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1
Introduction

Contrast is not only “one of those general conceptions we all are acquainted with” (Rudolph 1996: 3), it is also an important notion in linguistics both for studies of information structure (e.g. Chafe 1976, Umbach 2004) and for studies of discourse structure (e.g. de Hoop & de Swart 2004, Umbach 2004, Couper-Kuhlen & Kortmann 2000). However, such studies often seem to focus more on the semantics than on the discourse functions of contrast, and corpus-based research still appears relatively rare (but see Rudolph 1996, Salkie & Oates 1999). By contrast, this paper uses a specialised corpus of newspaper discourse as the basis for an analy​sis of the distribution and discourse functions of but, concentrating on its evaluative function.

2
Contrast and evaluation
Broadly speaking, contrast is a notion that involves a comparison based on similarity and dif​ference (de Hoop & de Swart 2004: 87) and can be indicated with the help of a variety of lin​guistic devices expressing contrast, e.g. adversative connectors. The prototypical and most frequent adversative conjunction in English is but, which is characterised by a “high fre​quency and wide range of semantic application” (Rudolph 1996: 244). When we look at tra​ditional research on but, a number of different meanings have been distinguished (see Ru​dolph 1996 for an overview), the most important ones being ‘semantic opposition’ (John is tall, but Bill is short) and ‘denial of expectation’ (John is tall but he’s no good at basketball), which derive from Lakoff’s seminal paper on conjunction (Lakoff 1971: 133).
 In both of these usages but can be regarded as essentially expressing an evaluation on the part of the speaker in terms of the expectedness of an event: it “assume[s] a common ground between reader and writer in terms of what is expected or unexpected” (Thompson & Hunston 2000: 9). This has repeatedly been pointed out in research (e.g. Greenbaum 1969: 250, Quirk et al 1985: 935, Rudolph 1996: 9, Biber et al 1999: 1047). As such, but expressing contrast or de​nial of expectation clearly has a pragmatic-evaluative function. This evaluative function be​comes particularly apparent in the following examples, where but “mark[s] a situation which is in contrast to some model that serves as a norm” (Lakoff 1987: 81):

(a)
Normal:
She is a mother, but she isn‘t a housewife.
(b)
Strange:
She is a mother, but she is a housewife.

(c)
Normal:
She is a mother, but she has a job.

(d)
Strange:
She is a mother, but she doesn‘t have a job.

(from Lakoff 1987: 81) 
The ‘strangeness’ of examples (1b) and (1d) derives from the fact that there is a social stereotype which assumes that a typical mother is at the same time a housewife and that being a mother/housewife does not constitute ‘real’ work (Lakoff 1987: 80-81). As Quirk et al note, the notion of unexpectedness that is expressed by but crucially “depends on our presupposi​tions and our experience of the world” (Quirk et al 1985: 935). These presuppositions can presumably be subjective or intersubjective, stereotypical or more ‘factual’. For instance, it is clear that in Lakoff’s example John is a Republican, but you can trust Bill “[t]he acceptability of this sentence […] does not stem from necessarily inherent properties of Republicans, but rather from the speaker’s feelings about Republicans, based on personal prejudice.” (Lakoff 1971: 132). 


On account of its status as a coordinating conjunction, but can be used by speakers to express evaluation very subtly and inexplicitly (Thompson & Hunston 2000: 9). With this evaluative function of contrastive but in mind it is interesting to compare its usage in the news story, a genre/text type that is traditionally assumed to be objective and impersonal (on such assumptions and their critique see White 1998: 1f; Gruber 1993: 469, Bell 1991: 212 and the various contributions of Critical Discourse Analysis). While I will elaborate on the discourse functions of but in detail in section 4, the following section provides some general informa​tion on the distribution of contrastive evaluators in the corpus.

3 
General distribution of but
The corpus used for the analysis consists of 100 “hard news” (Bell 1991: 14) stories taken from ten British national newspapers: five broadsheets (The Financial Times, The Guardian, The Independent, The Times, The Daily Telegraph) and five tabloids (The Sun, The Star, The Daily Mail, The Daily Mirror, The Daily Ex​press). Although the corpus is rather small (see appendix 1), there are 208 overall occurrences of but (a frequency of about 3 per 1000 words). The average frequency of but is clearly higher in the tabloids:
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Figure 1: distribution of but

However, this does not indicate automatically that there are in general more evaluations of contrast in the tabloids than in the broadsheets. Rather, the distribution of but tells us some​thing about the stylistic variety of the newspapers concerned. By stylistic variety I mean the extent to which texts use different lexico-grammatical expressions as evaluators. For instance, a text which employs but, however, yet and while as evaluators of contrast has a greater sty​listic variety than a text of the same length in which we can only find but and however. To complete the picture here is a comparison of broadsheets and tabloids in terms of all identified contrastive evaluators:
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Figure 2: broadsheets



Figure 3: tabloids
As can be seen from these graphs, there are more different contrastive evaluators in the broad​sheets (15 including but) than in the tabloids (12 including but). 73.2% of all contrastive evaluation in the tabloids is expressed by but, in contrast to only 62.7% in the broadsheets. The stylistic variety in the broadsheet is thus greater than in the tabloids. Finally, when we compare the total number of all contrastive evaluators we find that there are in fact more con​trasts in the tabloids (4.7 per 1000 words) than in the broadsheets (4.1 per 1000 words).

