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- ABSTRACT . :

: SR Although the nature of topicalization is complex and

. cannot be easlly separated froam considerations of syntactic struc ture

. - and sentence focus, analvelis of language usage has indicated that

< topicalisation is more a stylistic than a syntactic process. - -

. Topicalisation refers to soving a noun phrase (¥P) into the initial

i © position of a sentence. Examples of language use demonstrate that

.. speskers and vriters often use passive constructicns as part of their

.. Thétorical strategles because the paseive allows movement of NPs into -
virtually any position within “he sentence. The apparent ease with *

vhich NPs can be topicalized seems to have less to 4o with the

. distinctions between old and nev information than with packaging. the

- information so that it is processed and interpreted by the audience

“ "4n ways that favor the motivations of the speaker/writer. Bven the

- :Inttctic configurations characteristic of "objective" prose enable

aple transformations of ¥Pm that ‘systematically supgress agency,

% which iz another uuz of senipulating audience response. What this

" aevidence indicates is that syntactic rules exist because they favor

= _osrtain descriptions of the world ovor otherss thus, any attempt to

\ . construct a gramsar based on "case" telations as somehow inherent in

<\ ¢the coastruction of sentences is not only doomed to failure but

.\ abdicates the responsibility of discovering hov sentences come to be

‘\prodncod and interpreted. (RL) '
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. !ltcuntyuu. linguists ban bcmtbunndth.ir analyses of
mm:u rules and to explore the ways in which these rules operate to
structure, or "package,” the nfomtion eontont ot- untcneu. 'ro date,

‘~ most c! the mk dene has bm eonccntratod -on thc various potential roles
that m phrases (NPs). lu uomod in Q oatucc aud thc htuuuon
'tom‘n their surface structure pqoition and- tho 1nurpuution processes

“of the huu:. It is now uncuuy utud that tho hbd "subject," am a
tera rd‘urr:l.u to an RP function in a untoncc. is not ducriptivuy E .'

. doquto. Instead, we £ind a p:ol:lfcration o£ tomo used to du,tgnuc thc | /
| mtou. complex roles of the inithl NP of & sentence: topic. thom. ' / |
| agent, surface ml:jcct. and logical subject. In this papcr I will rcfcr /zn/

the first NP in a sentence or chuu as the topie, and to the -yntac;tc/ .
process that moves an KP into inftial poo:ltion as togieuliution./ o
It 4is my purpose here to umine exanples of languazc usf vhich challenge
th. sssumption thnt m7u.. most of the work done i/a zﬁo ares of top?.cal-
uation. namely, that a speaker makes choices in t)x‘ ottucturing of a
nessage only in the "best interests" of the hqu/cr. This description mivcly
casts tlu spesker in a dhcouru_ context as ‘ "benevolent dicutor" vho seeks
~oaly to sccommodate the message to vhat s/he ﬁnginu to be "temporary states
of the addrulu s mind" (Chate, 1976: 28), and assumes that it is always |
the spesker's purpou to provide maxigum 1nfomtion uruc'tuud in such a
way that the hearer can 1nt¢rprct the muagc wvith minun ease. Furthermore,
ny dau suggest that topictliution 1- not a grarmatical process, as many
- suppose, but a otyliuic process, a choice that 10' based pou on the rhetoricil
'mpouo of the -pnhr than it 1ig on conoﬁnution for the li;tmer.
The observation that the syntactic rules of Enlgish producc both

an! iguous and/or uninterpretable sentences fhat are fully grammatical is a
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. o-nphco in discussions of uuu:lit:lc. ltruct\:;rc ESnnhy. 1979). Ve

also lﬁvordmto. Mdcngc that lpoelgie syntactic rules produce sentences
'clnt contain little or 0o information for the h.uut.' such as the truncated .

