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Abstract:

Dialogic syntax, in its general meaning, refers to the structure of
engagement between words in a dialogue. Such engagement requires
a certain structure that can be described as a coupling one and has
links among the linguistic units. In other words, there is a clear re-
lation between utterances whether they are spoken or written, near
or far, direct or indirect. Two key aspects of dialogic syntax to be ad-
dressed here are parallelism and resonance. Parallelism articulates
a relation of structural similarity between two or more stretches of
discourse; for example, between pairs of utterances. Resonance can
be defined as the activation of affinities across utterances. Resonance
is a property of relations between elements, and as such cannot be
attributed to any element in isolation. In this paper, some questions
are in need to be answered: (1) How do the dialogic syntax aspects
work? (2) What are the most common Danes’ Thematic Progression
techniques used in Imam Al-Sadiq’s debates? (3) What are the main
functions that dialogic syntax have? To answer these questions, the
paper aims at: (1) shedding light on how aspects of dialogic syntax
work, (2) clarifying how Danes’ thematic progression techniques are
used in Imam Al-Sadiq’s debates, and (3) identifying the functions of
the aspects of dialogic syntax in Imam Al-Sadig’s debates. Due to these
aims, the following hypotheses are set: (1) dialogic syntax aspects
work successively in Imam Al-Sadiq’s debates, (2) Some Danes’ tech-
niques for the description of the thematic progression can be applied
to Imam Al-Sadiq’s debates, and (3) there are certain functions that
Imam Al-Sadiq’s debates use.
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1. Dialogic Syntax

Generally, dialogic is used to refer to any dialogue or conversation that has a
meaning. It is opposite to the word “monologue”. It is a form of communication
that carries an implicit meaning which can be interpreted by the listener?.

However, dialogic syntax is a linguistic phenomenon which regards the struc-
ture of sentences. It is a structure engaged between and through signs. It helps
to have a web of links between comparable linguistic units. Within dialogic syn-
tax, an utterance is coupled to a previous utterance whether it is near or far,
written or spoken, produced face-to-face or not, present or past, etc. Thus, the
dialogic relations may extend to involve utterances that are predictable or not.

There are two aspects for dialogic syntax. They are parallelism and resonance.
Parallelism means the structural similarity between two or more stretches of
speech, for instance, two parallel utterances. Each utterance completes the oth-
er, as if they were one linguistic unit. If each utterance is put in an isolated dialog-
ic mapping, it may not be accounted as dialogic syntax since its main function, i.e.
dialogic syntax, is to find the relations that exist between the elements of a text?.
On the other hand, resonance means activating empathies among utterances.
It is a basic device that links between utterances. It helps turns between partic-
ipants to be done successively. Talking about dialogic syntax does not mean it
is only limited to turns in conversations, yet it can also exist within a speech of a
single speaker. Further, there are many theories that can be related to dialogic
syntax like intertextuality, analogy, association, allusion, similarity, and more>.

Additionally, it is important to have conceptual clarification since it gives one-
self the freedom from the limitations or assumptions that s/he has. On the other
hand, generative syntax refuses the idea of ‘conceptual clarification’ stating that
the function of grammar is just to show how grammar is used. Thus, a gap ex-
ists that is needed to be bridged. After several arguments done by linguists, it is
stated that explanations for the systematic organization of linguistic function are

1 Beck, Hamilton “Speak That | May See You!” The Dialogic Element in Hippel’s Lebenslaufe". In:
Konigsberg-Studien. Beitrage Zu Einem Besonderen Kapitel Der Deutschen Geistesgeschichte Des
18. Und Angehenden 19. Jahrhunderts. Ed. Joseph Kohnen (Frankfurt: Peter Lang, 1998), 124.

2 Harris, Zellig S. “Discourse Analysis,” Language 28 (1952): 23.

3 Du Bois, John W. The Stance Triangle”. In Stancetaking in Discourse: Subjectivity, Evaluation,
Interaction, ed. Robert Englebretson (Amsterdam: Benjamins, 2007), 323.
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required to understand the process of grammaticization®.