In conclusion, then, the higher frequency of but in the tabloid subcorpus reflects two dif​ferent tendencies: (1) there is less stylistic variety in the tabloids than in the broadsheets, and (2) there are more contrastive evaluators in general in the tabloids than in the broadsheets. From a functional viewpoint, the higher frequency of but in the tabloids may be explained by the fact that but is very frequent in ordinary conversation (Biber et al 1999: 81-82), and that according to the principle of “audience design” (Bell 1991: 104), the tabloids aim to represent a more casual, more spoken-like style than broadsheets. The crucial question is whether we can conclude from this finding that the tabloids are more evaluative in terms of contrast than the broadsheets. I will come back to this question in section 5, after providing a discussion of the possible discourse functions of but in the next section.
4
Discourse functions of but

When we examine all occurrences of but in the corpus we find that the majority of buts occur in the context of attributed (Sinclair 1988, Hunston 2000), or reported propositions. (For the purposes of this paper attributions comprise attributed wishes, intentions, beliefs, expec​tations, knowledge, thoughts and speech. Included as attributing expressions are verbs that only report a speech act such as defer, adjourn, consent to, though these are borderline cases.) In total, there is an attributed proposition in S1 or S2 (i.e. the sentences/clauses pre​ceding or following but) in 126 (60.1%) occurrences of but. Of the 82 occurrences of but that do not involve attribution, 26 occurrences (12.5%) may be said to constitute ‘semantic oppo​sition’, 45 (21.6%) occurrences probably relate to ‘denial of expectation’, 9 (4.3%) are ‘nar​rative’, and 2 (1%) are ‘epistemic’. 
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Figure 4: Usages of but in the corpus

This predominance of attributions is in fact not surprising since it is a central feature of news stories that they consist of embedded talk (Bell 1991: 53). Before looking at but and attribu​tion in more detail below I shall comment in some detail on the other usages of but in the fol​lowing paragraphs, elaborating on ‘semantic opposition’, ‘denial of expectation’, ‘narrative’, and ‘epistemic’ but.
4.1 Semantic opposition but
The category of semantic opposition but or “contrastive” (Salkie & Oates 1999: 32) but is usually concerned with the contrasting of antonyms. However, as Lakoff observes, “the no​tion of antonymy must be extended considerably in applying it to the semantic opposition use of but” (Lakoff 1971: 134). Thus, I include all instances of but in this category where but is primarily used for “contrasting […] states, events, or people, one against the other” (Peterson 1986: 585). Hence these examples were considered to contain contrastive but:

2) Much of the applause was orchestrated but was clearly genuine nonetheless as MPs voiced their sympa​thy with the leader after a torrid week. (Times) (orchestrated vs. genuine)

3) Axelle did not know the man but recognised his superstar girlfriend immediately. (Sun) (did not know vs. recognised)

4) There may have been another minor health issue affecting Ferdinand as well but his main concern was over the more sensitive complaint. (Express) (minor vs. main)

In these three examples there is a clear contrast between two opposing states of affairs. In (2) the difference between orchestrated and genuine additionally includes an opposite evaluative value: orchestrated has the potential to be used negatively, whereas genuine has the potential to be used positively. In this example, more weight is placed on the positive evaluation ex​pressed by genuine with the help of the epistemically reinforcing adverb clearly, which strengthens the evaluation. The evaluation is also reinforced by the adverbial clause (as … week), which gives evidence for the writer’s evaluation (voiced can be considered an eviden​tial expression). Examples (3) and (4) do not express positive or negative evaluation; rather the evaluation appears limited to the notion of expectedness. But is here used to link parts of the text, producing cohesion and thus contributing to the establishment of coherence by the reader. 
Most of the other examples which were included in this category involve semantic oppo​sition less clearly, consisting of the contrasting of modalities, states of affairs and countries (England and Wales vs. Scotland). For example:

5) Party bosses are determined to use yesterday’s conference triumph to crack down on the plotters. They will be summoned to a meeting with Chief Whip David Maclean. Certain to be called in is John Ma​ples, the former Treasury Minister named as one of the plotters trying to oust Mr Duncan Smith. But other MPs ‘clearly identified’ as working against the leader could also be carpeted. (Mail)

6) The mammoth French inquiry finally concluded that the deaths of Diana and Dodi Fayed in Paris's Pont d'Alma tunnel were caused by chauffeur Henri Paul's high-speed drunk driving. Tests found he was driving at almost 70mph and was more than three times over the legal alcohol limit. But the out​come of the biggest road accident investigation in French legal history could have been dramatically different if the letter, last night described as "dynamite", had been handed to the Paris authorities [by Burrell]. (Express)

7) Executives from the 1922 committee of Tory backbenchers will debate next Wednesday how to deal with the possibility that 25 MPs may back a vote of no confidence in their leader. A challenge is by no means certain. But if it goes ahead, it will undermine opposition to the government at the very mo​ment Tony Blair faces his toughest test - the Hutton inquiry report into the death of David Kelly. (FT)

8) Since a devastating bombing of the United Nations headquarters in Baghdad in August that killed 22 peo​ple, security measures have been stepped up across the city. That has led to increasingly ambitious but often poorly executed attacks by those loyal to Saddam Hussein. (Telegraph)

9) There was nothing about the economy - still Labour's strongest card - but he hit the hot buttons on asy​lum, Europe, where he will campaign harder for a constitutional referendum, and the threat of still higher taxes, to warm applause. (Guardian)

10) There was nothing about the economy - still Labour's strongest card - but he hit the hot buttons on asy​lum, Europe, where he will campaign harder for a constitutional referendum, and the threat of still higher taxes, to warm applause. But the lingering controversy within the speech may come from the tone of his attack on Mr Blair and on Charles Kennedy, the Liberal Democrat leader, whose urge to raise taxes would not extend to wines and spirits, Mr Duncan Smith quipped. (Guardian)

11) Some reports suggested that the Baghdad Hotel was used by private contractors working for US intelli​gence. American men wearing civilian clothes but carrying rifles were at the scene following the attack. (Telegraph)

