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AESTERACT

This taper agpproaches the questicn c¢f whether +the
cstyles Gt dxffererit frose genres (here refertring +tc
classificaticons =such as fictlon, rewsfpager Yeportage,
learned Jjcurnals, etc.) are partially characterized by
differences 1n the «co-variazion of a nucber of ccmmor
syntactic structures.

Thirty-six syntagtic variables are tatkulated in sample
sentences drawn frcem five genres, The wvariables are, of
several different =scrts; fcr example, sentence types, some
focus phencmena, e€icements of the verb structure, ccnjoined

structures, and varicus mcdificaticrn &ard complementation
stzuctures,

The co=-variaticn <c¢f these syrntactic vartiables is
analised Ly means of a discrimirant function analysise. The
dnalysis shows that the verkal s+yles of the specific genres
ccr.sider=& are characterized by differertial ratterns of
occurrence of the syntactic s:tructures, Tre patterns appear
to be rrimarily interpretable as artefacts of the g¢gonmnmor
Ssemantic dencminator (or ccmmunicative fpurpose) of their
geENnTrec,
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INTIRCLUCTION

It ie clear that lingquists should attemrt to use all of
the empirical evidence obtainable to descrite wusefully and
completely the significant ratterns which c¢ccur in language

data, but it is nct always «clear Jjust what patt

)

rns oOr
relationships in +he data should be included irn such

descripticns. Cne a

n
g
0

ct of language data--generally

referred to as sty

-
1))

-~has been known fcr some time to be
subjectively rather obvious but extremely difficult =to
characterize in objective terms, especially if one ignores

the otvious Tecle of lexical selection.

I+ wculd be possible to talk about style in non-
subjective terms if cone. were able to identifv thcse surface
elements o0f lanquage that appear to particigpate in .stylistic
variaticns and then tc relate these to subsets of language
data defined by external criteria «c¢f known genre,
provenancs, authcr, or situation. However, simple counts of
elements with respect to such subsets have nct prover to be
cverly instructive, prirarily because it is presumably not
the =<simple <cccurrence of <he 2lements which leads one to
perceive a certain style but, rather, the far 1less obvious
co-occurrence of sets cf elements (Marckwcith, 1973). These

CO=Q0CcCUuUrrences are€ ones which are not required by the
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grammar c¢f a language but which have a high probability of

being linked in the genre in which they cccrur,

A useful definiticn of style might be the overall
rattern or gestalt perceivable in language data which
transmits infecrmaticn abcut an utterance with respect to the
rersonal, sccial, and cultural relationships assumed between
speaker and hearer, the historical cT geographical
rrcvenance of the scurce, and the identity or mental state
of the speaker. Reccqgniticn ¢f such a gestalt allows the
hearer or reader tc assign the language data to a specific
subrogpulaticn about which he already has prototype

information.

Assuming this fprcvides a workable view of style, then
the basic task cf an investigation of the rplkenomenon is one
0of generating hypotheses about tossible language=-element
participants in style-marking constellations which «can be
investigqated in themselves and in patterns c¢f co-occurrence.
The results of <such investigaticns, if Successful in
differentiating externally defined sukpopulations of
language, will rrovide additional data abcut language to

which any grammatical descriptiocn must be responsible,

Genre, the focal fcint of +this study, is quite
difficult tc define in <specific terms., ASs Marckworth

(1973, ppe 24-25) has noted:
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through elements c¢f the verb, and
cccurrence of such structures iIn five genres of written

mcdern Englishe It 15 recognized, of course, that powerful

Genre tends to be a Humpty-Dumpty term, a useful
concept which 1s 1redefined within tle limits of
cach discussion of it with little requirement that
such definitions have more +than a superficial
agreement with each cther. Genre may distinguish
[rose from poetry frcm drama; it may dastinguish
historical ©flays frcm French farces, scnnets fronm
erics, mystery stories from all other novels., As a
censtruct it has, in fact, much in common WwWith
classificaticn as defined by pattern recocgnition
studies: a group of items alcng some
characteristic (attribute) continuum whcse members
are closer to each other than to theilr neighbors
and which are not separated by a gap across a
critical rperceptual bcecundary or distance. The
characteristic of the continuum and the€ critical
distance are continually respecifiable in terms of
the stinuli percg}ved and +the fineness of the
classitficatoiy system required.

