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APPRAISAL FRAMEWORK

The term ‘Appraisal’ is used as a cover-all term
to encompass all evaluative uses of language,
including those by which speakers/writers_adopt
particular value positions or stances and by
which they negotiate these stances with either
actual or potential respondents. According,
Appraisal - the evaluative use of language - is
seen to perform the following functions:

1) Attitudinal Positioning
2) Dialogistic Positioning
3) Intertextual Positioning

(White 2005)



APPRAISAL FRAMEWORK

* Attitudinal Positioning: implies a
Dositive/negative assessment of
people,places; things, state, ofi affairs...

® Dialogistic Positioning:imeans that every
word/utterance Is refiracted through a hest
of other (@ntagoenistic) Idioms

* [ntertextual Pesitioning s When: a
Whiter/speaker quUetes oF elieks te the
WOKAS! Off CROUGHILS Gff SOMEGNE Else




DIALOGISIVI

DialegUeE IRt thE NarOWISENSE O LHENWOE) 1S O
COURSE ORIl GRE B the ferms — alVeR/ lIMmportant
ok, o) BE Sue — o VerbalNnteraction:. BUt
dialegue can' alse e Understeediin a broader:
SENSE, Meaning not enly, difect, face-to-face,
vocalised verpall communication DEtWEER PEFSORS,
pUt alse verbal communication: off any: type
whatseever. A boeok, I.e. a verbal performance in
PN, IS alse an element off verbal communication.
..[It] Inevitably: orients itselff with respect to
PrEVIoUS, PEerformances In the same sphere... Thus
the printed verbal perfermance engages, as it
were, In ideologicall colloguy: of a large scale: it
responds to something, affirms something,
anticipates possible responses and objections;

seeks support, and so on \/oloshinoy:
[1929] 1995




Dialogistic Positioning and
Engagement

TThe resources by which
speakers/writers negotiate the
arguapility: off their utterances, within
the Appraisall Eramework, are
grouped under the heading of

“Engagement:



The Category of Engagement

Includes:
® attribution;, modality:
® hearsay, COnCession
*® polarity, evidentiality.
® heddges, boosters
® MmetadiscUrSIVES



ENGAGEMENT

® |t brings together “these lexico-
grammatically: diverse wordings [...
as| resources whichs vary: the terms
of the speakers’'s engagement with
propositions: and preoposals, [...|Boeth
N IRdividual ttterances and as the
texts) unields cumulatively~

(Vartin & \White 2008)



Aspects of Engagement

Dialegic Contraction:

> Proclaim
> Endorse
> Disclaim

VS.

Dialegic EXpansion

> Entertain
= Attrbute




Attribution and Authorial
Endorsement

when speakers/writers choose to
quote or reference the words or
thoughts of (and adopt a stance
towards) other speakers/writers, it
IS, Lisuall te) talk about “attrbution™,
“direct and Indirect speechr,
Intertextuality and), fellewing
Bakhtin, “heteroaglossiar



ENDORSEMENT

® By referencing the words off another,
the writer indicates that these words
are in some way: relevant to his/her
current communicative; purposes

® The most basic intertextual
evaluation IS one o /mplied.
relevancer



ENDORSEMENT
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ENDORSEMENT

The endorsed utterance is

® one in which the writer either directly
or indirectly’ indicates support fior, or
agreement with

® represented asi true or reliable or:
CORVIRCING




DIS-ENDORSEMENT

Under dis-endorsement, writers:

> distance themselves from the
Ltterance

> [ndicate that they: take no
responsipiity, fox its: reliability,

> reject or deny; the attripbutea
PIrOPOSIEIeN




NON-ENDORSING

TThe authoers remain neutral with
respect to the, woerds/beliefis of
other authors they: guoete




Appraisal and Media Discourse

® The AFE (Martin, Iedema, Feez and White)
mainly: deals with Media Commentary.
and Journalistic voeice

® |t explores; the way: language; s used
Lo evaluate, tor adopt stances, to
construe textual persenastin the
Woerd el media




VWhat about dialogic Endorsement
In academic discourse?