12) She was brought into the dock handcuffed and initially showed the bravado she had displayed during her trial last month as she grinned and waved to friends in the public gallery, dressed in a shabby black tracksuit and red scarf. But when judge Jacqueline Rebeyrotte announced the sentence of four years in the notorious Versailles women’s prison, MacDonald’s head slumped in shock and she sighed audibly. (Mail)

In order to treat these as semantic opposition, we have to assume a contrast between:

	(5)
	certain
	could (i.e. possible)

	(6)
	the factual outcome of the investigation
	the hypothetical outcome of the investiga​tion (what could have happened)

	(7)
	by no means certain
	(contingent) will (i.e. certain)

	(8)
	ambitious
	poorly executed

	(9)
	There was nothing about 
	he hit the hot buttons on (i.e. there was something about)

	(10)
	warm applause
	the lingering controversy

	(11)
	wearing civilian clothes
	carrying rifles (civilian-military contrast)

	(12)
	showed the bravado, she grinned and waved
	head slumped in shock and she sighed 


Some of these examples seem to express or imply additional evaluations beyond expectation. Thus, example (6) appears to indicate the writer’s opinion that Burrell should have shown the letter to the police. In example (10), warm applause can be considered positive, whereas lin​gering controversy is rather negative. Example (11) perhaps implies that the reports which state that US intelligence men were staying at Baghdad hotel are correct, and example (12) seems to express a sense of Schadenfreude towards Macdonald (reinforced by the negative evaluative force of bravado). 

In summary, contrasting two states of affairs with the help of but may simply be a way of connecting text, allowing the writer to present the ‘facts’ of the news story in a cohesive and coherent way. Although the contrast may be said to be ‘given’ in the contrasted propositions, it is still the speaker who “decides to present the sector of reality he has in mind as being composed of two opposed entities.” (Rudolph 1996: 9). However, we have seen that contrast may indicate additional evaluations, and thereby may contribute to the expression of bias and the manipulation of the reader.
4.2 Denial of expectation but
It must be pointed out first of all that there is no clear dividing line between semantic opposi​tion but and denial of expectation but. However, with denial of expectation but the proposi​tion in S2 (p2) does not stand in direct contrast to the proposition in S1 (p1) but rather refutes an expectation or a conclusion that could be inferred from p1. Compare example 13:

13) The Israeli military also mounted two air strikes on Gaza overnight, but both were on empty houses and there were no casualties. (Indy)

In this example p1 could trigger an expectation by the reader that there were casualties, since, according to our world knowledge, this is a natural outcome of an air strike. P2 directly refu​tes this expectation, by mentioning that the air strikes were on empty houses and did therefore not result in damage or casualties. The difference between semantic opposition and denial of expectation can thus best be explained in terms of the notion of conventional implicature (Grice 1975, Bublitz 2001: 196). It would seem that only in the denial of expectation usage of but does it involve a conventionalised implicature, expressing not a direct contrast between p1 and p2, but a contrast between p2 and an implied proposition p3.
 For the purposes of this paper, the implied proposition in p3 can be an expectation or a conclusion. I hence include argumentative usages of but as expressing denials of expectation.
 Here are some examples where the proposition in p3 appears to be a conclusion rather than an expectation (though the actual difference between conclusion and expectation may be difficult to pinpoint):
14) Odds on a showdown are longer this morning, [conclusion: there will not be a showdown] but the truce is still fragile, despite Mr Duncan Smith's warning to critics: "Don't work for Tony Blair, get on board or get out of the way." (Guardian)

15) Mr Blair was forced to suspend Stormont last October amid allegations of an IRA spy ring, [conclu​sion: it was no surprise that the deal collapsed] but the collapse of this deal is a particular shock be​cause it comes after intense negotiations between unionists and republicans and what seemed to be the budding of unprecedented trust between Mr Trimble and Mr Adams who have had more than a dozen face-to-face meetings in recent weeks. (Guardian)

16) The Mirror blanked out the identity of the person - thought to be a security officer - named by the prin​cess. [conclusion: the letter is not explosive] But the letter remained explosive enough to rouse con​spiracy theorists, who have never accepted that the princess and her companion Dodi Fayed were killed by accident on August 31 1997. (Guardian)

17) SIX Iraqi civilians were killed and dozens more injured yesterday in a double car bomb attack on a prominent hotel in Baghdad's main street. [conclusion: the situation couldn’t be worse] But guards stopped a far worse tragedy by firing as the two cars crashed through a barrier. (Mirror)

With almost all of these examples, the implied propositions that are refuted would decrease the newsworthiness of what is reported, since the stories would seem much less newsworthy if there was no showdown, if the collapse was not surprising, if the letter was not explosive, and if the resistance was not effective. 

There are also examples where positive and negative evaluations (or advantages and dis​advantages) are involved (as can be with semantic opposition; see above):

18) The applause flowed thick and fast [which is good; default conclusion: applause is real] – but party stooges wearing earpieces, and strategically seated near the platform, kept leaping to their feet on cue. [which is bad since it means that the applause was not genuine; refutes default conclusion] (Sun)

19) Mr Duncan Smith delivered the best speech of his two troubled years as Tory leader [which is good; con​clusion: he quelled rebellion], but rebel MPs remained determined to oust him [which is bad; re​futes conclusion] and warned they would press ahead with plans to trigger a vote of confidence when they return to Westminster next week. (Indy)

20) He's nice [which is good], but Tim [which is bad since he is not himself but merely imitating someone] (Sun)

Contrast also often seems to contribute to the negative evaluation of news actors by reference to social norms:

21) The row was exacerbated when it emerged yesterday that Christian Negouai, a Manchester City mid​fielder, also missed a drugs test earlier this year but was let off by with a £2,000 fine, during a secret hearing at the FA. (Indy)

