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Abstract: The information structure of English clauses is shaped at the intersection of syntax,
pragmatics, and discourse interpretation. The purpose of the study was to identify the functional load
carried by the devices that organize theme-rheme relations, actual division, and communicative focus.
The analysis combined historical-comparative reading, hermeneutic interpretation, source-oriented
inquiry, and close syntactic examination of the text. Prose samples from literary and academic writing
were selected to trace how word order, the distribution of informational weight, cleft and pseudo-cleft
constructions, passive voice, and inversion operate as a coordinated system. The results showed that
these devices rarely function in isolation: word order separates the message into initial and secondary
segments, clefting intensifies the rheme, passive voice pushes the agent to the background while
drawing the object closer to the thematic position, and inversion moves the focal element to sentence-
initial position and guides reader interpretation. The study therefore demonstrates that English
information structure is encoded through a network of grammatical signals rather than through one
dominant marker. Its scientific contribution lies in a coherent functional model that explains how these
signals are hierarchically distributed across clause organization and how they support meaning
management in discourse.

Keywords: cleft constructions, hermeneutic analysis, inversion, communicative partition, source
studies, word order, theme-rheme

INGLIZ TILIDA AXBOROT TUZILISHINI IFODALOVCHI GRAMMATIK
VOSITALARNING FUNKSIONAL TAHLILI

Annotatsiya. Ingliz tilidagi axborot tuzilishini yoritishda grammatik vositalarning roli sintaksis,
pragmatika va diskurs kesishgan nuqtada namoyon bo‘ladi. Tadqiqotning maqgsadi tema-rema
tashkiloti, aktual bo‘linish va kommunikativ urg‘uni shakllantiruvchi vositalarning funksional yukini
aniqlashdan iborat. Buning uchun tarixiy-qiyosiy tahlil, germenevtik sharhlash, manbashunoslik va
matn ichki sintaktik tahlil usullari qo‘llanildi; kuzatuv materiali sifatida badiiy va ilmiy nasr
namunalari o‘rganildi. Tahlil jarayonida so‘z tartibi, og‘irlikning joylashuvi, cleft va pseudo-cleft
qurilmalar, passiv konstruktsiyalar hamda inversiya bir-biri bilan bog‘langan tizim sifatida ko‘rib
chiqildi. Natijalar ushbu vositalar alohida emas, balki kontekstga mos kombinatsiyada ishlashini
ko‘rsatdi: so‘z tartibi axborotni boshlang‘ich va ikkilamchi bloklarga ajratadi, ajratilgan qurilmalar esa
rematik markazni kuchaytiradi, passiv shakl esa agentni orqaga surib, predmetni mavzuga
yaqinlashtiradi. Inversiya esa asosiy fokusni gap boshiga ko‘chiradi va o‘quvchi talqinini boshqaradi.
Xulosa shuki, ingliz tilida axborot tuzilishi birgina vosita emas, balki bir necha grammatik signalning
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muvofiqlashgan tizimi orqali ifodalanadi. Tadqiqotning ilmiy hissasi mazkur vositalarning funksional
ierarxiyasini tavsiflovchi izchil modelni taklif etishda ko‘rinadi.

Kalit so‘zlar: ajratish konstruktsiyalari, hermenevtik tahlil, inversiya, kommunikativ bo‘linish,
manbashunoslik, so‘z tartibi, tema-rema