Recently, it has been noticed that linguistics is in need for getting beyond the
limiting assumptions of grammar which was one of the features in generative
grammar. There are many alternatives that are presented in this regard, dialogic
syntax is one of these alternatives®. Dialogic syntax has many ideas that may
bridge the left gap by generative grammar. These ideas are like constructions,
exemplar-based grammars, data-oriented parsing, syntactic priming, structure
function, and so on. Yet these ideas are not enough. As such, dialogic syntax
comes with new linguistic phenomena that propose new grammatical and func-
tional applications. It focuses on the existed links within a text®.

More specifically, there is an utterance that has a relation to other utterances.
Thus, the term ‘resonance’ exists which has the role to define such relational
empathies. These relations are generative in the sense that different inferred sig-
nificances are generated. These inferred significances have an effect on meaning’.

However, utterances in dialogic syntax are described as being reflex. In oth-
er words, whatever the first speaker uses, i.e. words or structures, relations can
be reused by the listener to give his turn®. For example,

(1) a. JOANNE: It’s kind of like you Ken.

b. KEN; That’s not at all like me Joanne.

Looking at this example, firstly it seems as if they were talking about the same
thing with the difference that the second utterance uses negation. Yet there are
just two utterances with similar morphological links. Further, the two utterances
are built with parallel structures.

Within the above example, there is what is called ‘diagraph’. That is, the speaker’s
style in selecting and ordering the words in his utterance. For example, there is paral-
lelism in the use of words in both utterances. Both utterances start with proper nouns
(Ken: Joanne), both have pronouns (it: that: you: me), both have modifiers (kind of:
not at all). Further, resonance also exists, e.g., both utterances have (like: like: s: s). All
of these structures are used with different references and functions. That is, ‘Ken’ does

4 Hopper, Paul J. “Emergent Grammar,” Berkeley Linguistics Society 13 (1987): 151.

5 A Goldberg, dele E. Constructions at Work: The Nature of Generalization in Language (Oxford:
Oxford University Press, 2006), 1603.

6 Du Bois, John W “Self-Evidence and Ritual Speech”. In Evidentiality: The Linguistic Coding of
Epistemology, Eds. Wallace L. Chafe and Johanna Nichols (Norwood: NJ: Ablex, 1986), 171.

7 Ariel, Mira Pragmatics and Grammar (Cambridge: Cambridge University Press, 2008), 27.

8 Ariel, 27.
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not mean ‘Joanne’. So when analyzing, one should look to their pragmatic function®.
Actually, dialogic syntax is not involved only with repeated structures, yet it in-

volves with engagement. That is, when Ken, at the above example, uses ‘Joanne’

as the first word, he wants to share Joanne’s utterance or even to share the same
frame but of course with different pragmatic?®.

Furthermore, dialogic syntax is not restricted to parallel structures, yet it may
occur with higher levels of syntactic structures??, e.g.,

(2) a. JOANNE; yet he’s still healthy.

b. He reminds me of my brother.

c. LENORE; He’s still walking around,

d. I don’t know how healthy he is!

Through the given examples, it is found out that dialogic syntax commonly occurs
within stretches of speech, i.e. moves. As such, it is important to have some-
thing about speech move.

2. Thematic Progression

Talking about dialogic syntax presupposes that there is a text, whether written
or spoken. To discover the organized principles in such text, it is necessary to
have a theory or technique by which one can analyze it. Thematic Progression is
one of these principles or techniques.

Thematic progression is a part of Dane’s theory Functional Sentence Perspec-
tive. Dane’s theory explains how syntactic and semantic structures can work in a
communicative intention®2. Within this theory, the terms of ‘theme’ and ‘rheme’,
‘new’ and ‘given’ are used.

The theme is defined as the beginning of an utterance from which the speaker
starts his speech. On the other hand, rheme is defined as the stretch of speech
that the speaker wants to say something about. Or it is the complement of the
starting point in the theme. Further, the theme expresses information that is men-
tioned in the previous contexts, unlike rheme which expresses new information®3.