22) Deborah knew she had to find the man who had infected her and, after learning he was seriously ill in hospital, worked her way through the phone book to find him. […] But even when she arrived at his bedside, Dica continued his deceit and told her doctors had no idea what was wrong with him. (Mirror)

23) Urged by Dica, Deborah left her partner because she could not stand two-timing him. But as soon as she had plucked up the courage to join her lover, he disappeared. (Mirror)

24) Mohammed Dica, 38, a Somali living in Mitcham, Surrey, was diagnosed with HIV in 1996, but went on to "coldly and callously" trick two women into having unprotected sex with him. Both could die from Aids within 10 years. (Guardian)

25) General de Chastelain had witnessed the IRA putting beyond use another consignment of automatic weapons, machine guns and explosives but refused to disclose details of just what he had witnessed because of an agreed confidentiality clause. (Times)

In (21) the implied expectation seems to be that, since Ferdinand was punished, we expect Negouai to have been punished likewise. However, we are then told that the FA did not pun​ish Negouai and thus treated two footballers differently although they acted similarly. This is a violation of an accepted social norm of justice, and may thus contribute to a negative evaluation of the FA. In the Dica examples (22-24) his behaviour is described as violating social norms (if you urge someone to do something you support them if they do it; you tell the truth; if you have HIV you try not to infect others). In example 25 some negative evaluation towards de Chastelain seems to be implied. The evaluative context appears to intensify the evaluation in many cases (note the evaluative force of even, deceit, refused, “coldly and cal​lously”).
 With other examples the main function of but (apart from expressing the general notion of unexpectedness) is simply to link two or more propositions without expressing or triggering any additional evaluations (e.g. Ferdinand rang in later but the independent drug testers had already left, Mirror). Sometimes the contrast is not between adjacent sentences but rather between a sentence and a whole stretch of preceding discourse. This linking function of but is present in all its usages. As an expectational but also generally enhances the newswor​thiness of the text by contributing to the news value of unexpectedness. News values are the values by which events or facts are judged more news​worthy than others and according to which news stories are selected and structured. By maximising news values, the overall newsworthiness of a story may be increased (Bell 1991: 76).

4.3 Epistemic but
I have included ‘epistemic’ but as an additional category arising from the examples in the corpus. At least two examples are better not interpreted as denial of expectation but rather as an epistemic usage of but, even if an implied proposition is involved. By epistemic but I mean the usage of but to ‘trigger’ a proposition that comments on the truth value of another propo​sition, as in the following two examples (where I have added the implied proposition in brackets):

26) Palestinian sources reported casualties but [we (the newspaper) don’t know if this is true since] journal​ists were prevented from approaching the camp. (Mail)

27) Gen de Chastelain said he and colleague Andrew Sens had spent several hours witnessing a substantial amount of guns, bullets and bombs being put beyond use "somewhere on the island of Ireland" yester​day morning. The haul included light, medium and heavy arms, which could range from light semi-automatics to machine guns and mortars. But [we (the newspaper) don’t know for sure since] at the in​sistence of the IRA and to the fury of unionists, the general refused to reveal anything about the types or quantities of the weapons or what percentage of the IRA's arsenal was destroyed. (Guardian)

In both of these examples there is no apparent contrastive or denial of expectation relation between p1 and p2. Rather, the implied proposition p3 comments on the speaker’s limited knowledge concerning the state of affairs described in p1, and p2 provides a causal explana​tion for the limitation of the knowledge. In a sense, expectation may still be involved since readers generally expect their newspapers to provide them with all the ‘facts’ of what hap​pened; if this is not possible a justification seems to be needed on the part of the newspaper. (This concept is different from Sweetser’s epistemic usage of but, which seems to be used for semantic opposition and denial of expectation (Sweetser 1990: 100-111). Compare Lang (2000) for a critical discussion of Sweetser’s approach. However, the notion has similarities with Rudolph’s contrast between different levels of speech (Rudolph 1996: 261-262). Lakoff (1971: 140-141) gives a similar example but identifies this kind of usage as denial of expecta​tion, albeit at a performative level.)
4.4 Narrative but
The final category of but usage which is identifiable in the corpus is what I would like to call narrative but (sometimes called pragmatic but). By narrative but I understand the usage of but to primarily structure the discourse, rather than to express the notion of contrast. In examples of this kind of usage it is extremely difficult if not impossible to reconstruct a contrastive or denial of expectation relation between the propositions linked by but. Rather, but seems to be used simply to introduce a new narrative, speaker, idea or topic (see also Cotter 1996: 266, Peterson 1986: 586f). The notion of contrast is backgrounded, whereas the notion of connec​tion is foregrounded: in other words, it is the and of the and yet relation but is often said to express that is important here. But loses its meanings of contrast and denial of expectation whereas its discourse structuring role gains importance. Here are some examples:
28) Eliezer Sandberg said the moment had arrived to expel or assassinate the Palestinian president after the bombing on the eve of the Yom Kippur religious holiday. Zevulun Orlev, a cabinet minister from the National Religious party, said if the Israeli government did not now move against Mr Arafat it would look weak. But the cabinet's earlier decision is all the authority Mr Sharon needs if he does decide to remove Mr Arafat, and he will have been reluctant to face his ministers - who overwhelmingly are in favour of exiling the Palestinian leader - if he has decided against it for now. (Guardian)

29) Mr Sharon's critics say that having threatened to "remove" the Palestinian leader, the Israeli prime minis​ter has painted himself into a corner because most of the public expects him to do just that. But the bombing has also raised other questions about two of Mr Sharon's tactics in combating what he calls "the terror" - the targeted killings of Palestinian fighters and the "security fence" carved through the West Bank. (Guardian)

30) As for Iraq, he backed the war and still believed "the world is better off" without Saddam Hussein. But he was clearly walking a tightrope. As he painted a grim picture of life in struggling Britain for the majority of people, he whispered: "Listen, just listen, you can hear, steady as a heartbeat, the hurt and anger of the people of this country." (Guardian)

