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Abstract: News stories are reports about recent events ppéaings that must efficiently

convey accurate, clear and unambiguous informatmra mass audience, in a short
amount of time (if broadcasted) or space (if wrijteThis study aims to analyze, from a
discursive standpoint, the way in which informatien conveyed in the news first
paragraph, usually named “lead”, in terms of infoation packaging (as defined by
Prince 1981) and referent identifiability (as defthby Lambrecht 1994), simultaneously
taking into account several factors, such as theetgf media (broadcast /vs./ written
news), the type of grounding provided for the sttbjeun phrases found in the lead
sentences and the way the subject noun phrasengréstically marked (as topics or

non-topics).
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INTRODUCTION

News reports are a means of mass communicationegong information
about recent events or happenings of general sitefdhey must be generally
accessible to a simultaneous mass audience thatses fragmented (as the
individuals forming the mass audience have variedscational backgrounds,
interests, beliefs etc) and that does not providmediate feedback (as would
happen, for instance, in conversation) (Bell 19R1Sdmultaneously, news reports
are subject to length limitations. For all thesasans, in order to successfully and
efficiently deliver their information content, newsports must be concise and
easy to understand, while providing all importamformation about the events
they are reporting.

The most common method for writing news storiesthe so-called
inverted pyramid in which the most important information is congdyfirst,
followed by the secondary information, given inexiéasing order of importance.
The key element of news stories is the firstl§¢ad) paragraph, where the
information conveyed answers the 6 basic questidmews reporting, generally
known as 5W1Hwho when where what why, andhow. The lead paragraph
plays a very important role in the news discoum@mrehension as it represents
the starting point of communication and a basetHerefficient processing of the
subsequent information.

! *Andreea SION, Lecturer PhD (doctorate degree received from Tsukuba University,

Japan), Hyperion University, Bucharest.
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DISCOURSE PROCESSING: BASIC THEORETICAL
ASSUMPTIONS

In the past few decades, the mechanisms of disegunscessing have
been analyzed from a variety of perspectives, lgtmodels seem to agree upon
the following basic assumptions:

Comprehension is a dynamic process, in which iné&ion is transmitted
and received in a linear way. Thus, the receivainatates the information
incrementally, integrating it in his cognitive moédmental representation) as it is
transmitted (Van Dijk & Kintsch 1983, Langston & abasso 1999, among
others). However, because the receiver's workinghorg has a limited capacity,
it is able to keep active only relevant informatiarhich is the information that is
strongly connected in the receiver’s cognitive mpodehile less important
information is deactivated and stored in the remesvperipheral memory, to be
reactivated when needed. For an efficient procgssimew information so that it
can be successfully integrated in the receiver'siehoa goodanchoring (or
grounding of new information in the receiver's preexistaagnitive model is
essential.

The notion ofgroundingis strongly connected with that afformation
packaging defined by Prince as follows: “the tailoring of atterance by a sender
to meet the particular needs of the intended recdiv.] reflect[ing] the sender’s
hypotheses about the receiver’s assumptions arefdigPrince 1981:224).

CURRENT ANALYSIS

Having in mind the notions stated above, this widhs to analyze) the
types of subject noun phrase referents that magapm Japanese news lead
sentences, in terms of cognitigetivationin the receiver’'s mindy) the linguistic
markers they take when first introduced into thecdurse (i.e, as topics or
non/topics) ana) the types ofjroundingprovided for these referents.

The corpus used for the analysis consists of ¢lael Isentences of 261
television news items and 47 newspaper news ftémehich the subject noun
phrase is marked either wifa, the typical nominative case particle, or with,
the topic particle. Often, the lead sentences namsist of several coordinated
phrases containing subject NPs marked gélor wa, such as example (1) below,
in which cases they are all taken into account.