9 Du Bois, John W Towards a Dialogic Syntax (Amsterdam: Santa Barbara, 2010), 8.

10 Du Bois, 8.

11 Du Bois, 8.

12 Firbas, J. “On the Dynamics of Written Communication in the Light of the Theory of Function-
al Sentence Perspective”. In Cooper, C. and S. Greenbaum Eds, ed. Studying Writing: Linguistic
Approaches (Beverley Hills: Sage, 1986).

13 Firbas, J. “A Study in the Functional Sentence Perspective of the English and Slavonic Interrog-
ative Sentence,” Brno Studies in English 12 (1976): 11.
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Further, Danes states that determining information within a context depends on the
information whether given (theme) or new (rheme). According to Dane, there are two
meanings for the word “new”. First, it may mean not mentioned before or may relate to
the theme. Second, rheme and its connections represent the core of communication.

As a point of departure, Danes® extends the meaning of theme to include
stretches of utterances larger than sentence. In other words, theme can be ex-
ploited to refer to the inner connexity of texts.

Moreover, thematic progression represents the text connexity which is repre-
sented through choosing and ordering themes, how they are connected to each
other, and their relation to the superior text unit or to the whole text?.

According to Danes?, there are three types of thematic progression:

1. Simple linear progression: Each rheme turns to be the theme of the next utter-
ance. In the following example,

(3) She has a huge team of people working for her. Some of them have been with
her for years.

the rheme is (a huge team of people working for her) which turns to be the
theme at the next sentence which is (some of them).

2. Continuous theme: The same theme is kept continuous along two or more clauses.

(4) Mum was always a hard worker and (zero) had plenty of drive but was also
becoming a successful business woman.

3. Themes are derived from a ‘hypertheme’, that is, a global theme is illustrated by
means of a number of related or derived themes. Particularly in longer texts,
such as those by MA and other more advanced students, derived progression
is a way of reminding readers of the main topic or of keeping them focused.
Insisting on his view, Danes states that those types of thematic progression

can be considered as models for analysis. They depend on the language that they

areinvolved in with its properties.

To sum up, in dialogic syntax, there are turns that can be parallel or resonant.
These turns will be analyzed according to Danes’ model of thematic progressing
that depends on the theory of Functional Sentence Perspective.

14 Danes, F. “Functional Sentence Perspective and the Organization of the Text. In F. Danes
(Ed.),” Functional Sentence Perspective, 1974, 113.

15 Danes, 113.

16 Danes, 114.

17 Danes, 106.
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3. Popper’s Theory of Function
A consideration of Popper’s®® hierarchy of functions can illuminate the intercon-
nection between function as purpose and function in textual organisation. This hier-
archy that Popper follows can be described as a different from the traditional classifi-
cation of functions. In other words, Buhler (1934) presents certain types of linguistic
functions like the conative or interpersonal functions. Here, Popper’s functions are
different to justify the existence of the world of ‘objective knowledge’, or ‘knowledge
without a knowing subject’. As set out by Leech?®, who offers a detailed exposition
of Popper’s theory, stratifying functions which Popper had not placed in any strict or-
der, there is a progression from lower to higher functions in the evolution of human
knowledge. Consequently, reading from the bottom upwards we have:
1. Argumentative function (using language to present and evaluate arguments
and explanations)
2. Descriptive function (using language to describe things in the external world)
3. Signalling function (using language to communicate information about inter-
nal states to other individuals)
4. Expressive function (using language to express internal states of the individual.
4. The Model
According to the theoretical material, the study has reached the following
eclectic model for analyzing the data.

Aspects of Dialogic Thematic Progression Function
Syntax
>Parallel —> Simple linear progression
—>Resonant —> Continuous theme

— Hybertheme

| | \
Argumentative Dwescriptive Signalling Expressivev

Figure(1): Dialogic Syntactic Utterances

18 Popper, K. R. Objective Knowledge. An Evolutionary Approach, 2nd ed. (Oxford: Oxford Uni-
versity Press, 1979), 116.
19 G Leech, eoffrey N. Principles of Pragmatics, 1st ed. (London: Routledge, 1983), 49.



e el gl = (ghood] (BIS 5, 5L (¢A) dondl does - @ YA

5. Data Analysis
5.1 Data Description
The data consist of five extracts which are taken from Imam Al-Sadiq’s de-

bates. Firstly, the two aspects of dialogic syntax, i.e. parallelism and resonance,
will be examined. Further, the same extract will be analyzed to see which type of
the thematic progression is used, i.e. whether simple linear progression, contin-
uous theme or hebertheme. The last step is functionality. That is, which function
that the selected extract performs is examined.

