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The meta-discourse that is the main finding in the commognition theory that
Sfard(2008) presented is a meta-rule that becomes the background of discourses. Sfard(2008)
explained meta-discourses by cognition and value side. However she did not discuss affection side
that was belief and attitude. In this research | explained meta-discourse as affection
theoretically. In addition, 1 clarified meta-discourses supported by belief and attitude with
secondary analysis of data of previous works.
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object-level rules are narratives about regularities in the behavior of object of the
discourse, whereas metarules define patterns in the activity of the discursants trying
to produce and substantiate object-level narratives. (p.201)

Sfard(2008)

The word rule has many connotations, only some of which would be proper in the present
context, Thus, for example, although the word implies constancy, metadiscursive rules
may evolve over time (as opposed to the object-level rules of mathematics, which, once
formulated, remain more or less immutable). Metarules are also made distinct by being
mainly tacit, and by being perceived as normative and value-laden whenever made explicit.
Finally, metarules are constraining rather than deterministic and are contingent rather
than necessary. (p.202)
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A routine may be defined as a set of metarules that describe a repetitive discursive
action. This set of pattern-defining rules may be divided into two subsets:

The how of a routine, which is a set of metarules that determine, or just constrain,
the course of the patterned discursive performance ( the course of action or procedure,



from now on) and

The when of routine, which is a collection of metarules that determine, or just
constrain, those situations in which the discursant would deem this performance as

appropriate. (p-208)
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More specifically, subjectifying is the process constructing d-object signified by
such personal pronouns as I, you, and she. (p-290)
Taking the ubiquitous phenomenon of subjectifying as a point of departure, we may now
operationalize the term identity as signifying the products of this activity. According
to this definition, identities are to be understood as reifying narratives about a
person, endorsed by their authors as reflecting the actual or expected state of affairs.

(p,291)
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Sfard(2008) (narratives)
Narrative is any sequence of utterances framed as a description of objects, of relations
between objects, or of process with or by objects, that is subject to endorsement or
rejection with the help of discourse-specific substantiation procedures. Endorsed
narratives are often labeled as true. (p.134)
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