Language of Function
Below is a non-comprehensive list of some words you might find useful when considering “function” in a piece of literature, be it function of a scene or passage, a character, or another element (e.g., endings, beginnings, setting, etc.).

The (character, scene, etc.):

	· introduces

· previews

· contrasts

· reinforces

· illustrates

· changes

· illuminates


	· supports

· evokes

· informs

· ___________________

· ___________________

· ___________________

· ___________________


	· ___________________

· ___________________

· ___________________

· ___________________

· ___________________

· ___________________

· ___________________




Examples of this in arguments:

King Lear
The storm scene in King Lear reinforces the idea that Lear has lost all ability to reason, which in turn changes the audience’s perception of his “horrible” daughters, Regan and Goneril.  Instead of vilifying Regan and Goneril, this scene more than any other shows that they were well-intentioned when they secured control of the kingdom from Lear and pushed to distance him from making executive decisions.  However, this scene still leaves some doubt in our minds as to the two eldest daughters:  If Lear is so incapacitated, why did they not show him some mercy and do what they could to keep him safe from the storm?

Palace Walk
The death of Fahmy reinforces our support for rebelling against the forces of oppression.  By having the most moral and likeable member of the family die at the hands of the British soldiers, the audience becomes even more sympathetic to the goals that Fahmy sought to achieve.  

(Here, this argument is about character function.  Notice that Fahmy’s portrayal is included in the argument:  Fahmy = “most moral and likable member of the family.”  However, portrayal does not equal character function.  It is because Mahfouz portrayed Fahmy in that way that he is then able to manipulate us through Fahmy’s death.  This is function.)

The Taming of the Shrew
In Act 1, scene 1 of The Taming of the Shrew, Shakespeare portrays Tranio as educated and smart [through allusions to history, writing Tranio’s lines in verse, and Lucentio’s appeal to Tranio for advice.]*  This portrayal, however, in turn informs us about Lucentio’s character:  What kind of “master” cannot think for himself?  Tranio’s competency contrasts his “master’s” character, making Lucentio a less appealing and more clown-like character in the play.
*(Seniors, please note: That if this was a thesis, the bracketed [] section would not be necessary.  It would come up naturally later in the argument as the writer set out to prove him/herself.)