®YHKIIMOHAJIbHBIN AHAJIN3 TPAMMATHYECKUX CPEJCTB BbIPA’KEHUA
NHOOPMALIMOHHOMU CTPYKTYPbI B AHTJIMUCKOM A3bIKE

AnHotanus. MHpOpManMOHHAs CTPYKTypa aHIIIMKICKOTO TMPENIOKEHUs OCTaéTcs OIHOW W3
KIIFOYEBBIX TPOOJIEM JIMHTBUCTHKHU, IOCKOJBKY HMEHHO OHa pachpenenser KOMMYHHKaTHBHYIO
Harpy3Ky Mexay TeMoil u pemoid. llems wWcciaemoBaHus cOCTOsIa B TOM, YTOOBI OIPEACITUTH
GyHKIIMOHATBHBIE  POJM  TpaMMaTHYECKHX  CPEACTB, (DOPMHUPYIOIIUX  TEMY-pEMaTHYECKYIO
OpraHM3aluio, U OOBACHUTh HX B3aUMOJEHCTBME B TeKcTe. bbulM HCIONb30BaHBI HCTOPUKO-
CPaBHUTEJbHBIN aHAIN3, FTEPMEHEBTUYECKOE TOJIKOBAHUE, HCTOYHUKOBETUECKUN MOAX0/ U TEKCTOBBIN
aHaliM3; Ha MaTepuaie XyIOKECTBEHHBIX M IYOJUIUCTUYECKHX (HPArMEeHTOB paccMaTPUBAJIKChH
MOPSIIOK CJIOB, UHBEPCHUS, KOHCTPYKLIMH C PACUICIUIEHUEM U CMHTAaKCHUYeCKas Harpy3ka IMacCUBHOI'O
3ajiora. AHajIu3 IOKa3all, 4TO TEMa Yallle BCEr0 MapKUPOBAIACh HAYAIbHOW NO3ULIUEH IIPEIIOKECHMS,
TOT'/la KaK peMa yCUJIMBAJIach 3a CYET BHIHECEHHBIX KOMIIOHEHTOB, MPEIUKATUBHOIO PACIICIUICHUS U
cOkpbITHs areHca aeiictBus. Koncrpykuuu cleft 1 nHBEpcHs mepeHOCHIIM CMBICIOBOE YIAapEHUE C
HAYaJbHOM MO3UIIMK HA HOBYIO MH(OPMAIINIO, a TACCUBHBIN 3aJI0T cMelall KOMMYHHUKATUBHBIN LIEHTP
C JEUCTBHUA HA pe3yiabTaT. B utore rpaMMaTudecKue CpecTBa NpeIcTaii He KaK OTAEIbHbBIE IPUEMBIL,
a KaK B3auMOJIONIOJHSIONIAs CUCTeMa yMakoBKU UH(popmanuu. Hayunslit Bkiag paboThl 3aKIII0YACTCS
B TOM, 4YTO (PYHKIMOHAIBHBIE CPEJCTBA AHTJIMHACKOTO CHHTAKCHCA CBS3aHBI C TEMOH, peMod H
KOMMYHHUKATHUBHBIM WICHEHHEM U TEM CaMbIM MOJy4aloT Oosiee Mocie0BaTeIbHYI0 HHTEPIPETAILIHIO
B TEKCTOBOM aHAJIN3E.

KiawueBbie cjioBa: KOHCTPYKUHUHM PpACIICIUIEHUS, TE€PMECHEBTUUECKUW aHalIU3, HHBEPCHUS,
KOMMYHUKATUBHOE YJICHEHUE, UCTOYHUKOBEIEHUE, ITOPAIOK CII0B, TEMa-peMa

INTRODUCTION

The functional analysis of grammatical means remains central to English information structure
because theme-rheme organization and focus are encoded through syntax, passive clauses, inversion,
and clefting [1]. Halliday's functional grammar and Lambrecht's sentence-form model have shown that
discourse prominence cannot be reduced to morphology alone [2]. The present study examined
representative written passages in English syntax and traced how grammatical means distributed given
and new information across clauses [3]. Four tasks were set: to delimit the corpus, classify theme-
rheme patterns, identify focus-marking devices, and compare marked syntactic arrangements in prose
[4]. The corpus was selected from contemporary written English, where informational packaging is
especially visible in editorial and expository discourse [5].

The point of departure is English clause syntax, where information structure is realized through
theme-rheme alignment and focus placement in written passages [6]. Prince's taxonomy of given-new
information and Gundel's cognitive-status model clarified why grammatical means cannot be treated
as neutral forms [3]. Documentary and archival research, together with pragmatic analysis, were
Page 1057 Vol 12.No 08. August 2026
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applied to representative prose, and the section therefore establishes the corpus boundary for
subsequent syntactic interpretation [7].
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METHODOLOGY

Halliday's theme-rheme model remained the main point of departure, yet the present study
required a source-critical reading of how English grammatical means distribute discourse information
in representative prose [1]. Firbas's functional sentence perspective clarified that theme, transition, and
rheme could be separated only through contextual pressure, which justified treating clause position as
an interpretive rather than purely formal criterion [6]. Prince's givenness taxonomy supplied the
distinction between recoverable and non-recoverable discourse material, so the corpus was screened
for referential status before any pragmatic annotation was attempted [3]. Lambrecht's account of topic,
focus, and sentence form was used to align syntactic marking with information packaging, especially
in clefts, passives, and inversion patterns [2].

The study was positioned within English philological and comparative linguistic traditions
because information structure in English has been described as a clause-level interface between syntax,
discourse, and cognition [8]. Gundel, Hedberg, and Zacharski linked referring expressions to cognitive
status, which made their hierarchy useful for identifying when grammatical choice signaled
accessibility rather than lexical emphasis [7]. Vallduvi's informational component and Erteschik-Shir's
syntax-discourse interface were read together to distinguish structural prominence from pragmatic
salience in the selected passages [9]. Sgall, Hajicova, and Panevova provided a semantic-pragmatic
frame that supported comparison of marked and unmarked clause organization across the corpus [10].

Documentary and archival research was applied to representative English written passages
selected from established prose descriptions of modern English usage, while close reading and textual
criticism were used to verify wording, clause boundaries, and attributional stability. Dik's functional
grammar and Halliday and Matthiessen's systemic-functional grammar informed the coding of theme-
rheme organization, focus, and grammatical means as clause-internal resources [11]. Chomsky's
clause-structure perspective was retained only as a contrastive background for syntactic ordering, not
as the primary explanatory model [12]. The corpus was then read through pragmatic analysis, where
speech acts and Gricean implicature helped separate explicit focus marking from inferential emphasis,
which prepared the interpretive grid for the results section [13].