Extract One

alab 2 dall o Il fandls 1 gt 1 e

Talad a doall o201 el

a0l 5 alas dndl oy Flall Janll 2 oY1 G

ol e bl s b dadl o 21 Laall s co ol ™

The unbeliever: Is it true that the good deeds of a slave are his own actions
and that the bad deeds of a slave are his own actions too?

Imam Al-Sadiq (PBUH): The good deeds of a slave are his own actions as well
as being commanded by Allah (SwT). Furthermore, the bad deeds of a slave are
his own actions while his Allah (SwT) restrained him-2

In extract one, aspects of dialogic syntax are clearly presented. That is, in ut-
terances like “"alxs y» dall (s L)l | el and “daadly” “alai aAl e Bl Jal
adwd ol s 2 and “ddaiy dadl e 8l Jeadly”, it is clear how these utterances
are set with parallel structures, i.e. the first aspect. Actually, these repeated ut-
terances are put for certain functions that the speaker, i.e. Al-Sadiq, is behind.
Such parallelism creates the sense of being resonant. In other words, the utter-
ance (dai 1l oo 7lhall Joall) is generated from the former utterance ( J_si
ad g0 dall (pe 7dUANN). Such technique helps activating empathies among utter-
ances. It links the first utterance to the second one making communication be
done successively. So are the utterances (s, sl a_ 4l 5) with (sl <= 41 5). Repeated
structures do not mean that they have the same meaning, yet they convey total-
ly different meanings.

Having thematic progression, the continuous theme is used. The theme in
(add 5 aaadlo s @w\ J—=J) remains the same theme in the following turn per-

20 Al-Shakri, Hussein. Imam Al-Sadiq’s Debates (Qum: Sitarah, 1998), 25.
21 Al-Qurashi, Bagqir. The Life of Imam Jaafir Al-Sadiq (Qum: Al-Islam Org, n.d.), 12.
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formed by Imam Al-Sadiq, )i.e. Al e Ll J—J1). The same is with (&)l Jeadl
J_aJl ;). It also keeps the same theme in the following turn.

Analyzing structure without looking to its function is useless. Thus, the func-
tion in this extract is the argumentative one. In other words, here Imam Al-Sadiq
is arguing to approve his idea

Extract Two

Cosp s Gl Bl amy CaS T 55301 JB
45l 5 ¢ Ol S| Loy J piall Ty « Ol e o i) sty 2 Sl e dil e oo

"I S5 S A e e 45T, sV

The unbeliever: How do the creatures worship Allah, while they do not see Him?

Abu Abd Allah Al-Sadiq: The hearts have seen Him through the light of belief.
Reason has proven him through its attention as the faculty of sight. The eyes
have seen Him through His good formation and firm regulation.?

Generally, both parallelism and resonance are used in this extract. That is,
there is a parallel structure between ”Uﬂ(\," and “s1,” in that two structures have
the opposite meanings. Another parallel structure exists between “, s, o 4l &,
Leaiy Jyandl 45", “0lY)” and “a, | ka1 & 4", Having parallel structures leads
to resonance. That is, there is a clear connection between the two turns and how
information at the second turn is built on the information at the first one. Further,
such parallelism makes a sense of musicality that may affect listeners.

Regarding thematic progression, two techniques are used. The first one is the
simple linear progression, in that the rheme “.,, 4 4 at the first turn becomes
the theme “4_1,”. Such use reflects the mechanism by which this debate works.

Further, dialogic syntax, here, performs two functions, descriptive and argu-
mentative. That is, Imam Al-Sadig describes how believers see Allah and how
they believe in Him. The purpose of such description is to persuade the unbe-
lievers. Thus, it is an argumentative one.