when viewed in these terms, it is immediately
clear why genre is at cnce such a vague and such a
useful term, Cofhtinua based on & number of
different characteristics may be used as the basis
for defining clusters of similar texts and the
genre classifications fcrmed on different continua
need not ke parallel nor forr mutually exclusive
grourse Scome of +the continua used in genre
classificaticn are content, as in the case of the
mystery story or the Cavdlier love poers; inzent,
as in the <case of humorous writing cr fantasy;
fcrm, as in the case of drama or the novel; and
centext, as in the case of +technical or
telletristic preose, This is not to claim that such
characteristics are inderendent of each other or
that any text may not be defined in terms of all
four; simply that grourings along a continuunm
defined by any ons of them alone may be cited to
estabtlish ccntrasting genres,

This paper reports an investigation of a large variety

surface syntactic features, ranging frcm sentence type

the covariant patterns
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determiners of the reccgnizability of various genre styles
exist at both *the infra-sentential (e.ge., specific 1lexical
selection) and supra-sentential (e.g9., general content)
levél, but it is the aim of this study only to assess, at
the 1leval of +the sentence, the contributicn of svyntactic

devices tc a measurable difference in genre-defined styles.

PROCEDURE

Thirty-six syntactic structures were selscted for
considera*icn on the kasis of being possible contributcrs to
the ccnstellaticns determining genre style, They were chosen
from four main cateqories: sentence-tyre, including the
range of pcssible interrogative patterns; fccus phenomena of
various scrtse; elements of the main verb phrase; and a group
of ccrjoined or embedded structures, This latter group
included <structures of noun-phrase modification, verbal

cocmplementation, sentence modification, and rarallel slement

conjcinihge.

Table 1 shows the svyrtactic structures whose frequency
cf occurrence was ccunted, along with the identification
numbers assigned to each of these wvariables for wuse in
subsequent tables and discussions. Note that the. various

structures are clearly nc* ccmpletely independent of each

cther.



TAELE 1

SYNTACTIC VARIAELES SELECTED FOR ANALYSTS
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Variable
Categcry Number Variable Nare
sentence 1. Declarative
Type 2. Interrogative: word-order inversion type
3e tag type
4. Wh- type
Se intonation type
€., Imperative
Focus 7. Non=-standard word order
Fhencmena 8. Passive constructicn

S« Cleft construction
10. Extrapositicn ccnstructicn

Verb 11, Auxiliaries: modals and catenmatives
Structure 12, progressive asrtect

13. perfective aspect

14, emphatic dc

15, pdst tense marking

16 Main Verb: transitive

17. intransitive

184 to be

19. other copulas

20. Ccntracted verbal forms

Conjoining 1. Simple: of full sentences or clauses
& Embedding 22. of phrases or wcrds

23. Inclusicn c¢f direct discotrse

24, Nominalization: in the NE (cleftable)

Z5. in the VE (non-cleftable)

26, adverbial clauses

27, indirect questions

28+, NP modification: adjectives

29, locatives

30, appositives

31, full relative clauses

324 partially reduced
relative clauses

23. noun-adjuncts

34, noun-heads, including
prencuns

35, Adverbkials: prepositional phrases

36. other advertktials
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Extraposition, e€.g., 4implies an embedded clause; a passive
constrvcticn implies a transitive verb; conditicnal clauses
may imply the rfast tense marker; contracted verbal forms
imply auxiliaries; and emphatic do and other auxiliaries are
mutually exclusive., Hcwever, none of these relationships
(referred to here as grammatical co=occurrence
restricticnes), with +the exception of the last, is
reciprccale Extrarositicn implies an embedded claus=s, but an
embedded <clause does nct necessarily imply extraposition; a
passive ccenstruction implies a transitive verb, but a
transitive verlk dces nct imply a passive ccenstruction, etc.
Since these various tlements are not completely redundant,
they are abls +to orperate at least semi-independently as

possible syntactic indicaters of style,

Five genres were chosen for investigaticn ¢rn the basis
cf cecntext cf utterance which fpermits identification by
place of fpublicaticn. The genres selecte¢ were: Learned
Jdournals, Newspaper hepcrtage, Pcpular Jcurnals, Government

Dccuments, and Fictiche

Ihe actual dataz were drawn from <he Erown University

rillicn-werd English corpus, A Standard Sample of Present-
day E@Qited Aperzcan Inglish for Use with Digital Computers.