31) The father-of-three from Mitcham, south London, was remanded in custody until November 3 for pre-sentence reports. But one of his victims, who can only be identified as Deborah, sobbed as she said afterwards: "My sentence has only just begun." (FT) 

32) "This particular phase in my life is the most dangerous," she wrote. "[Blacked out] is planning 'an acci​dent' in my car, brake failure and serious head injury in order to make the path clear for Charles to marry." But questions were raised over why Mr Burrell, who has a book out next week, waited so many years to release the letter. (FT)

33) Racist cops quit. But rookie officers face jail as appalled chiefs plan charges for hate views caught in BBC film (Express)
34) The document will fuel the conspiracy theories which have raged in the six years since she was killed in a Paris car crash. But it also appears to bring fresh importance to a warning by the Queen that there were “powers at work in this country about which we have no knowledge”. (Mirror)

Although it must be noted that denial of expectation can perhaps be reconstructed for exam​ples 31 (the expected conclusion might be that justice has been done, and that all is right again) and 33 (the expected conclusion might be that the policemen will not be punished), in these examples but seems to be primarily used for reasons of narrative structuring and only expresses evaluations of unexpectedness in a very broad sense.

4.5
But and attribution

In this section I move on to the discussion of but in connection with attribution. Of course, all examples involving but and attribution could be subdivided according to the usages identified above (semantic opposition, denial of expectation, narrative, epistemic), and can presumably fulfil the same kinds of discourse functions. However, I rather want to focus on the specific evaluative functions that concern but and attribution. For this purpose I have subdivided but usage and attribution in four groups:

· juxtaposing ‘null speech events’ with quotes (12 occurrences);

· juxtaposing attribution and contrasting states of affairs, opinion etc (40 occurrences), the attributed proposition either preceding (23 occurrences) or following but (17 oc​currences);

· juxtaposing quotes by the same speaker (34 occurrences);

· juxtaposing quotes by different speakers (40 occurrences).

4.5.1 Juxtaposing ‘null speech events’ with quotes

The term null speech event refers to reports about what someone did/will not say, typically involving news actors’ answers of ‘no comment’ to journalists’ questions (Geis 1987: 87).
 The central question is why newspapers should mention these ‘null events’ at all.  After all, the fact that something was not said might not be regarded as particularly ‘newsworthy’ in itself. Here are a few examples from the corpus (null speech events underlined):

35) There was no official word on casualties, but a PFLP-GC spokesman said one civilian guard had been slightly injured. (Indy)

36) Washington pointedly refrained from commenting publicly, but a State Department official called on Is​rael to "avoid actions that heighten tensions".(Telegraph)

37) Chairman John McFall asked what they would call an “excessive” interest rate. Most said 20 to 25 per cent. But Mr Barrett, 59, who earned £1.7 million last year, refused to say. (sun)

38) President Bush phoned Israeli prime minister Ariel Sharon to express his condolences over the Haifa sui​cide bombing, but refused to be drawn when asked about the Israeli air raid. ( Mail)

39) He offered no explanations as to why he did not draw it to the attention of the French authorities, who con​ducted an inquiry into the Princess's death, or, indeed, the British coroner Michael Burgess, who will hold an inquest into the death of the Princess and her companion, Dodi Fayed. But he did write: "Whatever the situation, the lack of an inquest to date, and the attempt by Scotland Yard and the CPS [Crown Prosecution Service] to destroy my reputation with my Old Bailey trial in 2002 has led me to make the contents of that note public." (Telegraph)

40) He confirmed that a substantial quantity of light, medium and heavy ordinance had been decommis​sioned — considerably more than on the two previous occasions. But, apart from identifying automatic guns, including machine guns, explosives and explosives materials, he refused to disclose any more details. (Times)

41) Earlier, General de Chastelain reported that "light, medium and heavy ordnance and associated muni​tions including automatic weapons, ammunition and explosive material" were put beyond use". But he gave no details, to protect IRA "confidentiality". (Express)

42) M Marsigny said yesterday that his client had had ‘lots of offers from film producers, as well as from magazines, newspapers and book editors’. But one detail she will undoubtedly omit from her life story is exactly how much she earned, and where it is hidden. (Mail) 

From these examples it seems that there are a number of discourse functions of such contrasts: on the one hand, they seem to provide a justification for newspapers as far as their choice of “accessed voices” (Hartley 1982: 46) is concerned. They explain to readers why certain news actors are not quoted while others are (examples 35-36). On the other hand, it has been pointed out by Clayman (1990) that such nonanswers may trigger readers’ inferences as to “plausible explanations for the spokesperson’s non-answering conduct. Depending on the reader’s ori​entation, he or she may be predisposed to attribute worthy reasons to the action […] or more sinister motives” (Clayman 1990: 96), i.e. to evaluate the news actor positively or negatively. The contrast expressed by but may intensify this evaluation (e.g. in example 37 where Barrett’s refusal to answer is contrasted with the willingness of others to answer), it may convey slight surprise at the nonanswer (examples 40, 41), it may express concession (example 39) or it may simply be used to provide cohesion (examples 38, 42).

