Meaning-analysis of texts 

in an inferential framework of communication

(Ernst-August Gutt, 04.03.98)

DRAFT - not for publication or review

Introductory remarks

This is an attempt to explicate in some detail how meaning is derived from a section of text according to the relevance theory of communication developed by Sperber and Wilson (1986, 1995). Familiarity with the basics of relevance theory are assumed. The following points need to be stressed: 

1. Utterance interpretation is carried out for the most part subconsciously; hence, this attempt aims at the reconstruction of thought processes we are not normally aware of or only partly aware of. It will therefore be at least in part hypothetical.

2. This demonstration is simplified and almost certainly misleading in parts. Apart from the limitations and insufficiencies of the researcher himself, an important reason for this is that he had to resort to a natural language, English, to represent the meaning whereas the meaning in our minds is assumed to be represented in a "language of thought", which is of necessity richer and more differentiated than any natural language can ever be.

3. According to relevance theory, thoughts are communicated with varying degrees of strength. Some attempt has been made in marking less strongly communicated information with modal expressions like "probably", "apparently", "it seems that", "presumably" etc. However, since strength of communication falls along a cline with no defined intervals, the author is painfully aware that the reconstructed meaning is far from adequate in reflecting this parameter.

4. Another problem arising from the parameter of strength is the open-endedness or fuzziness of the intended interpretation. That is, in natural communication there is no necessary cut-off point between very weakly communicated thoughts and thoughts which the author did not intend to communicate but which are nevertheless valid inferences from what he wrote. Thus, the reader of this analysis may at times disagree with the reader about whether a particular thought was intended to be communicated or is simply a valid inference on the audience's part. This is to be expected and is quite in agreement with real life and the predictions of the relevance-theoretic model.

5. This study is itself an attempt at communication - hence is subject to the principle of relevance. Therefore, it will not attempt to present all aspects of utterance interpretation, but refer only to steps he believes to be significant. Especially the more trivial chains of inference that we tend to take for granted, will be omitted, unless there is a special reason to include them.

6. In particular, what someone says or writes is processed via embedding in higher explicatures. For example, let us assume Susan tells me: "It is Thursday." Then, my mind will construct the embedded explicature: "Susan tells E.-A. that it is Thursday". Assuming that Susan is not joking or talking ironically etc., there would be the further explicature: "Susan intends E.-A. to believe that it is Thursday." Assuming that she is not lying, it would follow that "Susan believes that it is Thursday". Assuming further that her belief is correct, it would follow that "Today is Thursday." 

In order not to have to work through all these steps for each utterance or part of the text, we make the following working assumptions:

[CA] If the narrator is serious, truthful and correct, then what he says is true.

[CA] The narrator is serious.

[CA] The narrator is truthful.

[CA] The narrator is correct.

This allows us to conclude:

[CI] What the narrator told is true.

As a result, we can omit the higher embedding explicatures The narrator told that throughout the analysis and deal only with the embedded explicatures. For example, instead of first giving the explicature [E] The narrator tells that he knows that 27 people {Pd} died (at time tn and location ln) ..., in our analysis we only list the embedded explicature: [E] The narrator knows that 27 people {Pd} died (at time tn and location ln)... 

Lastly, note that the notion of truth here is not absolute but relative to some possible world. Hence, what the writer tells us need not necessarily be true today in our real world; it can be true with regard to some state of affairs in this world in the past, or even of some fictional world.

The text

The text has been chosen from a recent book by Frank Peretti, The Oath. The text is given on a separate page, preceding the first chapter. This choice has the advantage that readers of this article not familiar with the book will not need to be given additional background information. They will represent the audience as the author had to envisage it when writing the book.

Twenty seven people died that I know of, and I can only guess that the others fled with whatever they could carry away. I could hear the screams and the shooting all night long, and I dared not venture out.

The Reverend DuBois was left hanging in Hyde Hall until this afternoon. I informed Ben and the others that I would not attend the signing of the Charter until the body was removed, so Ben ordered him cut down, taken out and buried with the others.

