Metadiscourse: Some Notes
Definitions:

“The ‘way of talking or writing about’ a specialized topic common to a specific discourse community that allows such a community to engage in a level of meaningful information exchange and relationship communication beyond that which a generic type of discourse would allow” (vande Kopple, 1985, “Discourse about discourse..”).
“All academic disciplines have conventions which influence the ways writers intrude into their texts to organize their arguments and represent themselves, their readers, and their attitudes” (Hyland, 1999).

“Metadiscourse refers to the author’s stylistic use of certain rhetorical constructions (operative within a particular context) to engage and influence readers in ways that conform to a discipline’s norms, values, and ideologies, expressing textual and interpersonal meanings that their audience is likely to accept as credible and convincing”
(Adapted from Hyland, 1999).

Hyland (1999) presents us this list of metadiscoursal items:
Textual metadiscourse: Features that the author uses to assist the reader in coming to terms with [i.e., processing] the organization and content of a text.  Categories and examples include:


Logical connectives:  Showing the semantic relationships between clauses.



Examples: in addition, but, therefore (most are conjunctions)


Frame markers:  Indicating stages or shifts in discourse content.



Examples: first, finally, in conclusion.


Endophoric markers:  Referring to other parts of the text.



Examples: See Figure 1; above, I discussed.


Evidentials:  Referring to sources cited in the text. 



Examples: according to xxx; Swales (1990) states that…


Code glosses:  Elements that help readers to understand a word or



phrase in the text. Examples: namely, e.g., in other words.

Interpersonal metadiscourse:
 Features used by writers to indicate their attitudes toward the information in the text or toward the readers.

Hedges:
  Elements that make clear that the writer, for whatever reasons, cannot 



fully commit to certain information that appears in the text.



Examples: might, perhaps, it is possible. (generally modals)
             Emphatics:  Elements that show the writer’s certainty about textual information.  


Examples: in fact, it is clear that, I am certain that

Attitude markers:  Directly express the writer’s attitude, or affective response, 



toward the content in the text.  



Examples:  surprisingly, I agree that.


Relational markers:  Specifically addressing the readers, often asking them



to read information in the text in a certain way or to consider


an issue.



Examples: imagine, consider.


Person markers:  Indicating the presence of the author’s personal voice.



Examples: I, me, mine.

What did Hyland discover about metadiscourse in textbooks across the disciplines?

1. There is considerable variation in metadiscourse use among textbooks from
different disciplines.  On average, however, the metadiscourse in textbooks is

70% textual.

2. Because the expert author is carefully leading novice students through 

textbook material, frame markers are quite common.  These included:

“In the next section, I will focus on…”

“This chapter has three parts…”

3. Also common were endophoric markers that either referred to a figure

in the text or to another part of the text, e.g., “This is very much like

the example that appears in the last chapter…”

4. Not surprisingly (an attitude marker!), Hyland found very little hedging

or personal markers except those that underscored the unequal relationship

between writer (the expert) and students.  Here are examples of

these relational markers:

“Let’s look at this information…”
“At this point, you are probably tired of hearing about…”

Research articles, on the other hand, contained an equal percentage of interpersonal and textual markers.  Common here were hedges referring to findings (“These findings seem to indicate that…”), relational markers to show solidarity (“We now know that…”), and, of course, citations (evidentials).
� Hyland, Ken. (1999) Talking to students: Metadiscourse in introductory textbooks. English for Specific Purposes. 18(1), 3-26.


� Note the overlap with “evaluation” and “authority.”


� Hedging is so important to the sciences that Hyland has devoted an entire volume to this element alone. See Hedging in scientific research articles. The Netherlands: John Benjamins, 1998. 





