining feature enabling to deitee whether it is isotopy or
allotopy that asserts itself is thdentity of context borne by the center and
periphery.

3.  Textual Analysis

The sematic makeup of the center and peripherylesnab identify, for each
of the two types of text defined above, a set oATElations comprising two
isotopies and two allotopies :
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D-Texts Periphery:

(i) It — isotopy

Center: /Tcg/ (i) /ted — allotopy

(iil) /fo/ — isotopy

(iv) [f,/ — allotopy

I-Texts Periphery:

(i) [/ — isotopy

(i) /f/ — allotopy

Center: [Fen/ (iii) It/ — isotopy

(iv) /Ity — allotopy

The theoretically postulated TFA cases have sob&en empirically well

established for the D-Texts only. They can be suppoby the following

examples based on translations of selected D-Texts English into Czech. In
addition, certain conclusions have been drawn err¢hations and distribution of

isotopies and allotopies within the set of D-Texts.

3.1 TypeD-i : : D-iv

ORI

For national or local purposes, Toll Chargers magek or set up their specific national or log
services, with manual, automatic or electronic eyst. EETS is a complementary service to
national or local electronic toll services of theeMber States for the payment of toll, but wh
Member States have toll systems, they shall takendtessary measures to increase the us
electronic toll systemand endeavour to ensure that at least 50 % ofitréibw in each toll statior]
can use electronic toll systems.

al
the
ere
e of

TRAiso TRAaIIo

Pro vnitrostatni nebo mistni cély mohou
subjekty pro vy& mytného provozovat neb
zFidit zvlastni vnitrostatni nebo mistni sluZ

Pro vnitrostatni nebo mistni ¢cély mohoul
osubjekty pro vyér mytného provozovat nel
byridit zvlastni vnitrostatni nebo mistni sluZ

s manualnimi, automatickymi nebhes manualnimi, automatickymi ne
elektronickymi systémy. EETS je dioivou| elektronickymi systémy. EETS je diovou
sluzbou k vnitrostatnim nebo mistnim sluzhasiuzbou k vnitrostatnim nebo mistnim sluzy
elektronického mytnéhalenskych stadit pro | elektronického mytnéhelenskych stédt pro
placeni mytného, ale pokudlenské staty placeni mytného, jestlize vSaftenské staty
vyuzivaji systémy mytnéhofijmou nezbytng vyuZzivaji systémy mytnéhofijmou nezbytnd
opateni k rozsahlejSimu vyuzivanbpateni k rozsahlejSimu vyuzival
elektronickych systéimmytného a usiluji o to, elektronickych systéin mytného a snazi {
aby elektronické systémy mytnéhd¢= /t/) | zajistit, aby alespd 50 % objemu dopravy
mohlo u kazdé mytné stanice vyuzivat alespkazdé stanice mytného mohlo vyuzi
50 % objemu dopravy. elektronické systémy mytnéie /f.).

0
y
0

am

[

vat

In the Commission Decision on the European Eledatrdioll servicé, an

isotopeme “European electronic toll service” carebtablished deductively, with

1 Commission Decision 2009/750/EC of 6 October 268%he definition of the European Electronic

Toll Service and its technical elemef®J L 268, 13.10.2009, p. 11-29).
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the morphemic derivative “electronic toll systefss its isotope. In the Czech
translation, the peripheral Czech momikktronické systémy mytnébonstitutes
an isotopy (typéd-i) with the central morpheme (attributed the semg/)Tif its
sememe includes the featurg//{being placed in the topical part of the uttemnc
before the finite verb, and not bearing the ser@estress) ; however, if the same
morph is incorrectly attributed the featurg//tbeing placed in the focal part of the
utterance, after the finite verb, and bearing thietence stress), it constitutes an
allotopy (typeD-iv).