This corpus censists of 6500 samples cf English-language

texts rublished in *he United States in 1%€1, each sanmple
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approximately 2,600 words 1longe. This Jlarge number of
relatively short samples minimizes the effect of any single
author or topic, and the restrictions on date and place of
rublication contrcl variakles associated with provenance. A
complete description of this corpus and its ccntent may be

found in Francis (19€4) or in Kucera & Francis (1967).

A total sample of 500 sentences was drawn, 1C0 from
each c¢f thke five genres., Fach genre subset cf 10J consisted
cf ten sentenczs frcm each of ten sentence-length blocks,

Sentence length was measured in words, and the blocks are

cshcwn in Table Z.

These block lengths were choséen to mirrcr roughly the
distribution of sentence 1lengths in the entire corpus, A
structured sample of this kind was drawn tc prevent sentence
length as such from acting as a variable <since serntence-
lergth distributicn was already kncwn to differentiate among
genres (Marckworth & PBell, 1967), and also to quarantee that
those syntactic devices which +tend tc be associated with
greater sentence length wculd have equal <crportunities +to
appear within each genre samrle. Again, the emphasis in this
study was cn the sentérce as the basic urnit c¢f analysis, and
cn the CC=CCCUrI€ENCe of syntactic structures within
sentences., The reader should keep in mind, however, that a

randcm samrple c¢f csentences would permit certain sentence
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TAELE 2

SENIENCE-LENGTH BLOCKS FOR SAMPILING
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Block Number Block Length in Words
1 1 - 5
2 & - 9
3 10 - 12
4 13 - 16
= 17 - 20
€ 21 - 25
7 26 - 3C
& 31 - 40
< 41 - 4¢

10 50 =240

. P Y = G D Y WP e Y D T Y D W T . T AP = i

lengths tc dcminate in specific genres, pcssibkly obscuring
the CO=CCCUrrence patterns of interest here but,

nevertheless, reflecting ancther property which can clearly

be said to character zeigenre stvyle,

Fach c¢f the sample sentences was a&ndlyzed for the
occurrence of the syntactic variables indicated in Table 1,
and the rumber c¢f occurrences of each structure was
recorded. A iscussicn cf the basis on which the syntactic
€lements were iden*ified may be found in Marckworth (1973,

EFpe 44-48). The basic data for analysis thus consisted of
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500 olkservaticns (sentences) with each observation scored on
36 variables and classified by genre and 1length. The
cubsequent analysis o¢f these data was based primarily on
discriminant functions 'which were used to determine how the

variakles cserved to distinquish one genre frcm another.

Fasically, discriminant functicon analysis 1s the
multivariate extensicn cf the univariate F ratio which 1is
used to distinguish among previously estatlished groups. It
represents, however, a considerable increase in both
complexity and analyticel pcwer since it focuses not only on
the «<inmple differences between groups on each variable, but
alsc cn the interrfelationships amcng differences on the
several variables ccnsidered simultaneously. It serves to
maximize group differences by developing maximally efficient
weights which, when applied to the origimnal. data, will yield
the clearest distinctions among the groups tkeing analyzed.
The method of discriminant function analysis is discussed

fully in Rulon, et ai. (1567, ppe 299-319)

KeECoULLO

The frequency of occurrence of cach c¢f +the variables
within each of +the genre categories is shown in Table 3.

Eleven of the variables, indicated by an asterisk following
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the tctal cclumn, appeared in less thap five percent of the
sentences examined. Because of this low incidence,
intergretation of these variables would bte difficult and

tenuous so they were aomitted from further analyses.,

Each variable was first examined individually in an
analysics cf variance for the five dgenre groups and four
tests were 7rTur c¢n each to determine if the variable would
differentiate:

ae fiction from the ncn-fiction genres,

o formal (Learned Journals and Government Documents)

frcm infermal  (Newspaper Eeportage and Popular
Jcurnals) ncn-ficticn,
Cce learned Jdournels frcm Government Eccuments,

de Newsparer Regpcrtage from Popular Jdcurnals.