1) ARk RETORRKT, FERDO/NEEDINFAED e
ey BoIAT S AN D subedr N g PEEL S AADsuber nNe 3
HREZAVE LT,

The total number of occurrences is as shown inreigl) below:

Z Selected out of a larger corpus of 300 television and 50 newspaper news items, after
eliminating those that contain other means of expression than ga or wa.
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TV news Newspaper news
subject NP wa 149 (39.3%%) 56 (50.4%6)
subject NP 4ga 230 (60.685) 55 (49.54%)
total | 379 (100%) 111 (1000)

TYPES OF SUBJECT NP REFERENTS IN THE JAPANESE NEWS
LEADS

The current analysis is based on Lambrechdientifiability model
According to Lambrecht, an identifiable referent“{a referent) for which a
shared representation already exists in the speakai hearer's mind at the time
of utterance” (1994:77). In shoitjentifiable referents are referents that already
are in amactivestate in the hearer’s mind, or aecessibldbecause they have just
been activated (due to the textual or situatiooaltext), or aranactive (they do
exist in the hearer’s long/term memory, but noaimactive statelJnidentifiable
referents, on the other hand, represent brand-nmation for the hearer, and
may be anchored (linked, by means of another NP, to the hearer&sntad
representation) arnanchored

Following Lambrecht's model, in Sion (2003) we lymad the types of
subject NP referents that appear in the Japanesg leads and their degree of
“identifiability”, starting from the assumption th#he receiverknow they are
exposed to news reporting (in the larger contextheftelevision news broadcast
or the newspaper) and have already activated theimtal “news” framework,
thus creating a series of expectations about the &f information they are about
to receive.

The subject NP referents that appear in the Japanews leads can be
classified as follows:

A. Referents (assumed to be) known / familiar to tbeeiver at the
moment they are introduced into the discourse, ssch

1. Widely known national and international politieabnomical etc.
institutions, political personalities etc. — exe ttmperial Household, the Japanese
government, foreign governments/presidents, whiclke wonsider to be
[identifiable, active];

2. Japanese national political/economical/social miggions, committees,
large foreign organizations etc., which we considebe [identifiable], but only
[semi-active];

B. Referents (assumed to be) unknawrthe receiver at the moment they
are introduced into the discourse — ex. individudimgs, events, which are

3. identifiable because they have already been ioted in the preceding
context, or
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4. identifiable because they are inferable from treeeding context, or
5. new, but grounded, at least to some extent, inéoreceiver’s cognitive
model, through the preceding context.

Examples:

A-1 Identifiable — active

(2)

Za—IA—2 N TVWA/INRBEBEREIX, HARFHOBPHE, 7y =
KEE &L S LE 3, “Prime-Minister Koizumi”

(3)

ERERIE, EoH I TRIC, HEBZ EZMA T, ERLE I FBLO
R EBEOIR2NHIRUT RE R E LT 5, MAODREEFLOFEL
7=, "Tokyo Metropolis”

A-2 Identifiable — semi-active

(4)

BYPETA4 TN T N—TF1F, SR, FHETRLZ WV, 1200015 O
H IRk GRS 7 E OB T Lk L7es, 1BELZR <. REOLLH
iz T LTOET,

“Mizuho Financial Group”

(5)

HEX, A 0T RFITEE ST, MR Z D A AT BT 5 OfFRK
EIIT, WD LT —ERFEEE RS T EE, N— N A v —DBESF
BEERT DEROREE . OO REFHEICAES T, FEB 4 B
LTW< & E L=, "The Japanese Trade Union Confederation”

B-3 Identifiable — introduced in the preceding @t

(6)

AEEGH . BRI BB O E Rl A DO EENFE T LT THFE T
RGN L LT, BREBSEOIR TEFF S N1 DDE A D
MNHIRBADL, ZATEFFRELRO, AT TEW W IR~ F
L7z, Futari — “the two persons” has been introduced in thegaimg context,
but not as a subject NP.