4.5.2 Juxtaposing attribution and contrasting states of affairs, opinion etc

In 40 occurrences in the corpus an attributed proposition is juxtaposed with contrasting states of affairs, the writer’s opinion etc (in 23 occurrences the attributed proposition precedes but, in 17 occurrences it follows but). In some cases there is a relation of denial of expectation or semantic opposition between the attributed proposition(s) and the averred proposition(s). In many cases where attributed proposition(s) and averred proposition(s) are contrasted, the re​sult is an evaluation of unreliability towards the content of the attributed proposition. In other words, the writer suggests that what the quoted sources are saying is in fact wrong, resulting in a potentially negative evaluation of the sources:

43) Yesterday Dica, who claims to be Somalian but carries an out-of-date Kenyan passport, showed no emo​tion as he was convicted of two counts of transmitting a sexual disease. (Mirror)

44) It was dismissed by the Home Secretary on Sunday as a "stunt" rather than a real news story. But yester​day that so-called "stunt" was causing shock waves throughout the police service as it was forced to face up to yet another racism crisis. (Independent)

45) The England ace, who claims he forgot about the test as he was moving house, was seen near Manches​ter's posh Harvey Nichols store. And neighbors have revealed they didn’t see the 24-year-old move into his new home until September 25 – two days later. But yesterday Rio, dropped from England's crunch game in Turkey on Saturday because of the row, maintained his innocence. (Star)

46) As the relationship deepened, he told her he wanted to spend the rest of his life with her and start a fam​ily. But the harsh truth was that he was a walking health time bomb and a serial liar.(Mail)

47) Having waited almost two months since the alleged offence, it seems perverse that the FA should have scheduled his hearing just three days before the game in Turkey, but Eriksson insisted he and Campbell were happy with the timing. (FT)

In my view, it does not matter whether the attributed proposition precedes or follows but: in all cases the result seems to be an evaluation of low reliability concerning the content of the attributed proposition and/or a negative evaluation of the source of the attributed proposition. This is clearly a rather subtle device for expressing bias against the source of the attributed proposition(s). The bias may be strengthened with the help of attributing expressions that have the potential to indicate doubt or negative evaluation, such as claim and insist (Hunston 1995; and see also below).

4.5.3 Juxtaposing quotes by the same speaker

In 34 occurrences in the corpus quotes by the same speaker are contrasted. This becomes par​ticularly interesting when the attributing expressions that are used to introduce the attributed propositions differ in their evaluative force, which is clearly the case in 14 instances. In these instances we find verbs that have the potential to express different degrees of reliability. With verbs indicating higher reliability (admit, acknowledge, concede, reveal, confirm, know) the author can “reclaim responsibility” (Hunston 2000: 191) for whatever is represented as attrib​uted proposition(s), whereas verbs indicating lower reliability (insist, claim) express the au​thor’s doubt towards the attributed proposition(s). In general, all these verbs can be “used to position the reader to attach more or less credence to the various pieces of information” (Hun​ston 2000: 178). Additionally, admit, acknowledge, and concede have to do with negative evaluation (Clayman 1990: 87, Hardt-Mautner 1995: 13, White 2001: 1-2, Hunston 1995). The following table compares some of the contrasted quotes in this respect:

	No
	source
	attributed proposition with high reliability
	attributed proposition with neutral or low(er) reliability

	48)
	Macdonald


	running an escort agency

[admit]
	clients who paid her girls up to ₤600 an hour were paying for their company and sex was never included in the price [insist] (Express)

	49)
	She [Macdonald]
	both she and her call girls sometimes slept with clients ‘for pleasure’. [admit]
	sex was not part of the service which clients paid for

[claimed] (Mail)

	50)
	She [MacDonald]
	she had been an escort herself [readily admit]

the meetings she arranged often led to sex [concede]
	this was at the discretion of the client and the escorts [insist] (Guardian)

	51)
	West Yorkshire Police 
	two men had been arrested in connection with an alleged sex attack in Leeds [confirm]
	they were not identified for fear of jeopardising the investigation. [asked that] (Times)

	52)
	the FA
	the players wanted to put their thoughts across. [admit]
	it was ‘wide of the mark’ to suggest there was a threatened walkout [say] (Mail)

	53)
	His [Iain Duncan Smith’s] critics
	he had gained a reprieve [acknowledge]
	he still had to demonstrate that he could build on the momentum of the conference speech to quell the doubts in the party and the country about his leadership. [say] (Telegraph)

	54)
	He [Barrett]
	the company did offer a credit card deal at 24.9, while Monu​ment, another Barclays card, had a top rate of 31.9. [admit]
	Barclaycard's typical APR had recently fallen to 14.9 per cent [say] (Telegraph)

	55)
	Mr Blair
	the assembly elections on No​vember 26 would go ahead [insist]
	Northern Ireland's parties needed a few more days to resolve the last minute problems [say] (FT)

	56)
	He [de Chastelain]
	the IRA demand that details of the weapons be kept secret [reveal]
	it was "light, heavy and medium ordnance" including automatic weapons, ammunition, explosives and explosive materials that could cause death and destruction on a huge scale [say] (Mirror)

	57)
	Mr Green
	it might have been necessary for a reporter to go undercover to reveal the extent of racist be​haviour among officers [con​cede]
	[criticising] the BBC for not sharing informa​tion with them ahead of broadcast (Indy)

	58)
	Tony Blair
	the talks had hit a "glitch". [ad​mit]
	[played down] the disagreement (Telegraph)

	59)
	He [Burell]
	sales of his book could double that figure [know]
	his forthcoming book, which is being serialised in the Daily Mirror this week and is published later this month, was written because he wanted to 'stand in the princess's corner and fight for her'. [claim] (Mail)