By late afternoon, the men who remained in Hyde River were back in the mines as if nothing had happened, I also attended to my business. After nightfall, we gathered in Hyde Hall under cover of darkness and signed the Charter. With the signing of our names, we took the oath of silence, so I cannot speak of these things, but only write them secretly.

The trouble is over, but I am not happier. I am afraid of what we have done. I am afraid of tomorrow.

From the diary of Holly Ann Mayfield, July 19, 1882.
(Frank Perretti, The Oath. Dallas: Word Publishing 1995, p. 1; italics as in original)

Anaytical tools

It is a common place truth that verbal communication proceeds essentially in a linear, temporary fashion: we can only speak or write, read or hear and process verbal information in sequence through time. This is an advantage when it can be used to - iconically, as it were - represent events or developments through time. It is more of a disadvantage when complex states of affairs have to be presented and processed in a linear sequence. To put it crudely, when describing a picture, the communicator has to bring into a temporal succession information which the experiencer, by contrast, can take in simultaneously: sounds, colours, shapes, smells etc. For both reasons, reading and understanding any longer text is a dynamic process.

This basic fact has as number of consequences. For once, it implies that a representation of the sequence of utterances is not identical to the process of understanding, the process of reconstructing in one's own mind the body of thoughts the communicator intends to get across. Some of the information supplied successively the audience has to temporarily store and then piece together into a coherent representation of some state of affairs. Even after such a representation has been construed, it may need to be modified, perhaps corrected, in the light of information supplied further on.

This means that no static representation - chart, table, or other structural layout - can give a true representation of the process of understanding and of the information conveyed by verbal communication. This obviously represents a problem to anyone wanting to explicate and demonstrate the process of text understanding and of its intended meaning.

In this study, I have tried to explicate at least some important aspects of this process using a set of tools that are meant to complement each other, but that also unavoidably overlap. 

Inferential processing charts

Building on the relevance-theoretic model of communication, I have tried to explicate some of the thought processes. In order to retain a fairly perspicuous arrangement, this is done in two steps. The inferential processing charts themselves list contextual implications and explicatures that seem worth mentioning.

Where the deductive history of the contextual implications seems to deserve explication, a more detailed breakdown is supplied in a separate inferential detail chart. In electronic form, these detail charts are accessible by double clicking on the respective icon in the right margin. With hard copies of this paper, the detail charts are given as an appendix.

The linear arrangement of these "ingredients" on the page is not necessarily intended to reflect succession in real mental processing time; very likely much of the processing takes place in parrallel or at least partially overlaps in time. 

Since the realisation of the explicatures usually presuppose the inferential processing, the explicatures are always presented at the end of the inferential charts.

Tracing of variables

These charts, of course, are static in nature. In order to somehow reflect the development of the body of thought through time, I have added two further tools: one is a tracing of how the information about participants, places, times etc. develops. I have done this by means of establishing and updating variables. 

We can think of these variables as - initially largely empty - storage locations (addresses) in memory, waiting to be filled with more information. As the story proceeds, information is added to the storage locations or information already there may be modified. For example, the selected text contains in its first sentence the pronoun "I", which induces us to assume there was a narrator. Accordingly, in our minds we set up a storage location (or variable) for this character, where we can then collect and piece together anything further we might learn about as the story unfolds. 

In order to reflect this dynamic development of the variables, the analysis of each text section includes information about modifications to variables as well as about the addition of new ones.

Intermediate synopses

The third and last analytical element for each section is entitled "intermediate synopsis". It is intended to represent the latest update of what has been communicated up to the end of the current section. In principle, each synopsis should be an updated representation of the complete meaning communicated up to the end of that section, and I have tried to follow this principle for the first three sentences.

However, from the point of view of readability and publishing cost, even with a short passage like the one chosen here, strict adherence to this principle quickly leads to a very voluminous and tiresome presentation. Furthermore, such a presentation would be misleading in that our mind has no need of construing such representations at the end of each section; rather, the synopsis are more like intermediate, momentary snapshots of what is in reality a continuous process.

I have therefore settled for the compromise of limiting each synopses to important modifications or additions to what had been stated up to the previous synopsis. I know this compromise may defeat the purpose of the synopses, but I hope that the reader of this study will be able to avoid this trap and to integrate each synopsis with what has gone before and in this way be able to track how the interpretation of the text unfolds. 