B-4 Identifiable — inferable from the precedingtaxt

3 The full Japanese name of the confederation is [ H A @FLARHE A2 . The use of
the abbreviated version, [#4 ] |, is also a sign that the referent is considered to be
identifiable, and at least semi-active, for the receivers.
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(7)

HORHT T O/NFAL TIR, Hll o N & —FEICE CTEMAED L LT,
A HFHEESRAM Y 2 LE L=, The subject
children” can be inferred from the cognitive franfeshogaklo, “primary school”,
already mentioned in the previous context.

B-5
(8)

New — with grounding context

NP kodomotachi —

“the

B EIRSGHT T, @RER O IR TIRET 2B T OBER Y 2 bILe

Uo7 ol LT, BImDBPERHINE LT,

“A 31-year old man”

The frequency of these types of referents in telen and newspaper
news leads is as shown in Figures (2) and (3) below

Fig. (3) Subject NP referent identifiability in Japese television news leads

Types of referents Frequency
wa ga

A. Known | 1. active 58 3 61
referents (16.09%)

2. semi-active 55 21 76
(20.05)%)

B. 3. identifiable — 17 13 30
Unknown | previously (7.91%)

referents introduced

4. identifiable - 10 17 27
inferable (7.12%)

5. new, grounded 9 176 185
(48.81%)

Total | 149 (39.3%) | 230(60.680) | 379
(100%)

Fig. (4) Subject NP referent identifiability in Japse newspaper news leads

Types of referents Frequency
wa ga
A. Known | 1. active 18 0 18 (16.22%0)
referents
2. semi-active 13 7 20 (18.02%)
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B. 3. identifiable — 12 2 14 (12.626)
Unknown | previously
referents | introduced

4. identifiable — 11 4 15 (13.526)
inferable
5. new, grounded 2 42 44 (39.630)

Total | 56 (50.4%5%) 55 (49.54%6) | 111 (100%)

In both television and newspaper news, most stbie referents
introduced in the lead sentence are, not surptisimgferents of the B-5 type,
[new/unidentifiable]. Active and semi-active refet® tend to be marked witha
and presented as topics from their first occurreincéhe discourse, while new,
unidentifiable referents are marked wigh, not acquiring the status of topic. The
rare exceptions (active referents marked wgghand presented as non-topics, or
new referents presented as topics), as illustriateckamples (9) and (10), can be
explained from a pragmatic perspective:

9)

BE—BEXETHBLT1 6 0EHOREZMD TWETATL, “For
mer Daichi Kangy Bank”

(10)

HHEHE CTRESNEHRE L Yavid, 4700HEY T, ~> v
a AR REOFHEM AN HIE S . FKOpEH A2 RIS, 7R 2 Mm%
DICHLTEZ &b, 8 HE LTITWERMICZRY £ L7z, "Newly  built
apartment buildings”

In example (9), “Former Daichi KangyBank”, though semi-active, is not
marked withwa in order to be presented as a topic and made “thleatest of the
sentence is abolit"The referent takega because, in this particular case, the entire
lead sentence functions aserent-reporting sententgresenting the event (“The
bank did not pay its taxes”) as whole, new infaiiora

In example (10), the NP referent "Newly built apaent buildings” cannot
be inferred from the previous context (“sold laginth in the Tokyo Metropolitan
Area) and is most certainly not activated or itais least semi-active in the

4 According to Lambrecht (1994:131), “A referent is interpreted as the topic of a
proposition if in a given situation the proposition is construed as being about this
referent, i.e. as expressing information which is relevant to and which increases the
addressee's knowledge of this referent”.

5 A more detailed discussion on event-reporting (thetic) sentences /vs./ topic-comment
(categorical) sentences is found in Lambrecht 1994:143ff.
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receiver's mind. However, presenting it as such aratking it with the topic
markerwa from its first occurrence is an economical wagofveying information
by skipping the stage where the existence of thereet is stated, which also
ensures a smoother discourse progression (instéadaying, for instance,

(EMETH L~ a yPRRETHIL, 2O BEARRINTZHEOD
#iZ...] "New apartments have been built in the Tokyo Mettitgn Area. The
number of those sold last month...”).

