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Functional Discourse Grammar (FDG) (De Groot & Hengeveld eds. 2005; Hengeveld & Mackenzie forthc., in prep.) is a new version of Functional Grammar (FG) (Dik 1997). It is characterized by the following properties:

(i) 
FDG models the grammatical competence of individual language users. It is envisaged as the grammatical component, alongside a conceptual, a contextual, and an output component, of a larger model of the language user;

(ii) 
FDG takes the discourse act as its basic unit of analysis. It is thus a discourse rather than a sentence grammar and is capable of handling discourse acts both larger and smaller than a sentence;

(iii) 
FDG distinguishes an interpersonal, a representational, a structural, and a phonological level of linguistic organization;

(iv) 
FDG orders these levels in a top-down fashion. It starts with the representation of the linguistic manifestations of the speaker's intentions at the interpersonal level, and gradually works down to the phonological level;

(v) 
FDG structures each of the levels of linguistic organization hierarchically.

By organizing the grammar in this way, FDG takes the functional approach to language to its logical extreme: within the top-down organization of the grammar, pragmatics governs semantics, pragmatics and semantics govern morphosyntax, and pragmatics, semantics and morphosyntax govern phonology. This organization furthermore enables FDG to be a discourse grammar rather than a sentence grammar, since the relevant units of communicative behaviour form its point of departure, whether they are expressed as sentences or not. Since the model strictly separates the interpersonal, representational, morphosyntactic, and phonological characteristics of every discourse act in terms of different levels, the interaction between these levels of linguistic organization can be studied systematically. 

At the interpersonal level the hierarchical structure given in (1) applies:

(1)
(M1: [(A1: [ILL (P1) S (P2) A (C1: [...(T1) (R1)...] (C1))] (A1))] (M1))

The hierarchically highest unit of analysis given here is the move (M), which may contain one or more discourse acts (A). A discourse act is organized on the basis of an illocutionary frame (ILL), which has two speech act participants (P, the speaker S and the addressee A) and the communicated content C evoked by the speaker as its arguments. The communicated content, in turn, contains a varying number of ascriptive (T) and referential (R) acts. Note that the latter two units are operative at the same layer, i.e. there is no hierarchical relation between them. In general, then, at the interpersonal level units are analysed in terms of their communicative function.

The various levels of linguistic organization are all hierarchical in nature, and are displayed as a layered structure. In its maximal form the general structure of layers within levels is as follows:

(2)
(Π α1: [(complex) head] (α1): Σ (α1)) Φ
Here α1 represents the variable of the relevant layers, which is restricted by a possibly complex head and further restricted by one or more optional modifiers Σ, and/or is further specified by an operator Π and/or a function Φ. Modifiers represent lexical strategies, operators and functions grammatical strategies. The difference between the latter two is that functions are relational while operators are not.

In this paper I will make a first attempt of an overview of possible frames (cf. (3)), lexical heads, operators (Π), modifiers (Σ), and functions (Φ) which apply on the interpersonal level relevant to a FDG of Hungarian. The paper also addresses the values ILL(ocution) can have.
An example of a lexical head of an Act may be jaj. Note that Expressives do not assume an Addressee and have no Communicated Content. They take the following frame:
(3)
Discourse Act; lexical filler


(ΠA1: [ΠF1: Lex [Intj] (F1)) (P1) S] (A1))


jaj
Operators on (P2) A may be non-honorific and honorific, the choice of which will result in the use of second versus third person. Functions of (R1) may be Topic or Focus, whereas indefiniteness and definiteness will apply as operators of (R1). The framework may also host elements such as hát, persze, ja, etc.
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