University of Mosul
College of Education for Humanities
Department of English Language

Summative and Resumptive Modifiers in
English Grammar: An Eclectic Approach

Ahmed Salih Abdullah Saeed

Master Thesis
Linguistics and English Language Teaching

Supervised by
Asst. Prof.

Dr. Ismael F. Hussain AL-Bajjari

2021 A.D 1443 A.H



Abstract

The summative and resumptive modifiers are two crucial devices in the
English linguistic system that contribute significantly to the clarity and cohesion
of texts. They are addressed by several major theories of grammar and are
presented in a variety of ways. The majority of grammar books and studies
concentrate on a single type of these devices without mentioning the others, and
there is no theoretical model that attempts to unify, within a single framework,
all of the ways in which summation and resumption can be established in texts.
Therefore, one of the primary research questions is: 'What are the linguistic
expressions for summarizing and resuming texts in English?'. This study, then,
seeks to address all of these types and examines their use in written and spoken
formal English texts. It also tries to distinguish between all of the types in terms

of form and use.

It is hypothesized that whenever summative and resumptive modifiers are
used, there is a range of units that are summarized and resumed and this range
could either be the length of a clause, a sentence, a paragraph or a whole topic
unit. Additionally, it is hypothesized that the meaning of the summative and
resumptive modifiers can be extended to adjacent units to include the following

sentences.

This study adopts a model that combines the frameworks proposed by Quirk,
Greenbaum, Leech and Svartvik (1985) and Halliday and Hasan (1976). It
follows a qualitative approach for analysing the data. The data fall into two
registers: journal articles and books. The study has revealed that such a variation
of register can actually affect the use of such devices. Additionally, the study has
corroborated the aforementioned hypotheses. Thus, this study contributes to our
understanding of these devices and makes pedagogical recommendations related

to cohesion and writing techniques.
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