Another important caveat of the synopses is that they are given in the form of some natural language - that is, English - text. This is misleading in at least two important respects. One has been mentioned above: there is strong reason to believe that our mental representations are in a language of thought, and do not employ any natural language. The other deficiency is that the actual mental representations are probably not limited to a textual form. The meaning we construe in our minds is not a new textual representation - a translation, as it were - of a natural language text into a language of thought, but a mental representation of the states of affairs that the text talks about. I wish there were a better way of showing this, perhaps with multi-media representations, but in the form a written study such as this we seem to be limited to textual form.

Analysis

[TheOath 001] - Text

Twenty seven people died that I know of, and I can only guess that the others fled with whatever they could carry away.

[TheOath 001]- Inferential processing (with comments)

1. [CI] There is an unnamed narrator N.

1.  [CI] N assumes to be known to the audience. Underlying inference
1.  [CI] N communicated at a time t0 in a location l0 to an audience A0.  Underllying inference
2. [CI] There were some persons {Pf} in addition to the 27.

1.  [CI] The narrator did not know what happened to the people {Pf}. Underlying inference
1.  [CI] The narrator had reason to believe that the people {Pf} fled.  Underlying inference
2. [E] The narrator knows that the 27 people {Pd} died.

3. [E] 27 people died.

4. [E] The narrator can only guess that the other people {Pf} fled.

5. [E] It is likely that the people {Pf} fled from location ln with the belongings they could carry away.

[TheOath 001] - Variables:

N: narrator

t0: time of narration

l0: location of narration

A0: audience addressed by narrator

{Pd}: people who died

{Pf}: people who fled

{En}: events that the narrator talks about

tn: time of events {En}

ln: location of events {En}

Intermediate synopsis 1

There is a narrator N about whom so far nothing is known. N was communicating at some unknnown time t0 and place l0 to an audience A0 about events {En} that took place at some time tn and place ln all of which are also unknown to us. The way the narrator writes indicates that he assumed his audience to know him and something of the events. Since we don't know these things, we were probably not the intended audience. 

N tells that he knows that in these events 27 people {Pd} died. There were other people {Pf} involved who the narrator is not sure about but guesses that they fled. He also thinks they took as much of their belongings with them. This suggests that they lived at the place ln and had belongings but did not expect to be able to return to their belongings. There must have been some serious danger at ln.

TheOath 002 - Text

I could hear the screams and the shooting all night long, and I dared not venture out.

TheOath 002 - Inferential processing (with comments)

1. [CI] Time tn was at night.

2. [CI] The narrator treats the screaming and shooting as information known to the audience. 
(Follows from the use of the def. article.)

3. [CA] The audience knows already that 27 people {Pd} died and that others {Pf} fled.

4. [CI] It is likely that the screaming and shooting had to with people {Pd} and {Pf}.

5. [CI] It is likely that there was a third group of people {Ps} shooting.

6. [E] One group of people {Ps} were shooting throughout the night and killed 27 people {Pd}.  Some people {Pf} probably managed to escape. People (from all three groups?) screamed.

7. [CI] The narrator was indoors.

8. [CI] The narrator was too afraid to go out.

9. [CI] The narrator feared to get shot.

10. [CI] The narrator did not go outside that night.

11. [CI] The events outside were chaotic.

12. [E] Throughout the night tn the narrator heard people screaming and shooting.

13. [E] People were screaming and shooting throughout the night tn.

14. [E] The narrator did not dare to go out from some indoor place pn at ln during the night tn.

TheOath 002 - Variables

We have now more information about the following variables:

N: The narrator writes as an ear-witness - he himself heard screaming and shooting.

ln: There was an indoor place at or near ln.

tn: It was night time.

A0: The audience already knew something of the events.

We have been given evidence for a new variable:

{Ps}: The people who did the shooting.

Intermediate synopsis 2

N tells that he knows that in these events 27 people {Pd} died. There were other people {Pf} involved who the narrator is not sure about but guesses that they fled. He also thinks they took as much of their belongings with them. This suggests that they lived at the place ln and had belongings but did not expect to be able to return to their belongings. There must have been some serious danger at ln.