pessive (Stanley, 1975; Stacley and Robbins, 1978), Is topicslisation

4 serely a "mesning-preserving" syntactic rule that moves 514" {nformstion

{nto sentence~initisl position, or is it a ih,totiullmtivac;d styliscic
tule that enables composers to move any NP to the bepioning of a sentence
00 that the addressee is encouraged to accept whatevar 'Momtion the NP
earﬂu as "old" or "givng"? It 1s, in fact, the passive eon_n't'mtion tlut
l\n urnd fo_ enphasize tt; us the importance of topicalization fiﬁuu it

peraits us to topicalize the object of the verb and to "demote" the agent

X to untcncc focus position or delete it cntiuly.' 'nu geneuny-acccpmd

ducription of the thctorical" purpdse of the NP-ghift executed by tho
passive rule proposes tbat the object of the verb is fronted bncauu 1: u'
".old" hforﬁation. vhiih the '(gent 'io moved into focus position because it
is "ncv" information. The rhetorical vpotenthll of the passive construction

aze, however, iuch richer than the literature aduitl. The quoutionl in

\!u't I 1llustxate some of ths more common oynuct:lc varhtions permitted by

' the puu,vc eonot:uction. and their. differcut effects suggest that the

sumerous KP positions made possible by the passive tunofomtion have little

.o nothing to do wvith simplistic notions about "01d" and "new" information.

I. a. By their teachers, girlo are rated higher in language
. chiopment than boys.

. By thea , Cilles de Paris vas declared guilty of suaniu. |
oorce:y. and apootuy. and there and then hnnded over to
the civil arm. . .

(Ilonnguc Summers, "Introduction" to the 1928 edition of
2 Malleus Haleficarun. xvii.)




S 0. | , | [ u. the world around me T - pruni'id to give up my children.
| | (Article in Lesbian Connection IV (May 1978), P 1.)
d. Dialects can by linguists be ch;oui;& ‘and- divﬁod.
e. I wents get bold of some real hn;ui;n tha_t'i by kids used.
f£. Ia 1315, dutin.. the brief reign of Louh X, the oldest son

of Philip IV, vas hanged Enguerrand de Marigny, Chamberlain, |
privy counsellor, and chief favourite of Philip, whom, it was’

'. alleged, he had bogitchoql to gain the royal favour. ,

(Montsgue Suzmers, Malleus Maleficarum, 1948 edition, p. vi.)

g g éonncéud' nov with my tiaggixig anxiety about what the Baffins
were going to think of we was the huge problem of Christian.

(Iris Murdoch, The Black Prince,' P. -3-1.)

he To London even more géneully .than. to Oxford were drawn people
- fxom different parts of the country. -

't. Ig'c sonething to be done by not me. ' _ , | -

'.j. Was she [Chris) cut by the eruel injustice. o o1 .Wu she
struck by the amusing irony. . .? Was she despaired by the
vorld'q rejoicing. . .? . . |

~ (Chris Costaer Sizendgo, I'm Eve, p. 353.)

The nﬁoty of positions avaﬂab.‘!.o for all .of the NPs in these examples

;uuugsthat'both 'topicalizuiﬁg'kand f;:cuo .a.rc less connected with any

nntiv§ "hierarchy of ac.cu'cibnity".(lcmn and Conric. 1972) or inter-

pretability criterion than they are with the speaker's rhetorical purposes.

Sentences a-e, for example, are uvou'auy said téA 11lustrate "contrastive | .

sentence focus" (Chafe, 1976); that 1.1. t& agent dcnotd to focus position N
. by the operation of -the ?uuve rule is moved -htef into senterce-initial |

pouiﬁ?p anc! thus brought into contrastive focus with.the object of the

verd, wmh has become the topic. In §+s it is the entire VP, ucu,]‘.ly

vegarded as the "comment," that has been topicalized; in h. it 1a the complex

adverd of place that has been fronted. 1In sentence i. we see the passive
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. uﬁt in feeus position, but the ingertion of y’; serves 'u place ge in

eontrsstive focus to soms other unnsmed individual. In §., we have an

, intransitive n‘rb.puuiv_nd. noedcgaiug_. mothi.n'g vegarded as an

"inpossibility” in linguistics. It is this last sequence in J. and the
complicated sentence in f£. that uay shed uu 'ligh'c on the importance
of the qoﬁh:'- -otivntioi- or ;ho ”mk_ngtn!" of M&mdon_!or the
huut. | -