¢® Academic discourse communities
follow’ a) very_different set of rules
pothl discipline-and-genre-specific in
their profiessional interaction, to
pursue their dififierent communicative

goals
*® Research Articles are the pivietal
denre N academic communication




Quotation and References in
RAS

are crucial to engage, the
scientific community, at global
levell inte accepting the, Werk
as belonging te: a reliable
tr-adition, o5 Stldies



Endorsement in Research Articles

® In Ras Endorsement is' a significant
aspect of academic Writing as
engagement

* In Hyland’s werd s the way: WEters
present their topics signal their
allegiances), and stake their claims
rEpresent carefiti negotiations), and
considerations off, their colleagues™

(Hyland 2006)



Endorsement in Research Articles

® Research hypotheses have either to
be rooted in previous studies, or take
them into account

® In RA Introductions and Conclusions,
especially;, the discourse; unfolds
tAreughs refierrng to) previous
specidlized literature, WHICh REEds) to
e the starting peInt o CUrFER
FESEarCH



Hypothesis

*® Our hypothesis is that authorial
endorsement towards previous
authors/researchers leads not sor much te
dialogic contraction — as in White'si AE -
PUt rather tor dialegic expansion Which
results 1A’ ar polypheny: off authorial Voices

* e negotiation e scientifiic fHndings
entalls taking Intor account previous
Cradition ands eExpanding it




AIMS

* We will try te highlight the
discursive/dialogic quality of the
different kinds of endoersement in
Social Psychology: RAS

* \We shallf see how! the authoral
attittides; andl stances

> aie draded /vary

> display; sealing IRtensity,

» SharPER|/SOtER! thE IEEUS



METHOD

® Procedure: quantitative and
gualitative, computer-nDased textual
analysis

® Vaterials: Selection off 20 RAS, firom a
WiIdEer corpus chosen firem EBSCO
database ior Psyclhiology: aid
Behavioural. SCIeEnceS PUubliCations



METHOD

® Criteria for selection:

Impact Factor
Relevanece

Lengtn

Date (Z004-2006)

S = W




CORPUS

20 Research Articles chosen firom the
following refereed! internationall Journals

British Journal: of Social: Psychiology,
EUropean Journal orf Secial Psy.chology:
e Jourhal o Secial. Psychology,
Asianr Journal 01 Social Psy/clhHology.

Se)tjip) Afriez)pl Jatigrlzll ef Seefzlf #sverie)leie)



CORPUS




Kinds of
Endorsement

Weaker

Stronger More Neutral



A possible cline of Endorsement

STRONGER
v Reported Speech
v According to

WEAKER

v Paraphrase/summary
Y e.d.
v See

MORE NEUTRAL
Quote (Author’s name + year)



Data

According | Running
Occurrencies ofi to words

According to | -

159118




OCCURRENCIES
on 159118
running words

v e.g.
v see

DATA

Endorsing
e.g.

136

Total
e.g.

227

Endorsing
see

124

Total
see

Not considered




DATA

® Occurrencies ofi Simple quotes
quotes on 159118 saet;trr)wors name +
running words 044
More endorsing
quotes

(signpost+Author's | 5020
name +year)




Data

Occurrencies ofi found 116
endorsement
-entailing terms: research 466
(on 159118
running words) researchers |94
study 472
studies 163




Self-referential/ Endorsing words

> Study: and research refer to the
ONgoeing research

> Studies and researchers refer to
PreVvious research



Delicacy of focus

* When dealing with dialogistic
expansion, differences can be subtle

® Veta-discursivity moVes in a Mmore
delicate; levell off analysis



‘Textual” context

® [he full value off words/sentences
may. be ‘appraised” only: in their TC

*® \We selected a small specialized
COrpUs to "keep inl touch” withr the
texts

* Ve extracted a sample of gualitative
dataltor bettertiliustrate; ther auality, of
authorial positioning