Extract Three

S ilize ol pa cilizl: 55301 JB

MY Y 5 BNVl Gl Y 2 JB

oanal il s g el iz .

22 Al-Shakri, Imam Al-Sadiq’s Debates, 148.

23 Al-Qurashi, The Life of Imam Jaafir Al-Sadiq, 127.
24 Al-Shakri, Imam Al-Sadiq’s Debates, 17.
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The unbeliever: Is he from different things or united?

Imam Al- Sadiq (PBUH) :It is not fair to say that He is from different things or
to say that He is united. Things that are different are dividable and things that
are dividable can be united. So it’s not proper to say that He is united or from
differentthings.®

Syntactically, parallelism is present within the above extract. That is, the first
utterance “il:21” is parallel with “_ils 3. ” in that both utterances are adjectives.
On the other hand, Imam Al-Sadiq (PBUH) answers him with a parallel structure
like “Go NI s S ==Yl a 5L Y, i.e. both underlying words are nouns. Another
parallel structure with Al-Sadiqg’s speech is “; =l e 12” and “ax2ll s ” In
this extract, Al-Sadiq (PBUH) uses a structure similar to the unbeliever’s as an
attempt to persuade him. Additionally, the sense of resonance is clear through
the relational empathies that exist within the utterances and how the second
utterance is generated from the first one.

Examining thematic progression, it is found out that the simple linear progres-
sion is the technique used with a little difference that is the whole utterance “
ilsgepl o 221" in the unbeliever’s speech is used as a theme by Al-Sadig (PBUH).

The function of the above extract shows that discussing a philosophical view
gives the chance for the argumentative function to occur.

Extract Four

/ »\?ﬁlra?sjégucojsﬂi@;;ﬂ{@a@;;ﬂ,;mmﬂ:;Lﬂ*ng\&,\.
Llis s Ll s Tolonn ob 01 0 sy s ¢ Tty o g5 Gl 38 05 S iS5 122 Balall pLaY!
Tt T g o O sl 0 0 g 5 ol ¢ O e T Wl el 01 0 50k 5

Bin Abu al-Awja: May Allah have mercy upon you, what is the difference be-
tween their belief and ours? And their belief and ours are the same.

Imam Al-Sadiq: How can your belief and theirs be the same?

They believe in Resurrection, the reward, the punishment. They believe that
the sky has God, and it is inhabited, while you claim that the sky is destruction
and has no one. 27

Beginning with dialogic syntax, the utterance of “u~|; \fl A5l L” is parallel
with “la~1 Asis B0 s ”in the sense that both give opposite meanings.

25 Al-Qurashi, The Life of Imam Jaafir Al-Sadiq, 10.
26 Al-Shakri, Imam Al-Sadiq’s Debates, 133.
27 Al-Qurashi, The Life of Imam Jaafir Al-Sadiq, 124.
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Within Al-Sadig’s speech, there are other parallel structures like ”T,A|333 Tolae o
O yos W ] ol 0L 0507, “Dlaes” and “asl e pud 1 sled) 01 0 508 5 o517 Res-
onance is also present in this extract in that connection between utterances is
clearly done. In other words, each parallel structure is generated from the other.

Moreover, thematic progression is so obvious that the rheme at the first ut-
terance “a_~1, Y| 4555 " is the theme of the following utterance “4 S, Cas
[N PP <l 43”7, This is simple thematic progression.

Functionally, what Imam Al-Sadiq and Bin Abu al-Awja are doing is argument.
That is, they both argue for their ideas and believes. As such, the function of this
extract is argumentative.

Extract Five

93 5Lasdl Loy Saslacdl |3 1 Guts 301 JUG
Al e cled OV o tasladdly bl 4 o zed dmdl 4y Gl bl o tasladl 22 JB
YAl oy JS 5 AU U] 6 2ed

The Unbeliever: “What is fortune and what is misfortune?”