We must uk. for mph, vhy an uucccptablo" sentence 1ike ehc

.putm. "Vu she despaired by the world's rcjoicing?. ohoul.d not only

eome into existence but, p:obabl.y. g0 unremarked upon by a ujority of

ﬂn tudco of the book from which it was taken? The answer, I m].d
suggest, lies in the structure of the preceding utorul in the quout:lon-;
in vhich we f£ind two fuily grammatical passivized que;tiono. "Was she cut"
ull "iru she struck.” ‘ What ve have is a series of rhetorical questions
uuma to the resder of the book in which she s the topie Tf thp
dumru context. The coruct. active version of the qun 1.on, ;"D:ld
she . degpair at the wrld'c ujoieing?. retains she as tlu top:‘.c. a\dgl "the

\v\>
world's rejoicing” remuins in sentence focus position. It is not, as .

- Chafe (1972, 1976) maintains, that she is given or "old" information in

the context, because the active version would have served just a.o. well to
keep she in topic position. It 1s, c_:linrly. tho rhetorical )"o‘iqucnéc of
parallel questions and the pacessity to keep their structures  identical
thﬁ creates the possibility of a passivized intransitive ;nrb. Here, one

li.ht invoke the criterion of "ease of mtcrprnéability" as a motivation

- for the "unacceptable” conotmction, but it would still be nceuury to

ucount for the specific mterprctation forced by the use-of the pauiviud

htuntt:ln, i.c.. that the woman [Chris) referred to by she 1s cast as a
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mu- ty the muunu-. a bdu noTe aend uncy tm uem. |

L h tho long @ouuon from lbatqua Suneu. in I.f., however, we v:ul
have to admit zln pouﬂunty of dﬂ!cut ‘thetorical strategies in
mtm; it is clear clut "oln of hcupuncton" on the part of the

~ zesder is not Summers' ptinty motivation. Nor are t!un relative cluuu

the result of what Sum Kuno (1976) hu eallod npuku caapathy.”

~ Susmezxs' otmmtn; of the mun :I.n this puu;c reflects only hio

poiat of vhv. bis bias. conouor. for example, the fact that the sentence

1tself opcao with a long adverd of time, not a copiuluod objoct or agent
EP! In fact, ths object NP, which should hnu been the topic_ of the
sentence, turnms up in the position in vhich it @u occur in the active
vexsion of the sentence, lftu' tlu verb, was hanged. There can be only =
one reason for its poo:lt:l.on in thio sentence: It uto up the apﬁi;itin -

elause vhich contains the name of Philip, who becomes the objoct. vhou.‘ -

* of the last clause in the sentence, he (\'cfmin; back to hgumand de

'ipy) had bewitchad to gain the rozal favor. Notice tlnt this last

| chuu is "ls0 the only activl construction in the sentence, and its overt

agentive XP is the "guﬂey party,” suddenly foregrounded for the rudcrn.\

The enly vay that Sunuo could have mansged an active clause at this

podat in the sentence was to place the antecedent in a tmnc.tod pauivc
after the verd, vhich then ut up the relative clmu in which Philip 1s
topicalized as the objcct of thc vero bmgched. The additional embedded

passivized :chtivc. it wvas alleged, although doubtless intended as a

civ_dat. with its dummy topic it and deleted agent(s), should serve to warn
s that we are resding an extremely eonvoluted sentence constructsd;—net to
8 .'L“ saxisum information or to make our htc:prcuvc process easier,

e’ to preseat us with the information Summers wants us to have in the order




- ™ ﬂsh b wants us to process 1:.

;S"‘?'-,
ht ultucn i.n u:e T demonstrate that speakers ana weiters use thc

’uun construction to further du.‘.crcnt rhctotical otutcgiu because thc

‘passive makes 1t possible to wo e all of the XPn in a given sentence tato

viztuslly any pouuon vithin the sentence. The first example of Part II
f1lustrates s -ﬁ--puch shift tlnt dctcpicali:u the passivized object
ﬁ! because of rhetorinal considerations.

IZ. a. It appeared that the tigers were reacting to a dmg they had

been injected with, . .[pauu]. o othat had been injected in
them, : .

