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311
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address Bakhtin
1979 frame Bateson 1954
Goffman 1974
Bateson, G. 1955 “ A Theory of Play and
Fantasy” 1954 1972
“ means of speaking” Hymes

* In order to interpret utterances in accordance with the way in which they were intended,
a hearer must know what frame s/he is operating in, that is, whether the activity being
engaged is joking, chatting, lecturing or performing a play, to name just a few possibilities

familiar to our culture.” (Tannen, D. (1993), pg-18)

Goffman E. Frame Analysis
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Tannen D.
(1993)
interactive frames Frake(1977)
Hymes(1974) Goffman(1974)
knowledge schemas Minsky 1975 Chafe(1977)
Fillmore 1975 1976 2

Tannen(1993) interactive frames knowledge schemas

The interactive notion of frame refers to a definition of what is going on in interaction,
without which no utterance (or movement, or gesture) could be interpreted. It refers to a
sense of what activity is being engaged in, how speakers mean what they say. Whereas knowledge
schema is used to refer to participants expectations about people, objects, events and
settings in the world. As Hiedegger, M.(1962) said, the word “ hammer” can have no meaning

for someone who has never seen a hammer used. (Tannen, D. (1993), pg-59-60)

Tannen
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