The screaming, shooting, death and flight suggest a scene of violence where some people were shooting others, killing some, and where some people screamed and some people fled, taking their belongings. This violence took place at night time and lasted throughout the night. The narrator was in some indoor place within earshot and did not go out, because he was too afraid, probably of getting shot.

TheOath 003 - Text

¶ The Reverend DuBois was left hanging in Hyde Hall until this afternoon.

The Oath 003 - Inferential processing (with comments)

1. [CI] There was a known pastor or priest called "DuBois".

2. [CI] There was a building called "Hyde Hall" at the location ln.

3. [CI] The narrator assumed the audience to know Hyde Hall.

4. [CI] It is likely that this was a hall of some kind.

5. [CI] Since there was violence in the night (see above), some people probably killed the pastor by hanging him in Hyde Hall.

6. [CI] Not all the 27 people who died were shot dead.

7. (The last CI slightly corrects the earlier assumption that all 27 people were shot.)

8. [CI] There were people who could have taken the body of DuBois down.

9. [CI] The people failed to take the body down.

10. [CA] Leaving a dead body hanging for a longer time is disrespectful.

11. [CI] The people were disrespectful.

12. [CI] The narrator is communicating on the day following the violent night. (That is, t0 = day after violent night.)

13. [E] The corpse of Rev. DuBois was hanging in a building called "Hyde Hall" at location ln from night time tn until the following afternoon.

TheOath 003 - Variables

Development of established variables:

ln: there was a building called "Hyde Hall" near or at ln.

t0: the day following the violent night

New variables:

DuBois: a pastor or priest who was hanged in Hyde Hall.

Intermediate synopsis 3

N tells that he knows that in these events 27 people {Pd} died. There were other people {Pf} involved who the narrator is not sure about but guesses that they fled. He also thinks they took as much of their belongings with them. This suggests that they lived at the place ln and had belongings but did not expect to be able to return to their belongings. There must have been some serious danger at ln.

The screaming, shooting, death and flight suggest a scene of violence where some people were shooting others, killing some, and where some people screamed and some people fled, taking their belongings. This violence took place at night time and lasted throughout the night. The narrator was in some indoor place within earshot and did not go out, because he was too afraid, probably of getting shot.

In the course of the violence, some unnamed people killed a pastor DuBois by hanging in a place called "Hyde Hall", which again was probably at or near location ln. This suggests that not all the people who died were necessarily shot. It sounds as if the people deliberately left DuBois hanging for several hours until the afternoon, which suggests disrespect or other negative feelings towards him.

TheOath 004 - Text

I informed Ben and the others that I would not attend the signing of the Charter until the body was removed, so Ben ordered him cut  down, taken out and buried with the others.

TheOath 004 - Inferential processing(with comments)

1. [CI] There was a person called "Ben".

2. [CI] Ben was most likely a man.

3. [CI] Ben was associated with a group of people {Pb}.

4. [CI] Ben and his people {Pb} are assumed to be known to the audience.

5. [CI] Ben had some authority over the people {Pb}.

6. [CI] The narrator must have made her request before or during the afternoon after the violent night.

7. [CI] A document called "the Charter" was to be signed.

8. [CI] The narrator assumes that the audience knew of this document.

9. [CI] The narrator was supposed to attend the event of the signing.

10. [CI] If the narrator was to attend the signing, the pastor's body would have first to be removed from Hyde Hall.

11. [CI] The narrator expected this information to be relevant to Ben and his people.

12. [CI] The narrator thought his presence at the signing would be important to Ben and his people.

13. [CI] The narrator wanted Ben and his people to remove the pastor's body.

14. [CI] The narrator seems to have taken offence at the disrespect shown to the corpse.

15. [CI] The narrator did not share (all) the feelings of the rioters.

16. [CI] The narrator's message influenced Ben and his people in the way she wanted.

17. [CI] Her presence at the signing was important to Ben and his people.

18. [CI] In the afternoon the body of the pastor was cut down, taken out of Hyde Hall and buried.

19. [CI] (At least some of) The other people who died had been buried by the afternoon.