In distributional terms, cases like the one abdvased on the systemic
opposition of isotopy and allotopy, are referreda®markedin the presented
theoretical framework. Markedness is defined iatreh to textual co-occurrences
of the different TFA types, referring to timesenceof TFA features disturbing
textual cohesion. In functional terms, this oppositis well supported within the
language system, being reflected by two peculiaffasa structures : one
respecting, and the other one disturbing, the tfipias articulation by which
textual cohesion is ensured.

3.2 TypeD-iii :: D-iv

ORI

In the interest of sound administration and budgetnagement, Member States implementirlg a
School Fruit Scheme should apfdy Community aid on an annual basis

TRAiso TRAaIIo
V zajmuradné spravy d&izeni rozpétu by nely | V zajmuiradné spravy d@izeni rozpetu by nely
clenské staty provagici projekt ,Ovoce do| clenské staty provagici projekt ,Ovoce do
Skol* zadato podporu Spolé&enstvi kazdy rok Skol“ kazdy rok zadat o podporu Spénstvi
(= o). (= o).

In the Commission regulation providing for the Coomity aid for supporting
fruit and vegetables in the framework of a SchoalitFSchemd an isotopeme
“Community aid for supplying fruit and vegetablesocessed fruit and vegetables
and banana products to children in educationabbsienents, in the framework
of a School Fruit Scheme” can be established dadygt with the elliptic
morphemic derivative “Community aid” as its isotope the Czech translation,
the peripheral Czech morgiodpora Spoléenstviis found to constitute an isotopy
(type D-iii) with the central morpheme (attributed the semeg/JTas long as its
sememe contains the featurg//fbeing placed after the finite verb and not begri
the sentence stress) ; nevertheless, if the samghn incorrectly attributed the
feature /f/ (being placed after the finite verb and bearimg $entence stress), it
results in an allotopy (type-iv).

2 For the purpose of the present section, the fatigwgraphical conventions apply: « isotopic theme/
isotopeme », “lexical unit/morpheme/isotopeiorph /seme/.

3 Commission Regulation (EC) No 288/2009 of 7 ARADI laying down detailed rules for applying
Council Regulation (EC) No 1234/2007 as regards @anity aid for supplying fruit and
vegetables, processed fruit and vegetables andnbapaoducts to children in educational
establishments, in the framework of a School F8alteme (OJ L 94, 08.04.2009, p. 38-47).
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This is yet another case of a marked, isotopid@pic opposition that is well
supported within the language system, being baseth® functional identity of
the semantic feature of focusJ/)f

3.3 TypeD-i: : D-iii

TRA s podpora Spokenstvi : :
&lenské staty provéagici
projekt ,Ovoce do Skol“

A. V zamu Fadné spravy arizeni rozpeétu by o podporu
Spoleenstvimély Zadatclenské staty provagici projekt ,Ovoce ITegl @2 M
do kol kazdy rok.

B. V zajmu radné spravy asizeni rozpetu by o podporu
Spoleenstvi mély clenské staty provagici projekt ,Ovoce do ITegl @
Skol" Zadatkazdy rok.

C. V zajmu 7adné spravy asizeni rozpetu by clenské staty
provadijici projekt ,Ovoce do Skol‘mély o podporu Spokenstvi ITepl @ ey
zadatkazdy rok.

Another way of analysing the aforementioned isotopéCommunity aid for
supplying fruit and vegetables, processed fruit\eegktables and banana products
to children in educational establishments, in treemework of a School Fruit
Scheme” is to regard it as a juxtaposition of itSmponent morphemes
“Community aid” (— “Community aid for supplying fruit and vegetables,
processed fruit and vegetables and banana prodactshildren [...]") and
“Member States implementing a Fruit School Schere” “[...] educational
establishments, in the framework of a School Fgiteme”). Both syntagms are
separated by the finite verb (or one of its morppiadal constituents), drawing the
boundary between their topical and focal constitsieDepending on the different
positions of the Czech predicate morphs, both newpb derivatives receive
different semantic features in terms of TE#vhile Case A is analogical to the one
examined above (typ®-iii), with the exception of the two derived syntagms
showing an inverted surface order, Cases B andhose&v surface order is also
inverted, represent an isotopy of the typé. Examples A, B and C suggest that
the isotopy between the center and the peripherg. (iectogrammatical
representation) is not necessarily restricted tcsirgle surface order (i.e.
fenogrammatical representation).

