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Last time we discussed page 101, we had the part "Linguistic Criticism". We said that when you're criticizing a poem or a novel, we deal with linguistics, for example, you see the structure of the sentence or the images or so on (this is the linguistic approach). And we mentioned two important names; Ferdinand de Saussure and Roman Jacobson. We also discussed some of the ideas of Saussure in the first paragraph of the page 101. We talked about his language definition, the vertical and the horizontal accesses to the language and how if we studied language through the ages, this is diachronic and if we studied it in one age this is synchronic. All these ideas are important because they influenced the critics that came after him. Then we started talking about Jacobson and his article "Linguistics and Poetics" and we know that Jacobson had another article, which is "The Dominant". Because these two articles are written by the same writers, there must be relations between them. In his article "Linguistics and Poetics", he shows the relations between linguistics and poetics. There was also a diagram in page 103 about "the components of communication act". We discussed each of the six components of communication. We said that there must be an addresser (the speaker or the writer), addressee (audience or reader), the message (the novel, article, etc), the context (the when and why), the contact (the means of contact; internet, telephone, etc) and the code (the language). There should be a code between the addressor and the addressee, not necessarily the language, it maybe something else as two people may speak the same language but still they cannot understand a certain expression for example. Another example is the abbreviations and short terms, and using special terms like idioms, using specialized terms. So the code is very important. 
The Functions of the Language

Today we will discuss the other half of the article (page 106). There is another diagram of six different words and the title of this diagram can be "the functions of language" or "the functions of any act of communication". Roman Jacobson was having a linguistic approach and he was interested in language. He said that any piece of language or number of sentences has six functions. We will notice that the names of the functions (in the diagram) are in the same places as the previous diagram. For example the word "emotive" is at the same place as "addresser". And the word "conative" is at the same place as "addressee", and "poetic" at the place of "the message", and so on. 

Any piece of language is supposed to have all of the six functions, but sometimes one is more important or dominant than the others. Suppose I'm writing a novel of a play, the poetic function would be the most important. There of course would be conative and emotive functions, but the poetic is like the most important one when we are talking about a literary text. 
The referential function:

It is the most important in scientific discourse or discourse about facts. If I'm referring to the window "this is a window", or a person "this is Sara", then we are using language to tell facts. So the referential function is when we use language to refer to things. It is used for referring to things. We do not use metaphors or similes, etc. This referential function is mainly in the scientific discourse.  It is not used for the beauty of the words (using a certain word because it sounds good or have many meanings, etc). It is mainly in science but it can also be used in anything. If a novelist wants to use referential language, and do not want to use images, then this novelist is using a referential style. There is no rule that says that a novelist cannot use a referential style. But most of the novelists and poets use the poetic function, but they can also use any other function they like. So, this is the referential.

The Emotive Function:

If the addresser (speaker or writer), is mainly interested in his own opinions, attitudes and feelings towards something, and all the speech is about this, then this is an emotive function. For example, a teacher of criticism is supposed to give lectures on criticism, but instead of talking about criticism, he/she kept talking about himself/herself, or their feelings and attitudes towards criticism. In this case, they are being emotive or using an emotive function. And the lecture would have an emotive function. It would not be a very good lecture because it depends on the purpose. The purpose of the lecture is not to talk about yourself. The purpose of the lecture is to be referential (to refer to an article in criticism for example or rules and critics). So if the teacher is more referential, then the lecture would be more successful. But if the teacher do not know anything about the lecture, then he/she would be talking about themselves and wasting time and they would be emotive. The students would benefit nothing from talking about teacher for two hours. This is not the referential function they are expecting.
The conative function:

The conative function's main interest is in the addressees. If the speaker keep talking about addressees and what they like and he made this the main part of the piece of language, then the addresser is being conative. The functions are not opposed to each other. Maybe the lecture has an emotive function, conative function or a referential function. But one function would be more important than the others. One function will take most of the time of the other functions. This would be the dominant function. Any piece of language can have all the functions but in different degrees. Sometimes the conative is more important, or the referential, etc. It is like when you read a paragraph and you say that number one in this paragraph is the referential, number two is the conative, number three is so and so, etc. In other paragraph, the order would be different depending on the piece of communication you have whether it is oral or written. So we are talking about communication acts, they do not have to deal all the time with language. The communication can be for example a painting. This painting can have a referential function (as when I draw someone as he is in the real life), then the communication here is mainly referential, but if I'm using my artistic talent, then it would be poetic. And if I ask the painted person how would you like to be painted, then I'm being conative because I'm doing what he wants. Or if I'm defending myself, and I don't care what he thinks, then I'm being mainly emotive. So the communication is not only language (it is mainly language), but it can be music, movie, painting, etc. And all the time you can be referential or emotive, etc. The director of the movie, for example can be referential or conative and so on. This is the main idea about language functions. When you read a novel, you expect it to be mainly about the poetic function (certain themes and characters and events and to be interesting and suspense), but of course a novel is also emotive (because there is an author and he is writing about his point of view) also the novel is conative (the writer is very much aware that the novel is going to be read by people; like when the writer write a novel f or children, then the conative function would be addressed to children), so the novel is mainly poetic but at the same time, it has  conative and emotive functions.