20. [E] The narrator informed Ben and some other people {Pb} of the following: the narrator would not attend the signing of the Charter until the body of Pastor DuBois was removed from Hyde Hall.

21. [E] As a result of the narrator's request Ben gave orders to some people that they should cut the body down, take it out of the Hall and to bury it together with the other corpses (who belonged to {Pd}). 

TheOath 004 - Variables

Development of established variables:

N: The narrator was a person of some importance to the rioters. N was supposed to attend the signing of the Charter. N disagreed with the treatment of the corpse of DuBois. N acted on his feelings. N was probably courageous.

New variables:

Ben: a man who was (one of) the leader(s) of the violence.

Charter: some document that needed to be signed and that Ben and his people were interested in getting signed.

Intermediate synopsis 4

Comment: instead of carrying forward all the information conveyed so far, for brevity's sake we now only take note of important corrections and additions to the information conveyed earlier on. However, this should not obscure the fact that in the audience's mind the whole complex of information is being developed and modified; the audience is not just storing away new little pieces of information.

The narrator did not agree with the disrespectful treatment of Dubois' corpse. She was apparently expected to attend the signing of some important document, called "The Charter", and she made her attendance conditional on the body being removed from Hyde Hall first. She made condition known to Ben, who apparently had some authority over the other rioters. Ben complied with her request. He got his people to cut down the body, take it out of Hyde Hall to a location where apparently the other people who died had been buried meanwhile. The narrator was apparently influential and courageous. This corrects a little the picture of him being too afraid to go outdoors at night during the shooting.

TheOath 005 - Text

¶ By late afternoon, the men who remained in Hyde River were back in the mines as if nothing had happened, I also attended to my business.

TheOath 005 - Inferential processing(with comments)

1. [CI] There was a place called "Hyde River".

2. [CI] Probably "Hyde River" was the name of location ln.

3. [CI] Some men {Mr} remained in "Hyde River".

4. [CI] Other men {Ml} must have left "Hyde River".

5. [CI] There were men among the people {Pf} who had fled.

6. [CI] There were mines at/near "Hyde River".

7. [CI] The men {Mr} were probably miners.

8. [CI] The events had been extraordinary (from the narrators point of view).

9. [CA] People who behave after extraordinary events as if nothing had happened pretend.

10. [CI] The men {Mr} behaved as if nothing extraordinary had happened.

11. [CI] The men {Mr} were pretending.

12. [CI] The narrator had some business to attend to.

13. [CI] The narrator was apparently not a miner.

14. (This CI follows from the minimal effort presumption: had the narrator been a miner, he would have been expected to write more economically: "By late afternoon, I and the men who remained in Hyde River were back in the mines as if nothing had happened.")

15. [CI] The narrator also pretended nothing extraordinary had happened.

16.  [E] In the late afternoon of day t0 the men {Mr} were again in the mines pretending that nothing extraordinary had happened.

17. [E] In the late afternoon of day t0 the narrator attended to her business.

TheOath 005 - Variables

ln: This location was a settlement (town?) called "Hyde River". It was a mining area.

Intermediate synopsis 5

The rioting took place in Hyde River, a mining town. The rioters were miners there. Although they had rioted, by late afternoon they returned to work in the mines, pretending that nothing extraordinary had taken place. The narrator was apparently not a miner, but had some other business in town, and he also returned to his. (It is not clear that the narrator also shared in the pretense, though the use of also may suggest this.)

TheOath 006 - Text

After nightfall, we gathered in Hyde Hall under cover of darkness and signed the Charter. With the signing of our names, we took the oath of silence, so I cannot speak of these things, but only write them secretly.

TheOath 006 - Inferential processing (with comments)

1. [CI] The narrator now refers to himself as a member of a collective (we), which presumably included the rioters, that is, Ben and his people.

2. [CI] The narrator and other people came together in Hyde Hall.

3. [CI] The narrator and the other people signed the Charter.

4. [CI] People who do things under the cover of darkness don't want to be seen.

5. [CI] They did not want to be seen.

6. [CI] They wanted the meeting to remain a secret.

7. [CI] There are things {T}, referred to as "these things".