In this jn_rttcuhr sentence, the zookupcr vho made the statement had at.
least three ways of upla:lninﬁ vhat had 'hppened_to the tigers, and he tried
two of them. There arc tﬁr« candidates for topicalization among the NPe
in the mcmo. Lthey (uforring to the tigcn), 8 drug, and ye or I |
(dqnndin; on the actual responsibility 2or cdnmhtuing the drug). In the
first version of the unnncc tried cut by the zookupar, they does appear

as t!n topic of the relative clause, but af.tcr .8-thoughtful 'pause, the - .
gookeeper docidcd ‘to make the drug the topic and moved the pronoun Aufm:l.n;

" to the dead tigers to focus position. How does this ehift in topic serve
. cpoétﬂc rhetorical strategies of the zookupor? In order to answer this

quuthn fully, we must .‘.irot consider tho third option for topicaluatiov

" the one that the zookeeper rejected from the be;inning, because the third

choice made by the speaker isn't st all obvious from the surface structure
of tha utterance. If we return to the beginning of the sentence, we notice

first that the topic of tho matrix untcncc is 1t, thc dunmy topic left.

"behind by the extra-position tuno.‘.omtion. Second, the predicate of the

matrix sentince is a appear, vhich requires an expl,rioncor NP at some stage
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+ .. ta itd devivation. It 1s the deleted experiencer of the verb sppesr,
| vhieh could have ‘been eithar to us or Lo me, that could have become the
3 - -evert ageat in thn thﬁ'd vexsion of th. uttcuncc aira:l.hbh to the speaker, _
| o.lg.. It ) ud to me/us that the ti..tl vere reacting to-a drug I/we had

injected them with, llouco. bowvever, 'ﬁkt had the upu::uneu' surfaced
4n tha matrix nnnnco, the cpuhr wvould bave made overt the human ,qcncy '

thc death ot the ti;tu. and the truncated puoivc rduivc ehuu,
' with 1:. agent ddotod. wul.d have bun lou successful becsuse the
experiencer of the matrix and the agent of the ezbedded clause are undoubtedly
eotc!o:onﬁh.. We can now .utu-rn to the question uga:d'tng the efficacy of
the topi.c selected for tln relative clause. The truncated pasaive consttucticn.
vhich remains stable in both of the speaker's versions of the unten.o,
upprcuu the third candidate for topiuluation. the agcntlupuicnco:. |
‘thus Iuvtng only tvo remaining undidltu for topicalizationm, tho :I.naninto
instrument, the dtug. or the dead t:l;cro themselves. civcn thuc two ‘choices,
B it bocolu clear why th‘ sookupcr chose to topiealizc the :I.notrumnt rather
. than ths dead tigers. Also of htu-nt in, this cuph thou;h ig tue - )
nronoun that in 'thc,ueond version, wvhich has been substituted for its
aatoeodcnt, _g__c_l__g, which apparcntly need not be rncntionod in the revised
mom of the uncmc. if o lunncr missed the overt reference to the -
' drug that killed the tigers in the initial ver oo of the sentence, o/hq
u ‘'would learn little from the revision. |

- The apparent ease witlulh:lch virtuanz any NP can bo topicaliud

. depending upoa the rhetorml requirenents of the spuhr s utuauon, seens
to bave less to do v:l.th Chafe's suggestad dhtinction between "old" and
LT information than it does with "packaging" mfomtion 80 that it is

processed ahd interpreted by the hearer in ways that favor the .pulur'o

-7-'




| metivitions ever thase of the Usteoer, In 11.i., for example, the topte
shift has uﬂun. to do vith vhat u "old" or nv" Momcm to the

: u-tnc. and a gtut deal to do with vhat the sool:upcr s trying to hide
from the listening sudience. In fact,” 1c is easier ro maneuver such shifts
- i mu during speech, because the huuro must process and interpret
spesch mh more quickly than they do nieun hnguago and they may lose |

Iht ves utd previously when the dhcouuo takes an uu:pccud turn. .In

witten dhemu, hmnnr. oh:m:o in topic ean u:ul bo managed unobtruoivdy

u long as the shifts are mofuny structursd. Consider, for example,
the sequence of unt’cacu in II.D.