Qualitative data

Strong endorsement

As [Lakort & Johnson (1980/2003! p.269) noted
recently, “Cognitive Psychology: s dominated by:
the old idea that concepts are all literal’ and.

disembodied”

EurdrnSecksy:, 36, (2006) p. 150

Ihe researcher s here using L& JF's
CHCIEICISII Off 6ldr CeESEI IdEaS! to
SUPPOKE/EXPRESS NS OWR' ChItICIS



More examples

® Strong endorsement

The distinctiVeEnEess account galned support from
studies that revealed

EurdrnSecPksy:, 36, (Z006) p. 316



Discursive/explicit self-
endorsement

It /s very encouraging as we. start on this new: road
that scholars in such disparate research domalns
dre drawing such similar conclusions from, their
WOrk

EurdrnSocPsy , 36, (2006) p. 164

IS IrESEearch) ias bEER [IPressIVeE. I demostrating
tle WideE SCOPE! Of UReonsious!y. istigated
IRlUERCES

EURrmSecPsy:, 36) (Z006) p: 148



Factual endorsement

® The present authors will review
representative literature regarding
Independent-interdependent self-
construals in North American and
Asian samples and will then
[RtIrOGEUCE. WO Y/ POLHESES

JHASOCPSY: 2006, 146 (5) p: 595



Dialogic — discursive partial dis-
endorsement

® Clearly the present study: differs from
earlier researcn. ...... Nonetheless the
parallel is interesting

*® Ve argue that different from earlier
treatiments ol the ConcePLt o POWEF:..
I thls: situation... .. MoereoVer:

® [ihel /iterature dees not Sshow.
CORSIStERL aid. Streng SUPPOYL o thls
[VPOLIIESIS



Dialogic — discursive partial dis-
endorsement

*® Although several studies
corroborated the distinctiveness
daccount or /llusory: correlations, Seme
oI tIOGSE. results have Since BEEn
challenged

*® VRISt seme Progress [ias DEER! dde
IaL... U KITOWIEG e Ferialas Iather:

one-sided
BREMSEEPSY (Z006) 45 p: 259



Dis-endorsement

0. some, however, these Impressive
empirical demonstrations have
become an embariassment of riches,
our empiricall knowledge as
ouUtstripped o apility, te; Understand
dnd ConecepLualize

EURmSecPsy:, 36, (Z006) p. 148



Dis-endorsement

® Althougn the present results are
consistent with past research,
rFesearchers should not take them
without a grain of salt

ThelrnSoecPsy: 2006 ,146(4)), p. 479



(Positive) endorsing phrases

v Consistent with earlier studies...
v Recent meta-analytic reviews...reveal

v More specifically: the indings are
consistent with....

Y Jhe linadings can also) be related. to
Platow’s Work: o1...

IS CORCIUSIOR IS i IReE Wit INVIErRS VIEW:



Rephrasing (weaker endorsement)

® In thelr classic article, French and
Raven (1959) understand power
broadly: as...

® [ contrast, Moscovici ((1976)
distinguishiEes between power ana.
IRUERCGE:...

® As itrmer (Z005)r argues even, the
[MESNING! Ol FEWEE dlid SaRGLoAS...



More neutral/distant endorsement

v There has been recurring theoretical
debate

v Researchers on the self have
demonstrated  that peoplée

v Since the end of the Second Worla War,
SOCIall pSycliolegIsts ave DECOIE
IRCreasingly: aware



Ini Concluding

Dialogig Endersement in RAS:
® plays: a| pivotal role
® can be described as a cline

® needs to be contextualized and
analysed at semantic level

® |eadS) te dISCUrESIVE EXPANSIoN, Father
thian contraction



A Final Quote

[0 cite with approbation one of
Tommasello et al.’s (/n press)
conclusions “there Is of course
still much that we do not
know about all of this~

EurdrnSockPsy: , 36, (Z006) p. 165