8. Argument induced by "so":

9. Premise 1: [CA] When one takes an oath of silence about X, one is not allowed to speak about X.

10. Premise 2: (explicature) The narrator and the others took an oath of silence (about {T} "these things".

11. Conclusion: The narrator (and the others) cannot speak about {T} "these things".

12. Argument induced by "but":

13. [CA] Expectation: The narrator would tell someone about {T}.

14. [CA] Denial: The narrator could not tell anyone about {T} (because of the oath)

15. Information communicated by "only":

16. Explicature: The narrator could write about {T} in secret.

17. [CI] The narrator considered writing about {T} in secret as less (in some sense) than telling someone about it.

18. [CI] It is likely that the narrator has written them down secretly.

19. [E] After dark on to several people {Ps} including the narrator came together in Hyde Hall and signed the Charter. They took an oath of silence and as a result the narrator cannot speak of the things {T} they swore to remain silent about. The narrator could write the things {T} down secretly.

TheOath 006 - variables:

N is associated with the rioters.

New variable:

{T}: matters referred to as "these things"; it is not entirely clear at this point what "these things" all are, but they probably include the rioting plus perhaps the Charter.

Intermediate synopsis 6

The narrator was actually associated with the rioters; he was not only expected to attend the signing but was one of the signatories. The narrator and the others signed the Charter at Hyde Hall in secret in the night following the riot. To keep the whole matter secret in future, the signatories took an oath obliging them to keep silent about matters {T}, referred to as "these things". The narrator wanted to talk about {T} with someone. The oath kept him from doing that. He wrote the about {T} in secret. He considered this "less" than talking about them to someone.

TheOath 007 - Text

¶ The trouble is over, but I am not happier. I am afraid of what we have done. I am afraid of tomorrow.

TheOath 007 - Inferential processing (with comments)

1. [CI] There were some events {Tr} called "the trouble".

2. [CI] The trouble {Tr} probably included the killings etc referrred to above.

3. [CI] During the trouble {Tr} the narrator was unhappy.

4. [CI] When the narrator wrote these words the trouble {Tr} was over.

5. Argument induced by "but":

6. Expectation: [CI] The narrator would be happier after {Tr} was over.

7. Denial: (Explicature) The narrator was not happier after {Tr} was over.

8. [CI] The narrator and his associates did some deed(s) {D} he is afraid of.

9. [CI] The narrator is afraid of the consequences of {D}.

10. [E] The events were finished at the time when the narrator wrote. The narrator remains unhappy. He is afraid of the consequence of what he and the others have done.

TheOath 007 - Variables

N is afraid.

New variable(s):

{Tr}: Some events, called "the trouble". They probably included the rioting, probably also some events that led up to it, which remains unknown.

{D}: Deeds done by the narrator and the others, referred to as "what we did". This probably included signing the Charter and taking the oath; she may also have felt a share in the responsibility of the rioting due to her association with the miners. The narrator views them as something to be afraid of, esp. their consequences.

Intermediate synopsis 7

The trouble {Tr} was over the day following the rioting. One would have expected the narrator to have been happier when the trouble was over, but he was not. He felt fear of the consequences of what he and his associates had done.

TheOath 008 - Text

From the diary of Holly Ann Mayfield, July 19, 1882.
TheOath 008 - Inferential processing (with comments)

1. [CI] This remark was not made by the narrator but by some other communicator, presumably the author of the book.

2. (This is concluded from the typographic arrangement of this information and from general knowledge about typographic conventions.)

3. [CI] The narrator's name is "Holly Ann Mayfield".

4. [CA] "Holly" and "Ann" are names for women.

5. [CI] The narrator was a woman.

6. (This information corrects earlier assumptions about the narrator being male.)

7. [CI] The information was recorded in a diary.

8. [CA] The primary audience of a diary is the writer.

9. [CI] The (primary) audience of the text was the writer.

10. [CI] That is why so much information was assumed to be known to the audience.

11. [CI] The narrator wrote this information down in the night of July 19, 1882.

12. [CI] The violent events took place in the night from July 18 to 19 of 1882.

13. (This information assigns exact dates to the writing of the communication and the events mentioned in it.)

14. [E] The text given above was taken from the diary entry made by Holly Ann Mayfield on July 19, 1882.