Apart from examples 51 and 56, the result is very clearly evaluative: For instance, in exam​ples 48-50 the contrast seems to imply MacDonald’s guilt and additionally to evaluate her negatively (with the help of admit). In example 50, the negativity of admit and concede is somewhat mitigated by the context, since in fact some of the negative implications of admit are cancelled by the adverb readily, which explicitly denies the assumption that the statement was produced reluctantly and might hence be said to render the whole verb phrase (readily admitted) neutral, if not positive. In example 52, the evaluation is not so much negative to​wards the FA but does imply that there was in fact something of a threatened walkout (ren​dering the news story more newsworthy). In 53 it seems that the positive evaluation of Iain Duncan Smith’s performance that is implied by one attributed proposition (he had gained a reprieve) is given more reliability than the potentially negative evaluation of Iain Duncan Smith implied by the other proposition (he still had to demonstrate that he could build on the momentum of the conference speech to quell the doubts in the party and the country about his leadership), thus expressing the Telegraph’s pro-Tory positive stance towards Iain Duncan Smith. Example 54 seems to evaluate Barclays negatively for offering such expensive deals and in example 55 the writer expresses a certain degree of doubt as to whether the elections will go ahead. In examples 57 to 59 we can find a slightly negative evaluation of Green for criticising the BBC (57), an implication that the disagreement is not as unimportant as Tony Blair wants us to believe (also indicated by played down) (58), and a suggestion that Burrell’s real reason for coming forth with his statements is his desire to make money (59). In all these instances the combined evaluation via contrast (but) and via attributing expressions with dif​ferent evaluative overtones, is a powerful and rather subtle device to express bias towards or against sources or to indicate doubt or certainty towards the content of attributed propositions, in particular if the attributing expression involves additional negative evaluation. The exact effect depends, as always, on the context. 

In the instances where attributing expressions do not indicate different degrees of reli​ability or negative evaluation, there may be a contrast (usually semantic opposition or denial of expectation) between the content of the attributed propositions and/or the attributing ex​pressions used, but more detailed analyses would be necessary to analyse the relations that may exist between embedded attributions since these are potentially manifold.

4.5.4 Juxtaposing quotes by different speakers

One very common function of but in news stories is simply to contrast two quota​tions (or points of view) by different speakers (40 occurrences). Paradoxically, such juxtaposition may be used both for objectivity (a commonsense measure of objectivity is the question whether a news story quotes only adversaries or proponents of a particular cause or whether it offers both viewpoints) and for subjectivity, i.e. to express bias. The latter is again the case when more reliability is given to one of the sources, or when one source is evaluated nega​tively as in:

60) Shadow home secretary Oliver Letwin called the speech “barnstorming” and shadow chancellor Mi​chael Howard said IDS had been “outstanding”. But IDS’s aides admitted that some influential Tories still wanted him re​moved. (Star)

61) “The whips will be on the phone over the weekend to all the constituency chairmen of those who have been identified as being involved in the plot,” said one source. “The hope is that most of the associa​tions will have had their faith in IDS restored and will come down on their MPs hard.” But a YouGov poll of grass​roots Tory members, published yesterday, put that in doubt by revealing 53 per cent thought they had made a mistake in electing Mr Dun​can Smith in the first place. (Express)

62) Western diplomats believe many Islamic Jihad operations are directed from Syria, but yesterday the ter​ror group claimed its figures were not based at Ein Sahev. (Star)

In these examples, expressions that evaluate the attributed proposition as of low reliability (put that in doubt, claim), evaluate its source negatively (the terror group), or evaluate the contrasted attributed propositions as being of high reliability (admitted that, revealing), con​tribute to a general evaluation of one of the accessed voices as more reliable. However, there is a cline from simply contrasting quotations to contrasting and evaluating the reli​ability of the attributed propositions. For instance, some attributing expressions are only potentially evaluative, and credentialising can be used so as to imply reliability:

63) The claims about how Diana died came two days before Paul Burrell’s book A Royal Diary is pub​lished. But others who served the Princess dispute suggestions she was “got at”. (Sun)

64) “She never made much money. If she made about ₤100,000 in a year, after advertising, phone and travel costs, the poor woman was left with barely ₤5,000. Her adverts were innocent offers for escorts. There was no mention of sex.” But despite MacDonald’s claims of innocence, there were reports yesterday that she had been involved in people-smuggling operations. (Express)
65) England manager Sven Goran Eriksson was also said to be seething about the decision. But publicly he would only say that he would have to ‘accept orders’ and that Ferdinand’s exclusion was ‘a pity’. (Mail)

66) Dica, an unemployed former office cleaner, of Mitcham, South London, denied the charges. He told po​lice that both women were long-term lovers who knew he was HIV positive before he had sex with them. But prosecutor Mark Gadsden told Inner London Crown Court that Dica had behaved ‘coldly and cal​lously’. (Mail)

In these examples, there are evaluators such as claims, suggestions, reports that, said to that have the potential to be interpreted as indicating higher or lower degrees of reliability. Exam​ples like 65 (but publicly he would only say…) imply that news actors “[say] something quite different in public from what they were saying in private, which is the usual way to signal that what is being reported on is not to be taken too seriously.” (Geis 1987: 109). In the last exam​ple, the appositional noun phrases (Dica, an unemployed former of​fice cleaner versus prose​cutor Mark Gadsden) may trigger the reader’s judgement of the higher reliability of one of the sources. The difference to the evaluations in the previous section is that we can find a contrast between different sources rather than a contrast between attributions attributed to the same source. Thus, the contrast allows the newspapers to pretend that they adhere to objectivity (quoting opposing points of views) while evaluating one source more positively or negatively than the other.