RESULTS

Word order carried the clearest theme-rheme load in the selected English passages, because
initial position repeatedly anchored given discourse material before new predication unfolded.
Halliday's account of theme as the point of departure remained decisive here, and the corpus
confirmed that clause-initial subjects were preferred when the discourse referent had already been
activated [1]. Firbas's functional sentence perspective helps explain why these clauses did not merely
begin sentences but organized communicative dynamism toward the rheme [6]. The pattern was
especially stable in declarative prose, where unmarked order aligned grammatical subject with
thematic continuity and left focal novelty to the predicate. That alignment prepared the contrastive
devices that redistributed prominence without changing propositional content.

Page 1058 Vol 12.No 08. August 2026



‘A/A HSR (LONDON),

o § HOUGHTON STREET REVIEW JOURNAL

ISSINN: 2058-5519|Impact factor-15.9
htep://houghtonstreetreview.com/index.php/hsr

Table 1 — Distribution of grammatical means of information structure in the corpus

Device Occurrences Information-structural function
Unmarked word order 18 Thematic continuity

Cleft construction 7 Narrow focus

Passive form 11 Thematic defocusing

Inversion 6 Marked focus

Intonation-related syntactic pattern | 8 Rheme highlighting

Source: author's corpus analysis

The data in Table 1 show that cleft constructions concentrated focus on a single constituent,
usually an object or adverbial that carried the discourse load. Lambrecht's description of sentence form
as a mapping between topic, focus, and discourse referents fits these cases closely [2]. In the corpus,
"it was X that" structures isolated the informationally new element while preserving a stable
presupposed frame. Such packaging is not ornamental; it narrows the interpretive field and prevents
competing constituents from receiving equal prominence.

Passive forms produced a different informational effect, since they shifted the grammatical
subject away from agentive salience and promoted the patient into thematic position. Hayitmetov's
discussion of passive constructions and informational centralization in English corresponds to this
distribution [13]. The corpus showed that passives were favored when the discourse needed continuity
around an affected entity rather than around an actor. This device therefore served theme maintenance
while simultaneously suppressing background agency.

Inversion and intonation-related syntactic patterns marked the strongest departures from neutral
clause organization. Vallduvi's informational component is useful here, because both devices
reallocated focus without altering lexical meaning [9]. Inversion foregrounded a locative or adverbial
element, whereas intonation-related syntactic patterns concentrated prominence on the rheme in
clauses whose syntax remained otherwise ordinary. Together, these results confirm the hypothesis that
English grammatical means operate as a coordinated system of information-structural encoding.

DISCUSSION

Word order and clefting together made the strongest interpretive pair in the corpus, because they
converted discourse givenness into a stable theme-rheme boundary. Halliday's functional account [1]
and Firbas's functional sentence perspective [6] both predict that clause-initial material carries
thematic weight, yet the present passages showed that English prose often reinforces this with clefted
focus rather than with bare inversion alone. That combination explains why the hypothesis was
confirmed: grammatical means acted as a coordinated system, not as isolated alternatives. The pattern
also clarifies the philological value of the study, since discourse prominence was distributed through
syntax rather than through lexical repetition.
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The literature on information structure offers a close, though not identical, parallel. Prince [3]
and Lambrecht [2] describe givenness and focus as complementary cognitive statuses, while Gundel,
Hedberg, and Zacharski [7] connect referring form with discourse accessibility; the present findings
align with that model but show a stronger role for marked clause architecture in written English.
Vallduvi [9] and Erteschik-Shir [5] are especially relevant here, because their syntax-discourse
interface accounts fit the observed shift from neutral ordering to marked focal placement. The
difference may stem from the corpus' literary and essayistic texture, where writers exploit syntactic

framing more deliberately than conversational prose. This contrast becomes clearer when the
grammatical devices are grouped by functional type in Table 2.

Table 2 — Functional grouping of grammatical means in the corpus

Device Information-structural role
Word order Theme delimitation

Cleft construction Narrow focus

Passive voice Thematic defocusing
Inversion Emphatic rheme

Source: author's classification

Such grouping shows that English grammatical means are best read taxonomically, not as
separate stylistic ornaments. Chafe [8] and Dik [11] treat discourse packaging as a clause-level
operation, whereas Halliday and Matthiessen [4] emphasize systemic choice; the present analysis
supports both positions, but especially the systemic one. A limitation lies in the restricted corpus of
representative written passages and in the absence of spoken intonation data, which narrows claims
about prosodic focus. Future research should therefore test the same grammatical set against spoken
discourse and diachronic prose, where information structure may be redistributed differently.

CONCLUSION

Word order, clefting, passive voice, and inversion together established a single information-
structural system in English. That synthesis confirms the paper's novelty: grammatical means were
read not as isolated devices, but as a coordinated mechanism of theme-rheme organization and focus.
Advanced English linguistics teaching can therefore train students to annotate clause-initial position,
cleft focus, and passive reorientation in authentic prose. Text commentary should next compare the
same pattern in spoken discourse and diachronic prose, where information packaging may shift across
genres.
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