Phatic Function:

 The phatic function is in the place of the "contact". A piece of language can be mainly phatic in function. For example, if a novelist is telling the reader that he had so many troubles finding a publisher to publish this book, (the novelist is addressing the reader directly) then this part of the novel is phatic in function because the novelist is mainly interested in making a contact with the reader. Or when you have a date and you call and say your excuses, then you're being phatic. 
The metalingual function:

The word metalingual means "words talking about words" or "words talking about other parts of the language". For example, if you're reading in a dictionary, then the function of the language in the dictionary would be sometimes referential and sometimes metalingual because the dictionary sometimes tell the meaning and other times refer to the grammar. If the dictionary tells you the meaning of a certain word, and there is a picture about what the word means, then this is referential. But if it is telling that this word is referential and you can use it in the sentence in a certain way, then this is metalingual function. So, all the books of linguistics and grammar are mainly metalingual. If I'm writing a book of grammar and the main function of that book is metalingual, I can also be sometimes be poetic or emotive (for example if the writer mentions something about his wife or how he started to study grammar, it can be having some emotive paragraphs or pages. If he is addressing the reader and caring about him in certain parts, then these parts are conative. But mainly a book of grammar is expected mainly to be metalingual. There is a certain Faison in the modern novels (novels in the last ten or twenty years) to write certain pages having a metalingual function. For example; in the middle of a sentence, the novelist tells you that this word in the dictionary means so and so; "quotations from the dictionary", and then he says "but in my novel, I'll be using it as so and so". If he is doing this, then this paragraph or part is metalingual. He is not talking about events of the novel or characters, he is talking about language. So metalingual is when language talks about language. And when words talk about other words, like in grammar books or dictionaries, etc. 
These six functions of language are not separate. They are all (or most of them) are found in any piece of language or act in communication. But the difference is the ration different; (in a certain piece of language a certain function is 60%, and another function is 10% and so on). So the difference is in the ration, not in the fact that a certain type is found here, and another type there. 

A final example is that these two diagrams are interesting not only for those who study language, but also for people who study mass communication.  It helps them in how to communicate with people and how to manipulate them. They study for example that they may focus on a certain function in order to achieve a certain purpose. So these function are not only theoretical, they are very practical. These two diagrams are about real applications in our real life. For example, a certain president has problems of unemployment, poverty, etc in his country, and the people are very angry and restless and they ask the president to talk to them about the situation of the country. Then he will come and talk to them (this is an act of communication) and he will be giving them a speech of one or two hours (a very long speech in order not to comfort them and make them accept his rules). If he is a corrupt politician and he knows that he did nothing good for the country and he has nothing actually to say to them, then he will change the function of his speech. People expect him to give them a referential speech; (to refer to the problem, for example we have an unemployment problem but we are doing so and so to solve it). But that president did not do this referential function and spent all the time talking about nice words that at the end of the day does not mean anything to solve the problem. Then this president is tricking them. They are listening for one hour or two and at the end, they did not get any information they were looking for because that president substituted the referential function they were expecting by the poetic function.
So, the functions of language are important when people are analyzing speeches of presidents or watching news, or reading literature, they use these diagrams. So in this article, Roman Jacobson is saying I'm a linguistic critic and I care very much about communication acts and there are six components of any communication act, and he makes a diagram that shows those six components. There are also six functions of language and he makes another diagram that shows them. Because he is a Russian formalist, and he is mainly concerned with the text; he is mainly concerned with the content (when it comes to the components of the language), and when it comes to the functions of the language, he is interested in the poetic function. He knows that there are five other functions, but his main interest is about the poetic function of the literary message. He can study any of the other five functions, but he is not interested in doing this. 

Page 107, there is a conclusion that sums up the analysis of poetry; these lines are about the definition of poetics. Poetics as a word is very rich; it has multiple meanings. And Jacobson here is mentioning one of these meanings. He is saying that "the analysis of verse is entirely within the competence of poetics, and the latter may be defined as that part of linguistics which treats the poetic function in its relationship to the other functions of language ". 
Notice:

By "the latter" means "the poetics"

So it is a part of a part of linguistics. It is the part that studies the poetic function, not separately, but in relation with other functions. And he is saying also about poetics that "Poetics in the wider sense of the word deals with the poetic function not only in poetry, where this function is superimposed upon the other functions of language, but also outside of poetry, when some other function is superimposed upon the poetic function."
He is saying that if we are talking about the poetry. he says that the poetic function is the most important function in poetry or in literature in general, but we also have the other functions. And if we are talking about a non literary text, then the poetic function will not be dominant, other functions would be more important than it. So, as formalists, they can study any text, but they are interested in the literary texts, in which the poetic function is the most important, but the other functions are already there. So in any text, if the poetic function is the most important, then this is a literary text, unless there is a deception. (The examples of the teacher that give an emotive lecture and the politician that give a poetic speech). So you can choose any of the functions according to what you want to the purpose of the addresser.   
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