Imam Al-Sadiq (PBUH): “Fortune is the reason of success and is what guides
the fortunate and will result in felicity and salvation. Misfortune is the reason of
failure and is what guides the unfortunate and will result in perdition and eternal
damnation. These all happen with the knowledge of Allah (SwT).”*

Having a look at aspects of dialogic syntax, it is found out that both, paral-
lelism and resonance, exist. That is, “saladl Lo” is parallel to “s9laidl Ls”, Within
Al-Sadig’s speech, there are other parallel structures, i.e. “ i w il J”is
parallel with “sLoci 4] o 2 da i Sl 7 “oN Js o 135 2JI5” is parallel with
“ISIAI o 2t a2)l o _s”. Whereas, resonance is obvious through the connec-
tion betweennutterances. In other words, “ssle.J)” is in contrast to “caw” G lasdl
1" is opposite to “oY¥.ix= _._.” and so on.

Furthermore, thematic progression exists with Al-Sadiq’s speech. That is,
“8olaul” is the them, whereas “ a5l caw” is the rheme. The followed type, here,
is the simple thematic progression.

Lastly, the above extract has the descriptive function in that Al-Sadiq (PBUH)
describes the difference between the fortune (..~.J1) and the misfortune (_z2J).

28 Al-Shakri, Imam Al-Sadiq’s Debates, 48.
29 Al-Qurashi, The Life of Imam Jaafir Al-Sadiq, 37.
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7. Results and Discussion
The following tables show the percentages of dialogic syntax aspects, themat-

ic progression and function.
Table (1): Occurrences of Dialogic Syntax Aspects

(£A) dponll Al @Y1 Y

No. Aspects Frequency percentage
1 Parallelism 5 50%
2 Resonance 5 50%
3 Total 10 100%

According to this table, both parallelism and resonance are used fully in the
selected extract. In other words, both aspects are of 100 % percentages. This
indicates that dialogic syntax is realized in those extracts.

Table (2): Occurrences of Thematic Progression

No. Thematic progression Frequencies Percentage
1 Simple linear progression 4 80%

2 Continuous theme 1 20%

3. Hypertheme 0 0%

4 Total 5 100%

Looking at Table (2), it is clear that the simple linear progression is the most
common used technique in Imam Al-Sadiq’s debates, i.e. it has of 80% percent.
It is so because Imam Al-Sadiq usually builds his answers or sentences on what
others try to ask him. Further, being in a debate that requires others to be per-
suaded, Imam Al-Sadiq uses the simpler technique that others can understand.
Table (3): Occurrences of Function

No. Function Frequencies Percentage
1. Descriptive 2 40%
2. Expressive 0 0%
3. Argumentative 3 60%
4, Signalling 0 0%
5. Total 5 100%

Dealing with debates means dealing with arguments. That is why the percent
of argumentative function is the highest one, i.e. it is of 60% which represents
the highest percent. In debates, sometimes, there is a need to describe things
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for those who argue as an attempt to persuade them. Here, only one text has a

descriptive function, i.e. it has 40% percentage.
7. Conclusions
The paper has reached the following conclusions:

1.Aspects of dialogic syntax work hand in hand. That is, wherever there is parallel
structure, there will be resonance. The reason behind that is that parallelism
creates a sense of harmony that reflects utterances relations and how one ut-
terance is generated from the other. Thus, the first hypothesis which states that
dialogic syntax aspects work successively in Imam Al-Sadiq’s debates is verified.

2.Regarding Thematic Progression, it is found out that the simple linear progres-
sion is the most common used technique in Imam Al-Sadiqg’s debates. The
reason behind that is that Imam Al-Sadig aims at making others understand
him as well as persuading them and this is the only technique that people
can comprehend speech by. Further, the communicative mechanism in those
debates is portrayed as each rheme of an utterance is the theme of the fol-
lowing utterance. As such, the second hypothesis which states Some Danes’
techniques for the description of the thematic progression can be applied in
Imam al-Sadig’s debates is verified.

3.The main function that is used heavily in Imam Al-Sadiq’s debates is the argu-
mentative function since in this function there are two parties that each one
tries to prove his view. So, the third hypothesis which states that there are
certain functions that Imam Al-Sadiq’s debates use is proved.
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