Fcurteen variables (8, 111, 12, 13, 15, 116, 17, 1g&, 21,
24, 26, =z8, 35, and 36) were found =ignificantly to
differentiate fid¢ticr frcm non-ficticn (re € «05); three
veriakles (16, 26, and 33) distinguished formal from
Infcrral ncn-fiction; uncne distinguished between learned
Jcurnals and Gecvernment Documents; and c¢nly one (1)

differentiated Newspaper Repcrtage from Popular Journals,

Two cf the, variables (6 and 23) could not be examined
in this way because cf zero incidence in scre genres, but

the data pattern fcer 23 (inclusion of direct discourse)
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suggests an cbvious distircticn between fcrmal and informal

nen-ficticn, Variable 6 (ipperatives) would <clearly

distinguish Letween Newsgarger Reportage and Popular
Journals, which 1is not surprising in view of the number of
how=-tc~do-it articles in the latter.- gerre. These two
variaktles (6 and 23) <could be and were retained for the
discriminant functicorn enalyses, The remairning variables (10,
22, 25, 30, 31,. 32, and 24) showed nc distinction as
univariate indaices <¢r the four tests but they were,
nevertheless; alsc retained for the multivariate analysis
since they cculd, when arnalyzed in conjurction with other
variakles, still prcvide infcrmation for genre distinction.
This 1is lrlecause the simple univariate analyses discussed
above dc not take into account the possible

interccrrelaticns (ccnstellaticn effects) among the

variakles.

The £first rmul*ivariate analysis was a five-group
discriminant furction analysis, performed on the five
genres, 1t indicated a clear differentiaticr of fiction from
the fcur ncn-fiction genres (see Fiqure 1), c¢cn the basis of
the e€ight syntactic variables 1listed 3in Table 4., These

results demcnstrate that sentences from all cf the non-
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Leaend: GD = agovernment documents
LJ = Jearned journals
8L PJ - porular journals
NR = newspaper reportage
F = fiction
0L
GD
8
LJ
v F
8
2 1 NR
PJ o
) B _rl i Tl 1
2 .4 .6 .8 1.0 1.2
DISCRIMINANT FUNCTION:'I
Figure 1,

Flct of the grcur centrcids for the five genres on

the first two discrim-nant functicnes.
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TABLE 4
VARIARLES DISCRIMINATING FICTICN

FROM THE FCUE NCN-FICTION GENERES

A P W R SED GE-EEan R S GhEE VIR fuE R G e e W - WA

variable Variable Discriminant
Number Weightx
15 past tense marking « 73
z0C contracted verbal forms o 47
17 intransitive vercs 43
13 vrerfective aspect « 38
26 adverktial clauses e« 36
23 inclusicn of direct discourse « 32
36 cther advertials e 27

g passive ccnstruction -. 26

%

Those variables having a pcsitive value are characteristic

of ficticn sentences, but not of non-fiction; those values
with a neqative value, vice versa,

S G A G I SN A SR Y G G D S SRS S G-
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fiction genres are more alike in syntactic structure than
any c¢f +hem are like sentences from ficticn. This may, at
first view, be csurprising in light of the range of non-
ficticn genres included in the study, but it Lears out the
findings of at least cne cther investigaticr of quantitative
characteristics of the 1language of different genres
(Marckworth and Bell, 1967, on sentence=length
distributicns): that the major measurable stylistic

distincticr is between fictiaqn and non~-ficticn gerres,

Several interesting cbservations may ke made about the
syntactic variables that participate in the discrimination
(see Table 4). The mcst obvious pecint is the heavy
anvclvemarnt ¢f syntactic features of +the verbal urnit in

differentiating fiction frcm non-fiction styles. With the

X ion ] i i £ 1 S < 1 s
exception c¢f iaclusicn of direct discourse, which seems

s GmR W ahe — - am- -

transparentdy attributable to *he dialogue characteristic of

fiction, @&and tre lack cf prassive ccnstructicns, since voice

hds been shecwr tc be a whole-sentence focus phenomenon
(Andrew, 1574), all of +the wvariaktles in Table U4 ark

acsociated with verbal rather than nominal elements c¢cf the

e —

sentence. Marking for pas:t tense and perfective aspecx,
intrarsizive verbs, and contracted verkal fomms are all
specific tc the verb phrase, and adverbial colauses and other

advertrials are either specifically vert-modifving or are

whcla-sentence-modifying. Apparerntly e€lements of +the noun
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phrase, c¢r at least those considered in this study, do not
participate in the distinctively style-associated
constellaticns of syntactic structuyres that distinguish

ficticr frcm non-fiction.