GROUNDING

In principle, when a news item starts being breatkd, or when the
receiver starts reading a news story, he canndly raaticipate what kind of
referents will be introduced into the discourseeiitvn the case of identifiable
referents, when they are at their first occurrerioe,receiver makes a somewhat
greater effort to process the information and fitsdproper place in his mental
discourse model. In order to lessen the receiveognitive effort, newly
introduced referents must be accompanied by sonteddi additional information
that would help link them to the receiver’s backgrd knowledge. For this
reason, very often, before the main event is tratst) the lead paragraph
provides information on the place and time of th@nrevent, as well as on other
secondary information.

In the news corpus that we analyzed, the inforonagtirovided in the lead
paragraph at the time of introducing new referecas, be divided into two large
types:

() information thatinks the new, unidentifiable event to some other etest is
assumed to be already known by the receiver (inyroases, a previous event that
has already been discussed by news items) - whiehwil call connective
grounding

(i) information that explains or gives detailsoalb the newly-introduced event,
without linking it to some other event — which wélwall explanatory grounding

In some cases, the referents are introduced avehebeginning of the
news lead (zero grounding).

Examples:

Zero grounding

A1) EXFRRIFSH, 3—oy "=y EHOFMICHE S E LT,

(12)

INRIREREIZA B LA LR, a2 a—F 2 ff o TCEE R E DB
GiRo, RFEROEZER EDNERE LT BT RpEEDOBRMAZ BT HY 77
ErfgELE LIz,

Connective grounding
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(13)

HRENN, JRFDREFO N T 7V ERBL QW EMEEZZ T T, Bk
OFLFE LT OB)IT R, AP O SBRRIZSH L, ik
PR T B3 F D 7L —< VB O FHT TFAZ IV IHT Z & &
P F L7z, - the main event of the news, the fact that thadministrative
bodies had a discussion and took a decision, kedinto a previous event, an
incident of not reporting malfunctions at a nuclpawer plant.

(14)

EHE12H, BEREPEVOR T CRE ZAREMFM T, LT
WOMMEZ DD BT 57 L—BReas, BUEEEICEIE L. WRSIEHT
VEEN T E T, - the main event, the arrival of a crane vessdinked to a
larger context of a suspicious ship incident tbaktplace the previous year.

Explanatory grounding
(15)
A F =%y b BT, BEOERR CERNREELZHD AR FIIANLND
. WinnyEFEIEN D, T 7 ANV Y 7 NPT LTz, BUXRPERFELD
WF. IRT AT LDEREN. EFHELEROFEBI OV TEIfi S E
L7z, - before introducing the main event, an arrest,|¢fae offers background
information, the details of the misdeed that leth®arrest.
(16)
AR, M OSRX T, TEEPO/NFAEDINCRAEI L SIA I
CIAMEL, AADNEREGAZEAVE LT, - information on time and place of
the main event is given before actually introduding

The frequency of these types of grounding in cati@h to the types of
subject NP referents in television and newspapessrieads is shown in Figures
(4) and (5) below. This time, only first subject Kferents, introduced in the first
main clause of the lead paragraph have been takemadcount.

