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[0 O Discourse is the most important medium of human verbal communication. Forthe majority of occasions]
we communicate with each other through discoursewhether we are exchanging ideasl] information] and
emotions or across time andspace. The study of discourse comprehension (1 DC hereafter(] [I thereforel] is of
directand practical significance to human verbal communication. It also has academic im-portanceld five aspects
of which are pointed out by A. C. Oraesser et al (1 199700 163 - 1891 The peculiarity of the study of DC[
Discourse processing [J DP here-after is not only limited to language itself in that it is not the mere gathering
ofsentences or utterances] nor is it only retrieving and constructing the representationof memory. As a matter of
factl] the study of DC cannot be replaced by the studyfrom other branches] such as memory psychologyl or
psycholinguistics. Therichness of discourse context] Discourse creates such rich contexts that we may lim-it the
interpretation of input like ambiguity in a systematic fashion.Hypothesestesting of psychological theoriest] Some
discourse are microcosmic of events and ex-periences of the real world and experiments of DP can serve to test the
psychologicaltheories regarding human cognitive behavior and emotion through natural or createddiscourse. The
importance of the study of DC[J Discourse entails multi-levelpresentation from phoneme to global message. The
fact that humans can coordinateon these levels rapidly shows that DP is a" major manifestation of human
intelli-gence.The complexity of DCLI Discourse is practically interwoven with all-cogni-tive functions and
processes like memory conceptionl] inferencingl] and problemsolving.
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(0 O O 20 Sociological Factorst] [ Legal language is the primary tool of the legal professionals. Lawyers have
on-ly one way of using their knowledge-through legal language. One important functionof legal language is the
performative function. Legal language carries the force ofthe law. Of coursel] it is not legal language by itself that
has that power. Societyhas granted to certain persons of the authority to make decisions over life and prop-erty. A
society needs laws[] and legal sanctity can help persuade people to followthem. This idea of legal language as
carrying the power of law appears to be onereason that lawyers resist even small changes for avoiding the wrong
legal result.0 O O 300 Jurisprudential Factorstd [0 Common law is usually built first. In the lawd termsd phrases
[0 even the wholepassage[l mean what courts have decided them to mean. Chief Justice Hughessstatement that "a
federal statute finally means what the Court says it means" [ Char-row[ Erhardt 19951 is probably more
accurate[d as the legal system actually oper-ates. There are numerous instances where a definition decided either by
the courtsor by statute differs substantially from the common meaning of the term. The inter-action between
jurisprudence and legal language is nicely illustrated in the often con-tradictory rules that courts use to interpret the
meaning of statutory language. Inaddition to these rulesC] the courts have created a host of maxims to take care of
spe-cific situations. The purpose of these rules is supposedly to provide objective crite-ria for resolving statutory
ambiguity. Courts often use these rules to support a par-ticular interpretation after they have created a decision.
Consequently] differentcourts have applied the various rules and maxims to the same term and have come
upwith different meanings.
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