2 seccnd notable feature distirgquishing the fiction
sentence <cet 1s the amount of 1indicaticn of past time

acticn. This is ccnveyed nct cnly by the fcrmal past tepse

variatle, which in the great majority of cases does indicate

& past time action, but also by the perfective aspect, whick

always. indicates @a rast time event whether marked for past
cr present tense., Thisgs feature is perhaps understandable in
view cf the usual function of fiction as a rarrative of past
events, and it should adsc be noted that this same function

may utilize another rcle ¢f perfective aspect--that of

interrelating sequential events thrcugh time.

A gquestion may be raised about the relaticnship of two

cf the ficticn~distinguishing variables: +the presence of

Since these two exhibit a non-reciprocel grammatical co-
cccurrence restriction batween voice and verb type--passive
voice implies a trarnsitive verb but not vice versa--it is

rossikle +hat the paucity of passive constructions in

ficticn is sipply ar. artefact of the trrequency of

— o a—

iptransitive verbs, In cther words, we nmust ask whether
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rassive sentences cccur less in fiction than in non-fictien
simply because they have less opportunity to do so, or
whether nchn-passiveness is an indeperndent syntactic feature
of fiction style. A ccmpariscn of the ratics of o©occurrence

of passive constructicn to transitive verb in the fictieén

N G- — T G GE, G W —— G

and non-fiction genres shcws the latter case to be the true
cne. (Such a ratic expresses the actual occurrence of
fassive sentences in relaticn to the possikle occurrences.)

The ratios for the five genreg& are

Fiction « 085
learned Journals o W02
Newspaper Reportage « 2U8
Fopular Journals 232
Government Documents « 337

It is tempting to speculate about just why the fiction
genre should ke characterized by significantly nore
intransitive VveIbs tc cause this variable to be
discriminatcry. Cne possible explanaticon, which suggests a
csimple characterizaticn of fiction style, cculd be based on

analyzing a 1large subset (if not the whole class) of verbs

usually called intransitive as items which can occur both

with nc okject (traditionally called intransitive verbs) and

with cne cr two objects (traditdionally called transitives).

in <such an analysis it 1s presured that when the
grammatical object of a verb of +this <class 1s either

redundant orf noct ccenpletely specified it is suppressed and



the result is a one-place predicate sentence, e.g., John
sange When the grammatical object carries new or required
information it is present and the result is a multiple-place

predicate, €e.9., Jdchn sang a Greek fclksonge This sort of

analysis cf the "intransitive" verb opens the 400r to a very

general characterization of genre differences. Thus viewed,

ok

fon o

m
t-
I~
bt
[
I
 Jo».
Yin
[T
bt

ive verb variable characterizes sentences which
are nct heavily infcrmaticn criented--sentences in which a
major component, the grammatical cbject, 1is either so

predictable cr sc unimportant that a1t is nct ever spacified,

Such sentencss are significantly more characteristic of
fiction than ¢f ncn-ficticn writing, and this analysis of
them suggests a measuralkle ftasis for the c¢ld rule of thumb
that succsssful (although nct necessarily good) <£fiction
writirg is =strcngly action oriented., It alsc suggests the
validity of the ccmmon-sense intuition that a primary source
of the differences betwesn iiction and non-fiction is <zthat

the

[ ]

atter is designed fcremost as &an information-corveying
instrument; tha% in the dichcicomy cf literary purpose it 1is

do te

rcre likely tc teach than to delight.

Since one of the major ways in which infcrmation can be
packed 1into a =sentence 1s through heavy use of nominal
€lements, we locked at a simple measure of this

characterization c¢f fiction style as action~oriented as
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crpcsed tc non-fiction style as informaticn-oriented: the
verb/ncun ratic fcr each genre,

These ratios are

Fiction o416
Learned Jcurnals « 264
Newsgpaper Reportage «290
Fopular Journals « 374
Government Documehts « 241

tearing cut the supposition that sentences in the non-
ficticn genres have mcre ncuns in proporticn to verbs than
do those frcm fiction. It may also be noted that, in
additicn tc beirg high In nouns in prcporticn to verbs, non-
fiction =sentences alsc exhibit somewhat more noun
modification +than fiction, as shown by the following ratios
of ail noun-modifisr types (variables 28, 2%, 230, 21, 32,

and 33) Tc¢ ncuns:

Fiction . 431
Learned Journals 577
Newspaper Heportage 606
Popular Jcurnals 545
Government Dccuments « 56U

Thus, frcm the discriminatory variableg identified by
the five-grour discriminant function arnalysis and the
furthexr observaticns sugqgested by them, a ricture emerges of
distinctive syntactic <structure constellaticns in at least
twec major genre cateqgories: fiction, with the syntactic
structures determined by the function of past-time, action-
criented, narrative ccmmunicaticn; and ncn-fiction, with

structures determined by an information-carrying function.
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The five-group discriminant functicon analysis showed
such a majcr distinction between fiction ard the non-fiction
genres that it seemed possible that differences in the non-
ficticn genres might have been obscured. In ccnsequence, a
four-group discrimirant function analysis wes dcne on data
from these genres crly. The result indicated a distinctior
in syrtactic striucture ketween the formal genres (Learned
Journals and Goverrnment Documents) ard the 1informal
(Newspaper Keportage and Fopular Journals) alcng the first
axis, and alcng the s=cond axis a Jdistinction betweern
Fopular Jcurnals and Newsgaper Reportage, The third
dimension distinguished Learned Journals from Government

Locuments (see Figure 2).

Table % chows the syntac+tic variables that participate
in these thres discriminations, These discriminating
structures present a less distinct pictuie c¢f different
types c¢f writing than dc those differentieting fiction and
non-ficticn, but nevertheless illustrate =scme interesting

pcints abcut genre and style.

Cf the four items <that characterize informal non-

ficticn sentences, only transitive verb is not <susceptible

to irmediate exrlanation, although we can note that its
Fresence as an informal marker must be due almos* entirely

t0 sentences frcm Pcpular Journals since, in the
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Figure 2, Plots cf +the group centroids for the four non-
ficticn genres fcr discriminant functions I, I

and I' IIIQ
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discrimihation tetween Newspaper Reportage and Popular
Journals, it has a negative weighting for the former; that
is, in the ccmparison of +this pair of cenres, Newspaper

Reportage is distinguished by the absence of transitive

Verbs (see Variable 16, Discriminant Functicn II, in Table

— e R R SR AR S SR e — A w——

ferms, and past tense. Inclusion of direct discourse is
rrokably present as & result of the fact +tltat the ©parsing
Frocedure did nct differentiate between +true direct
discours2 c¢f the sort found in fiction dialogue and the
inclusion <c¢f qucted material of the sort fcund in Newspaper
Eeportage in which one or +two wvwords may Le quoted.s The
suppositior that Newsraper Reportage ccntributed this
discriminant variakle tc¢ the informal categcry is borne out
ty its arpearance as a characteristic distingquishing that
genre from Ecpular Jcurnals, as shown by the second function

in Takle 5.

Contracted verbal fcrms are a typical ard, frequently,
a delikerate indicatcr of informal style, which probably
explains the presence of this variatle as a discriminator,
In addition, editorial pclicy (or a writer's perception of

1t) usmpally discourages the use of these fcrms in any sort
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of fcrmal written language, which explains their absence in

Iecarhed Jcurnals and Government Documents. Hhy rpast tense

should differentiate informal from formal nch-fiction is not

really clear; one rpossible contributory cause may bes
Learned Jcurnals frequently discuss things as they are (or
appear to be, Government Documents (which in this sanmple
are largely proclamaticns of future legal interpretations or
holidays) discuss things as they will be, bat Newspaper

Reportage discusses things as they have beer,

Several «cther transparent discriminatcry variatbtles are

to be seen ir Table 5, Variable 8, crpassive constructaions,

which distinguishss Learned Journals ftrom Government
Cccuments, 1is almost «certainly a result of conscious

editorial rclicy. The presence of declarative sentences and

the abtsence of imperative senptences which  distinguish

Newspaper keportage frcm Fopular Journals are a Jjoint result
of +the presence in Pcpular Journals of a rumber of how-to-

de=it articles: "Hold the brick in your left hand eeee"