In distributional terms, the three examples sugdleat unlike themarked
oppositions examined so far, the oppositid : : D-iii is unmarked: rather than
involving two constituents of a different order (&otopy and an allotopy) it
involves two constituents of the same order (twatagies). In the presented
theoretical framework, unmarkedness is defined @mtion to textual co-
occurrences of the different TFA types, referringhieabsenceof TFA features
disturbing textual cohesion. In functional ternise ppposition is well supported
within the language system, being based on thetitural identity of the semantic
feature of contextual boundness.{x
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3.4 TypeD-i:: D-ii

ORI

Without being exhaustive, the following can be maetl as examples services covered by th
Directive the activities of most of the regulated professigsuch as legal and fiscal advise
architects, engineers, accountants, surveyors)...

TRAiso TRAaIIo
Orientacné Ize jako piklady sluzeb, na #z se| Orientacné Ize jako piklady sluzeb, na #z se
smernice vztahuje (= /), uvést ¢innosti | vztahuje snédrnice (= /), uvést dinnosti
vetSiny regulovanych povolani (napPravni a| vétSiny regulovanych povolani (napPravni a
dariovi poradci, architekti, inzerly Ucetni, | dariovi poradci, architekti, inzemy Ucetni,
znalci)... znalci)...

n D

In the Handbook on Implementation of the Servicaedive', an isotopeme
“Services Directive” can be established deductivelith the elliptic morphemic
derivative “Directive” as its isotope. In the Czerhnslation, the corresponding
peripheral Czech morgmernice constitutes an isotopy (tyde-i) with the central
morpheme (attributed the semecdll), if its sememe contains the featurg//t
(being placed before the finite verb of the primatiplause and before the finite
verb of the subordinate clause and not bearingséimence stress in any of the
clauses) ; however, if the same morph is incoryeattributed the featurejt
(being placed before the finite verb of the priatiplause and after the verb of the
subordinate clause and bearing the sentence $trébe subordinate clause), it
constitutes an allotopy (tyfde-ii).

This is yet another case of a marked, isotopid@tic opposition that is well
supported within the language system, being baseth® functional identity of
the semantic feature of topic,(t

4 Available at: http://ec.europa.eu/internal_masewices/docs/services-
dir/guides/handbook_en.pdf .
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3.5 TypeD-ii :: D-iv

ORI

Thus, within the meaning of the EC Treaty and taevies Directive, in order to constitute
“service” an activity has to be a self-employedieity, i.e. it has to be supplied by a provid
(which could be a natural or a legal person) ougsithe ties of a contract of employme
Moreover, the activity must normally be provided femuneration; in other words, it must be
an economic nature. This has to be assessed oselpacase basis for each activithe mere
fact that an activity is provided by the State, d&y5tate body or by a non-profit organisatiaioes
not mean that it does not constitute a serviceiwithe meaning of the EC Treaty and the Serv

a
er
nt.
of

ces

Directive.