5
Concluding remarks

In this paper I have argued that more emphasis should be put on the linguistic analysis of the (partly evaluative) discourse functions of but, rather than observing its possible meanings without paying close attention to its broader context. The detailed text analyses following the statistical comparison have shown that it is not possible to conclude from the statistics that the tabloids are more evaluative than the broadsheets in terms of their use of but, since the evaluative function of but depends crucially on the context. Consequently, generalisations as to the discourse functions of but are problematic. But can be used to express both factual and evaluative information – the evaluation depends crucially on its context. As Rudolph sug​gests, “there is no restricted or even narrow meaning attached to adversative relations. Every single occurrence is bound to a different context from which the opposition receives it special accent” (Rodolph 1996: 253). It is thus not possible to simply count all occurrences of but and conclude that if there are more buts in one newspaper type than in the other that this newspa​per type expresses more bias. However, the main thrust of the argument remains valid: that the expression of contrast is potentially a very powerful device to express newspaper bias, especially via the use of such a subtle device as the conjunction but, and in connection with other evaluative linguistic items such as attributing expressions. 
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7
Appendix

The following table lists the word count (based on an automatic count with Word 2000 for Windows) for the individual news stories in the corpus. The following abbreviations are used: FT = The Financial Times, GUAR = The Guardian, IND = The Independent, TIM = The Times, Tel = The Daily Telegraph, SUN = The Sun, STA = The Daily Star, MAIL = The Daily Mail, MIR = The Mirror, EXP = The Daily Express.

	Topic / Newspaper
	Broadsheets
	Tabloids

	
	FT
	GUAR
	IND
	TIM
	TEL
	SUN
	STA
	MAIL
	MIR
	EXP

	ISRAEL
	367
	1118
	700
	976
	390
	410
	298
	903
	424
	440

	RIO
	688
	771
	889
	803
	1088
	968
	927
	832
	1229
	1244

	IDS
	584
	983
	1204
	1017
	782
	638
	291
	1011
	475
	689

	IRAQ
	508
	781
	752
	746
	672
	312
	278
	556
	143
	595

	HIV
	239
	575
	521
	479
	494
	815
	423
	892
	1131
	755

	BARCLAYS
	269
	538
	831
	369
	642
	282
	334
	710
	467
	614

	DI
	340
	1036
	866
	1362
	1150
	532
	448
	946
	1200
	1569

	IRA
	487
	810
	847
	1144
	720
	453
	294
	481
	481
	402

	POLICE
	413
	518
	1350
	906
	771
	801
	338
	836
	487
	676

	MADAM
	539
	791
	639
	1043
	896
	754
	318
	1659
	221
	814

	Total:
	4.434
	7.921
	8.599
	8.845
	7.605
	5.965
	3.949
	8.826
	6.258
	7.798

	
	37.404
	32.796

	
	70.300


� Other important usages of but that have been identified include correction/replacement (Rudolph 1996, Snoeck Henkemans 1995), argumentation (Snoeck Henkemans 1995), but meaning ‘except/only’ (Salkie & Oates 1999) and a number of more pragmatic usages (van Dijk 1979, Peterson 1986, Rudolph 1996). While I will comment on some of these below, correction/replacement but (but corresponding to German sondern and Spanish sino, including not only … but) and but meaning ‘except/only’ are excluded from the analysis (four occurrences in the corpus).


� But this does not mean that there are no unclear or borderline cases. For instance, an example like Mark Daly signed on as a recruit to make the film but was arrested when his cover was blown (Mirror) can be argued to express denial of expectation (the usual expectation being that Mark Daly is still a recruit now) or it can be classified as semantic opposition (as Peterson does with the similar example I used to have a dog named Snoopy but he went potty on our couch (Peterson 1986: 586). If the difference between semantic opposition and denial of expectation is based on the difference between explicit and implicit contrast (compare also Salkie & Oates 1999: 32), it is in fact a logical consequence that there are borderline cases. After all, explicitness is a scalar notion (Bublitz 2001: 127).


� The notion of an argumentative use of but appears to go back to Anscombre & Ducrot (1977). In this interpretation, p1 is assumed to be presented as a possible argument in favour of a conclusion r whereas p2 is assumed to be presented as a possible argument against that conclusion (Anscombre & Ducrot 1977: 28). The idea of advantage and disadvantage plays a big role here (Rudolph 1996: 146). Thus a famous example of the argumentative use of but is Mary is intelligent (( and this is an advantage) but she is ugly (( and this is a disadvantage) (Rudolph 1996: 146). The status of argumentative but is far from clear, however. Lakoff (1971) includes such cases as semantic opposition but (Lakoff 1971: 134), whereas Snoeck Henkemans notes the similarities to denial of expectation but (Snoeck Henkemans 1995: 285). The problematic status of argumentative but can also be seen by the fact that it is often not mentioned as a type of adversative relation in research on but (e.g. Foolen 1991).


� This example is in fact a caption accompanying two juxtaposed pictures of Iain Duncan Smith and Tim Henman which show them both making the same gesture, namely shaking their right fists. This implies that Iain Duncan Smith only imitated Tim Henman, and that he was therefore ‘a fake’. There is also an intertextual reference to the character Tim-nice-but-Dim featuring in the British comedy programme Harry Enfield’s Television Programme (I am indebted to Alison Sealey for the latter observation).


� A particular sub-group of denial of expectation but deals with the “denial of success” (Abbott 1972 in Rudolph 1996: 138), where p1 involves an expression of attempt and p2 involves a direct expression or an implication of failure (or a limitation of success). This can potentially trigger negative evaluation of the news actors who do not succeed in their intended action. (Denial of success is another problematic usage of but, which has also been classified as contrastive (semantic opposition) (Salkie & Oates 1999: 34). For Rudolph (1996: 267-268) this is a particular type of modality.)


� Geis also includes as ‘null speech events’ journalists’ prophesies about people’s future or hypothetical statements (Geis 1987: 87f). Alternatively, the term nonanswer exists for references to the writer’s opinion that news actors did not satisfactorily answer questions put to them in interviews (e.g. descriptions of refusals to answer, nonverbal actions and incomplete answers) (Clayman 1990: 93). I use a stricter definition of ‘null speech events’ relating only to what news actors did/do/will not say. Apart from the 12 instances mentioned in this section, there are also other ‘null speech events’ in the corpus which do not occur in the context of attributed propositions and which are hence disregarded. I also ignore what one might term ‘non thought events’ (i.e. where people refuse to believe).
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