A less transtarent, but perhaps mc¢re analytically

interesting set <c¢f variables is shown in Table 5 (3Z, 33,

26, and 24, 22, 33). The first three, ©[pertially r=duced
Ielative clauses, neoupn adjupcts, and adverkial clauses, are

atypical of 3informal ncn~-fictioh ir +the informal/formal

discriminaticn; the cther three are inpvclved irn


Administrator
Note
Not clear in the Film


28

distingquishing Learhed Journals from Government Documents--

rominalizaticns in the ncun phrase and corjoined words and

Ihrases by their presence in Learned dJciurnals and noun
adjuncts by 1its absernce, (The activity of noun adijuncts as

discriminatory by its atsence in both of the informal genres
and in Learned Journals indicates 1ts heavy use in
Gevernment Dccumehts: "I, John Chaffee, Geverncr of Rhode
Islandeseos") 211 five of these structures are significantly
characteristic ©f c¢ne c¢r both c¢f the fcrmal non-fiction
genres, and all five are frcm the categery c¢f conjoined or
enbedded syntactic elements--that is, syntactitc structures
whose primary purpose 4is to compress and relate informatiorn
within <the <sentence. Seemingly, those gerres in which the
author's dintent is +tc convey maximum dinformaticn wirh
raximur exrlicitness are -just those that make maximum use of
such &yntactic —techniques, (We may note in passing that,

except for adverbial clauses and for «conjcined words and

phrases, which wmay invclve either nouns or verbs, the
significart elements are membersc of +the =ncun phrase; it
appears that c¢nly at this level of genre ciscriminaticn is
anything Lkut a verktal or whole-sentence element a

significant stylistic indicator,.)
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CONCLUSION

what seefis tc Lte evident from the above resultg is
that, while there are 1indeed significantly different
ratterns syntactic cccurrence between genres, these patterns

(with the excepticn of editorially determired use of pass

ive
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in any formal style) result
primarily from general semantic constraints cpéerating within
the g¢enres and based in tle communicative fpurposes of the
genres, 1Ic wit, ficticn, nc matter what its +topic, 1is
typically a narraticn c¢f past but interccnnected actions,
and the syntactic structures that differentiate fiction fronm
rcn-ficticr are cones which convey thls semantic content

non-fictior, again nc matter what it is abcut, is in general
a data=-ccnveying instrumsnt, even ttough there are
detectable differences in the manner in which the data are
ccnveyed, €.9., degree of <specificity c¢f data (Learned
Jcurnals), degree c¢f didacticism (Popular Journals), and
deqree of ircluded narraticn (Newspaper Fepcrtage). Again,
thes2 brcad scemantic similarities and differences are
reflected in the syntactic structures that differentiate +he
gente styles.s In summary, quantitative differences in
Syntactic structurs can indeed be fcund batween

indaperdently-defirad sub-populations of lanquage (genres),

but they appear tc ccrresgecnd te--and are presumably the
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result of--generic conmunicative purposes c¢f the genres, and

should ccrsequently be viewed as 1nterrally-constrained
artefacts c¢f this semantic component rather tharn externally-

defined elements cf style,



31

REFERENCES

Andrew' C. M. 4
Focus. Fh.L. Discsertaticn. University cf Alberta,
Lepartment of lipguistics, Edmcnton, Alkerta.

W. N. Sl
English, for Use with Pigizal

Francis,
€d American
(Magnetic Tape)., Brown University,

— -

64b). Manual of Informaticr of Accompany a
hy

le cf Frecsent-day Edited Pmerican Erglis
ELlE CI rIgsen.-day £

19
an
th Digital Computers., Erown University,
¢f Linguistics, Providence, F.J.

Cerrus.

Marckworth, M.L. and l.M. Bell (15€7). Sernterce=-leng+th
In Kucera and Francis, ppe.

distrikbtution in the

S D wime . GER G EYn . i — — — — . amen

2€8-405,

istical Deterwrinaticn of Sone

3) . Siat
€ Style. PheD, Dissertstion. Brown
T of Linguistics, Frovidence, R.I.

Marckwortl, M.L. (7€

demar, M.M. Tatsuoka and C.R. Langmuir
ariate Statistics for Eerscrnel
« Wiley, New York,




r

i g2e s

el FE3
Al
IR

it e

~ MICROCOPY RESOLUTION TEST CHARI

s INATIGINAL gg;;fag VAT PANDARDS L w




	A_Discriminant_Function_Analysis_Of_Co-Variation
	End Page