TRAaIIo

TRAaIIo

Ve smyslu Smlouvy o ES a¢snice o sluzbach
tudiz plati, ze abycinnost pedstavovalal
LSluzbu®, musi se jednat o samostatn
vydlecnou cinnost, tj. musi byt zajidvana
poskytovatelem (kterymige byt fyzicka neb
pravnicka osoba) mimo zavazky plyno
z pracovni smlouvyCinnost musi byt mimot
obvykle poskytovana za Uplatu; jinymi slo
musi mit hospoddékou povahu. To je nutno
kazdé cinnosti posuzovat individudn Pouha
skuta®nost, Ze ¢innost zajig’uje stat, statni
organ nebo neziskova organizacé /t./),
neznamena, Ze sluzbu ve smyslu Smlouvy o

Ve smyslu Smlouvy o ES aésnice o sluzbach
tudiz plati, Ze abycinnost pedstavovalg
bysluzbu“, musi se jednat o samostatn
vydlecnou cinnost, tj. musi byt zaji®vana
b poskytovatelem (kterymie byt fyzicka neb
ugravnickd osoba) mimo zavazky plyno
b z pracovni smlouvyCinnost musi byt mimot
yobvykle poskytovana za Uplatu; jinymi slo
umusi mit hospodékou povahu. To je nutno
kazdé cinnosti  posuzovat individuan
Neznamend, Ze sluzbu ve smyslu Smlouvy
a snernice o sluzbach nepdstavujepouha
Eskata’nost, Ze dinnost zaji¥’uje stat, statnij

bu

L=

I

VY,

[«

smernice o sluzbach neépdstavuije. organ nebo neziskova organiza¢e /f./).

In the Handbook mentioned above, the deductivetabtished isotopeme
“Services Directive” can be construed with anottsatope, namely the elliptic
morphemic derivative “service”. This is the pringigopic of the passage taken
from the chapter on the definition eérviceas a binding legal term. The Czech
phrase in bold can be attributed either the segidlieing placed before the finite
verb and not bearing the sentence stress of theipail clause), or the semey/f
(being placed after the finite verb and bearingg@stence stress of the principal
clause). The left-column allotopy, actually attestallows for a continuous
enumeration of the members of the same semantagaat, i.e. the types of
activity classified as types of service by the Haouk, which is something the
right-column allotopy, created for the purposeh# present analysis, fails to do,
with the result of being little understandable gqudentially misleading. In terms
of TFA, within the quoted section, the former adjpy disturbs the thematic
progression while respecting the sequence of theeséet/, whereas the latter
allotopy respects the thematic progression whiktudbing the sequence of the
semes /. In this way, the semes./t of the morphemes included in the left-
column phrase in bold ensure semantic identitygudh the seme /cb/, with the
semes [/ of the morphemes included in the previous phrdsash as “self-
employed activity”, “provider (a natural or a legarson)” or “remuneration”). It
is here where the tools of interpretive semantiep 8 to establish that the semes
It./ are correlated with the seme /public domain/ thiedsemes {ff with the seme
/private domain/, the lexical units identified asldnging either to the “public
domain”, or the “private domain” being regardeddifferent manifestations of
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the single isotope “service”. This brings us to tieaclusion that allotopies of the
type D-ii andD-iv have a potential to enter into unmarked opposititay way of
analogy to the unmarked oppositions into whichapi@s can enter. From the left-
column case of allotopy it further follows that teal cohesion can be achieved
not only through a sequence of topics and focidlab through a sequence of
contextually non-bound elements.

The opposition is well supported within the langaiaystem, being based on
the functional identity of the semantic featureohtextual non-boundness /.

4.  Conclusion
The set of TFA oppositions and their relations exaah so far may be charted
as follows :

D-iii (/feof) | ISO-ALLO | D-iv (/fef)

D-i (/t) ISO ISO-ALLO
ISO-ALLO
D-ii (/te) X ALLO

The internal structure of the TFA oppositions ideed in D-Texts shows that,
formally, these are of two types : absolutely piikg i.e. the unmarked
oppositionD-i : : D-iv, where the semantic features of both topicalitgfity and
contextual boundness/non-boundness stand in a hyutxlusive opposition ;
and relatively privative, i.e. the other unmarked/ar marked oppositions, where
the semantic features of either topicality/focaliype D-i : : D-iii andD-ii : : D-
iv), or contextual boundness/non-boundness (pe: : D-ii andD-iii : : D-iv)
stand in mutually exclusive oppositions. The |ast &east oppositioD-ii : : D-iii
— an absolutely privative and unmarked oppositibthe semes /¥ a /f,/ — has
not been attested in the author's empirical re$eanto D-Texts but rather
deduced from the systemic potential of the set feA Dppositions. Its empirical
absence may not be accidental, as it seems to derpinned by at least some
structural and distributional reasons.

