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ABSTRACT

Discourse analysis is the study of units larger than the sentence in a text, examining
the text as a whole unit. Thus, discourse analysis seeks to study the parts of a text in

order to find the patterns and cohesive devices which unite the text as one single unit.

The discourse theories and methodologies applied and discussed in this thesis are:
Barnwell’s method of analyzing boundaries, Tuen van Dijk’s theory of
macrostructures, Robert Longacre’s theory of notional and surface structure and
salience, Robert Dooley and Stephen Levinsohn’s theory of participant reference, and

Givén’s scale of reference and ranking of participants.

The object of this thesis is to apply these discourse features to four Lahu Si texts.
Each of these texts are animal folk narratives elicited from native Lahu Si speakers in
the Chiang Rai province of Northern Thailand. Lahu Si is a Lolo-Burmese language
of the Tibeto-Burman, Sino-Tibetan language family. [t is spoken in Southwestern
China, Myanmar, Thailand, Laos, and Vietnam. Very little discourse study has been
done in the Tibeto-Burman languages of Southeast Asia. The goal of this thesis is to

look broadly at several different aspects of discourse analysis of Lahu Si.

This thesis opens by looking at the macrostructure of the four texts. By applying van

Dijk’s macrorules to the storyline band of the text the macrostructure is constructed.

The analysis of surface and notional structure finds seven chunks in each of the Lahu
Si texts. These correspond to the surface/notional level. The seven chunks are the

stage, episode l/inciting moment, episode 2/developing the conflict, episdde 3/



developing conflict, peak/climax, postpeak/denouement, and closure/conclusion,

which always contains a moral.

In regards to the participant reference system, Lahu Si introduces and reintroduces
participants with a noun phrase or the S4 context, tracks participants with a null
reference or the S1 context, refers to an addressee of a previous speech act with a
noun phrase or the S2 context, and refers to the object of the previous sentence with a

noun phrase or the S3 context.

The salience analysis shows that storyline is marked by event verbs with final
particles. Clauses can be promoted to storyline with completive aspect vehr, the
‘immediate’ particle lar haz, and the discourse particle ced. The background band is
marked by event verbs with non-final particles. Clauses are demoted to background
band by the use of the ‘continuous’ particles, chehd and veh. The setting band is
made up of stative verbs and descriptive verbs. The irrealis band contains negation
and future verbs. The cohesion band uses adverbial phrases which are marked with

temporal particles or conjunctions.
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