TheOath 008 - Variables

N: The narrator is a woman by the name "Holly Ann Mayfield".

A0: The narrator's intended audience was herself.

t0: time of narration was the night of July 19, 1882.

tn: time of events {En} was July 18 to 19 of 1882.

New variable(s):

------

Intermediate synopsis 8

The addition of the final note brings the author of the whole book, Frank Peretti, as the real communicator into the picture. Altogether he informs the readers of the following:

He brings to the readers' attention a diary entry by a person called Holly Ann Mayfield, made on July 19, 1882. In the entry, Mayfield writes that in the night from July 18 to 19, 1882 some violent events happened in a place called Hyde River, located near mines. Some 27 people were killed, some presumably shot dead and at least one, the Rev. DuBois, was hanged. Mayfield had reason to believe that a number of other people escaped the killing. Presumably they did not think they'd be able to return to live in the place nor to collect their possessions later, so they fled with whatever belongings they could carry. 

The rioters were miners led by an individual called Ben. Mayfield was an ear-witness to the riots; she heard the shooting and also screaming, presumably from inside her house. She apparently lived at Hyde River. The rioting lasted throughout the night. She dared not go outside the house, presumably afraid of getting injured or killed in the chaos. The reason for the rioting is not explained.

The rioters had hanged a pastor by the name of DuBois in Hyde Hall. While it seems they buried the other dead people, they left his corpse hanging until the afternoon of July 19. This seems to indicate a particular disrespect or hatred for this person. Mayfield resented this disrespectful behaviour. She appears to have been a woman of some influence with the rioters. She requested the corpse to be taken down, as a pre-condition for her to sign some document called "the Charter". This seems to indicate that she was associated with the rioters in some way, but also had courage to express her disagreement with them. The rioters complied with her demand, took the body down and buried it with the others. This confirms her influence on the rioters.

By late afternoon of July 19, life seemed to have returned to normal: the miners who remained at Hyde River had returned to work in the mines. Mayfield herself attended to her own business. She seems to have resented this pretense of normality after all the violence.

The narrator and other people, presumably those around Ben, gathered secretly in Hyde Hall after dark that night of July 19 to sign the Charter. The secrecy suggests that the Charter was something the public should not know about. This is confirmed by the fact that the signatories also took an oath of silence, forbidding them to speak about certain matters called "these things". It is not explained what "these things" were, but it seems reasonable to assume that they were related to the rioting and the Charter.

Mayfield wanted to talk about these events, but was kept by her oath from doing so. However, she felt she could write them down secretly in her diary, which she felt did not violate her oath, but which she considered a second-best. So she wrote this diary entry.

She felt no relief after the outward turmoil was over. She harboured a fear of the consequences of what she and the others had done. This probably included the signing of the Charter and taking the oath; she may also have felt a share in the responsibility of the rioting due to her association with the miners.

Since the author, Frank Peretti, presents this information from the diary to his readers at the beginning of the book, it must be relevant to the remainder of the book. Moreover, since it provides information about an oath and the author has entitled his book "The Oath", this information is likely to be of some importance. Peretti must have been aware that the diary entry fails to give information any reader would be interested in, such as what the cause of the rioting was, why the pastor was hanged, what the Charter was about and so forth. It therefore seems that he held this information back deliberately. It seems reasonable to assume that he will provide this information later in the book. Thus by keeping this information back at the beginning, he creates a feeling of suspense, which is a common practice by writers.

Conclusion

The intended meaning of a text goes far beyond what the text itself says. A comparison of the last synopsis with the text itself this clearly. The additional information is derived by inference in the search for optimal relevance. It should be remembered that although the synopses of the meaning communicated had to be given in textual form, the intended meaning of a text is not in itself a text, but a mental represenation of a state of affairs. Consequently, the intended meaning cannot show any significant resemblance to any structural aspect of the text, including any so-called "semantic structure".
















� For a discussion of this claim see Fodor ....


� I assume here that not everybody reads the blurb on the flaps of the jacket of the book. Of course, that would give some additional background. Familiarity with the author should not make too much of a difference since this book is rather different from other works of his.
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