Fig. (4) Grounding and subject NP referent idealtifiity in Japanese television
news leads

Frequency in the first lead sentence
. Total
Types of zero explanqtory connective
referents grounding grounding grounding
wa ga wa ga wa ga wa ga
A-1. active 13 0 4 2 17 1 34 3
A-2. semi-active 7 3 19 12 14 1 40 16
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B-3. identifiable] — — 0 2 2 1 2 3
— prev. introd.
B-4. identifiable] — — 0 6 0 2 0 8
— inferable
B-5. new, — — 7 133 0 15 7 148
grounded
Total 20 3 30 155 33 20 83 | 178
(24.09| (1.68| (36.14| (87.07| (39.75| (11.2| (100 | (100
%) | %) | %) %) %) | 3%) | %) | %)

From these results, it appears that most subjBatdferents, either topics or
non-topics, tend to be introduced into the discelascompanied by some kind of
grounding information. Only 24.09% of the topice atirectly introduced in the
beginning of the lead sentence, with zero groundim@6.14% of the cases, topics
are given an explanatory grounding, but more of8£h75%, especially in the case
of easily identifiable, active) the accompanyin@wrding information does not
bring additional explanations, but rather connéutsn to some other known events.

Non-topic subject NPs, on the other hand, whiohthie majority of cases,
have new referents of the B-5 type, tend to be rapemied by explanatory
information (87.07%). Instances of connective gding are less frequent (11.23%),
and of zero grounding (such as example 9), very(le8%).

Fig. (5) Grounding and subject NP referent idealtifity in Japanese newspaper
news leads

Frequency in the first lead sentence
zero explanatory connective Total
Types of referents  grounding grounding grounding
wa ga wa ga wa ga| wa (@
a
A-1. active 6 0 2 0 3 0 11 0
A-2. semi-active 6 1 1 1 3 0 10 |2
B-3. identifiable | — — 0 0 0 0 0| O
prev. introd.
B-4. identifiable | — — 0 0 0 0 0| O
inferable
B-5. new, — — 1 23 0 0 1| 2
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grounded 3
Total 12 1 4 24 6 0 25
(54.54| (4.00| (18.18] (96.00| (27.27| (0.00 | (10
%) | D) | %) | %) | %) | %) | 0%
)

Though based on a smaller number of occurrencesgesults shown by the
analysis of newspaper news suggest characteribatsre similar to the television
news: topics tend to have connective grounding2(ZZ), while the great majority
of non-topic subject NPs have explanatory ground®g00%). In newspaper
news we find, however, more instances of topick wétro grounding (54.54%s)

CONCLUSIONS

Subject NP referents that appear in the Japarese leads are of two large
types, (A) referents assumed to dieleastfamiliar to the receiver at the moment
they are introduced into the discourse, such aselwidknown national and
international political, economical, social institlms or their representative
individuals, and (B) referents assumed taibknownto the receiver at the moment
they are introduced into the discourse, such awidhls, things or particular
events that have just happened.

A-type referents of subject NPs are usually iniiceti into the discourse
directly as topics (marked witlva), while B-type referents are presented as non-
topics, marked with the typical nominative casdiplrga. Also, in order to make
them acquire thalentifiable status and help the receiver easily integrate timéon
his cognitive model, B-type referents are alwaysoawpanied by some kind of
additional informationgrounding.

Grounding information, before the first subject idhtroduced, is found in
98% of the cases where the subject NP is markdudgajtand even in 26% of the
cases of topics (NR4). Grounding information tends to have differenndtions
according to the type of NP referents. In most sasapic subject NP referents
have connective groundingi.e. information that does not bring additional
explanations on the referents, but rather conrietsn or the entire main event
presented by the news item to some other eventatbassumed to be known by
the receiver. Non-topic subject NP referents, om ¢ther hand, which, in the
majority of cases, have new referents of the Bpg tyhaveexplanatory grounding
i.e. additional information that helps the receidantifythem. Overall, both types
of grounding, and the fact that grounding is preddefore the introduction of

6 However, further analysis of a larger newspaper corpus is needed in order to clearly
establish whether zero grounding is characteristic to written news, or to specific types of
news contents (such as politics, economy etc), or if these results are simply due to the
relatively small number of instances analyzed.
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new information, play an important role in inforneat processing, making the new
information easier to integrate into the receiversexistent cognitive model.
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