There is a difference between the marked and uredaflEA oppositions in
terms of the degree of textual cohesidexiuality) to which they contribute :
whereas the marked oppositions bear a low degresxtfality, as one constituent
of their pairs is always disturbing the textual esion by interrupting a sequence
of TFA semes, the unmarked oppositions show a tegnee of textuality, as both
constituents of their pairs contribute to the taekteohesion by respecting a
sequence of certain TFA semes, i.e. either a thepaigression, or a progression
of contextually non-bound semes.

The author’s intention was to show, by sole refeesto the D-Texts, that the
semantic features of TFA defined at the levels eftance (TFA and isotopy
(TFA)) are not only structurally parallel but also fuonally complementary.
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Therefore, the study of TFA phenomena at the séatemd suprasentential levels
seems to be of high relevance for textual integti@. For whereas the former are
relevant for the interpretation of single utteranoaly, it is their interaction with
the latter that is pertinent to the interpretatajrthe discourse as a whole. As a
consequence — and in the language of the prestimedetical framework — a
correct TFA analysis and description of individuglerances allows for proper
correlation of their signs to the isotopy or iso&sppassing through a part of the
text which the individual utterances are deemeddnbstitute. In this way, the
descriptive power of the programme of interprethegnantics extended with the
TFA phenomena seems well enhanced.
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RESUME EN FRANCAIS

L'article traite des phénomeénes linguistiques areail dépassant celui de la
phrase. En particulier, il examine comment I'analysxtuelle peut étre améliorée
en complétant le programme de la sémantique ird&ve, comme imaginé par
Francois Rastier (cf. &TIER, 1987, 2001), a savoir sa théorie des isotopias, p
des aspects élémentaires de l'articulation thématiématique (ATR), ainsi que
de la liaison et de la nonliaison contextuellels tpie élaborés dans la tradition
linguistique pragoise (cf. MrHESIUS, 1924, 1975 ; GALL, 1967 ; FAJICOVA,
1973, 1975 ; BALL, HAJICOVA, BURANOVA, 1980 ; DANES, 1974, 1985 ; IRBAS,
1992 ; DUSKOVA, 1999).

Il est présumé que deux types de phénomenes d&liAferagissent lors de
toute interprétation textuelle : d’'une part, il ydas phénoménes d’articulation
thématico-rhématique au niveau de la phrase (ATBoncevant des morphes
lexicaux comme thématiques (T) et/ou rhématiques), (Rinsi que
contextuellement liés (CL) et/ou contextuellemer tiés (CN) ; d'autre part, il y
a des phénoménes d'articulation thématico-rhématigu niveau de lisotopie
(ATR)), cette derniére étant définie comme I'effet dedaccurrence répétée de
morphemes dans le texte et étant, dans le butadelyse de I'ART, structurée
autour d'un centre et d’'une périphérie. Dans leedldéorique présenté, le centre
d'isotopie est défini comme l'unité abstraite sétitare assurant la cohésion du
texte ou ses parties tandis que la périphérie septé un ensemble de morphemes
(lexicaux et grammaticaux) par lequel un tel texteses parties sont constitués et
manifestés. A cet égard, un autre sens est attéildaénotion de théme en dehors
de celui du noyaux de la phrase, & savoir celunel'valeur sémantique d’'une
isotopie particuliere passant par le texte.

Par conséquent, deux types textuels sont défirfis des textes a isotopie
déduite (textes essentiellement techniques au laayes du terme) dont le théme
isotopique est connu dés I'abord de l'analyse e D ») ; et (ii) des textes a
isotopie induite (textes essentiellement littéimia@l sens large du terme) dont le
théme isotopique est inconnu (ou vague ou trangfpcamme par une métaphore)
dés l'abord de I'analyse (« textes | »). Le cemtes « textes D » est par défaut
considéré thématique et contextuellement li¢ {fan@ainsi attribué le semedT
dans le cadre du programme de la sémantique itatiwe étendu) tandis que le
centre des « textes | » est par défaut considéréatique et contextuellement non
lié (lui étant ainsi attribué le sémedi. La périphérie des « textes D » est par
défaut rhématique et contextuellement non liéef)Ralors que celle des
« textes | », thématique et contextuellement lifg (). Ces sémes, défini au
niveau de I'ATR, sont considérés d'étre en interaction constame s semes
definis au niveau de 'ATR c’est-a-dire le theme et le rhéme de chaque &onc
constituant la périphérie concernée (ces dernienst @insi désignés comme des
sémes complexes/t/ et I,/ dans le cadre théorique présenté).

En général, deux types d'interaction sont concghiacen étant déterminé par la
corrélation des sémes de liaison et ceux de neahacontextuelles considérés
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soit sémantiquement équivalentes, soit oppositesnigeau de I'ATR et de
I'ATR,: [lisotopie theématico-rhématique définie comme leffet de la
cooccurrence des semes de liaison contextuelle/)(/@L ceux de non-liaison
contextuelle (/CN/) du centre et des semes sémartignt équivalents de la
périphérie (/cl/ et /cn/, respéctivementjallotopie (soit « nonisotopie »)
thématico-rhématiquedéfinie comme I'effet de la cooccurrence des she
liaison contextuelle (/CL/) ou ceux de nonliaisantextuelle (/CN/) du centre et
des semes sémantiguement opposites de la périgluériet /cl/, respéctivement).
La fonction qui permet de postuler si c’est I'iqui ou I'allotopie qui s’affirme
dans un contexte donné est l'identité du conterggerdré par le centre et par la
périphérie. Si 'identité du contexte central etahntexte périphérique s'impose,
puis, selon le type du texte, deux cas de coroglaties semes susmentionnés
peuvent étre identifiés : la corrélation /CB/ fcb/[ constituant un cadre prédéfini,
a savoir le contexte général des « textes D xoiglation /CN/ — /cn/, constituant
un cadre progressivement construit ou interpréést @ dire le contexte général
des « textes | ».

L’intention de l'auteur est de montrer, en ne gérent qu'aux « textes D »,
que les traits sémantiques au niveau de I'AdiRle I'ATR, sont structurellement
paralleles aussi bien que fonctionnellement comehéaires. Ceci est
principalement di au fait que, bien que l'isotapiématico-rhématique se traduise
par une séquence ininterrompue de themes et deesham niveau de I'ATR
l'allotopie thématico-rhématique se produit lorame telle séquence a été
interrompue, a savoir par I'application incohéredés regles de I’ATRdans un
ou plusieurs énoncés constituant la séquence. Iressort que I'étude des
phénomenes d’articulation thématico-rhématique atean phrastique et au
niveau supraphrastique est trés pertinente pootetjrétation textuelle : tandis
que les phénomenes de I'ATRsont propres a linterprétation des énonces
individuels, c’est leur interaction avec des phééoes de I'ATR qui est
essentielle pour l'interprétation du discours dapa ensemble. Autrement dit,
I'analyse et la description correcte des énoncéwittuels au niveau de 'ATR
permet une corrélation adéquate de leurs signesaiopie ou a l'isotopies
passant par le contexte par lequel ces énoncés sngome constitués. De cette
maniere, la puissance descriptive de la sémantiqiezprétative semble bien
augmentée.
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