I, b, Middle East gm& are inherited. . .Not cv_o_rz‘ goﬁentato'o. |
~ pou 1s glad of that. The youth bequeathed & houseful of
heavyweights, did ixot alvays admire his father's choices.

In bygone years, the harem women were fed oils, Fat was the
fashion. T

Q‘w'éitz Journal, 7/8/79, Al13)
Briefly, note eht"eh topic of the tirof sentence 1s "lu.ddh East hatun,.."
vhile the t.bpicvof the liot gentence 1. "£at." 1In order to trace the |
development of the discourse that nakes this change i.n subject seem "inevit-
able,” consider the underlined NPs and their rehtionohipo. . First, the
writer presents us vith a truncated passive; the agent here, undoubtedly
. either potentate or father, has been deiotcd. although it vﬁl surface in
- the next two sentences as a possessive. The topicaliud object of the
pessive, "m.ddlo East hnuno."r 1is not "old" or "given" tnfomt:l.on as fu'
a8 the readers of the nwopapcr are comrned; it 1.. in 1:. own way,’ thc |
ssjor ubjoct ot the discourse itself, reappearing as the direct objcct of

8 passive in the thixd untoncc, "a houuful of huvymighn," as the

-‘-‘
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© L. ohjest _g__gg_ h eh- natrix of t.!n tu.:d untcnco. ud ﬁ.uuy. as "eho
" hazem women," the topic of the tou:th sestence, sgain by means of a
pasaive construction, nah wvith thc agent dclctod. It 1s important to npn
tn this example that the agepts have been deleted, not because they are

waknown, or “irrelevant,” or "o1d" i.n.‘.omtioa.. The agents have been ddct«l

-

because the writer vants the reader to internalize only the momtion that
is made availagbdle. m transition from focno to top:l.e 1n the hot two
- seatenzes uku thio ttutqic use of. 'otrueturc very clear. The direct objoct |
of m !ourth sentence, oilss vhich is {in "fotus" position, provides the tig-
in to fat, the topic of the last sentence, and the "ides" with which thc
zeader 1is left .t the end of the dioeouru. The discourse prceodcnt for both
pils and fat occurs in the. embeddad relative clause mentioned prwiouoly as
"llnvmighu. Of interest bare io the eondnccnd:l.ng male tone that pcrvn.du
tlu discourse for, of course, this paiugo 1s writt.en as & "male interest”
plece. "Although-we know that harems consist hrgcly, if not entirely of
wizmmin, the fact that the writet is nlking about wimin doesn't surface
_ until the nut-to-tho-huv untenec. Althou;h thc -ubjcct of tbe diocoutu
1s .p.cuu.ny the heaviness of harem vimin, mile-specific mouns domimate
in untcncu tvo and three, and are the deleted ageuts of all three &runcaud
p.utn constructions. This .sentence is not b:luru or otungc or atypical;
1¢ is standaxd, Journalistic prou of tho aort ehu:nod out for consumption
by 4ts mals resders’ (and most of those who have access to the production end
- of the -ﬁau assume thnt: thoir audiences are male). This dilcouru vas
‘structured, not in acco:danco vith some "hierarchy of acconibility" that

_ - ' R ¢
. Tequires an elaborate grammatical ‘explanatién, but to satisfy the writer's

‘fﬁs

superiofjity and to ohnu his nngneu vith hh male rudcn. In order to '

. read this passage vithout vincing, ono nuot of course, alrudy agree wuh
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Sush Mto 1n topis don't slvays Tequire truncated pauivu for their

stugture. Aeti.n eoutmucao will do juot as vell, as Il.c. demonstrates.

3. e. I£ you tell googlo rortugal is rauguy. and you don' t mislead
: them, they'll believe you.

" n- syatactie otmtuu of tbuo three chuu. is :th:lnly simple, tvo 1f-
alsuses econjoined, -ollowed by the roquioito 5 -glmu. The topic of both_«

ecnditional clauses is you and the d.o. of both 1s people, replaced by the
proooun them in its usond occurrence. But in the third clause, the then=
elsuse, the structural telaticaship bstveen you and. _L_pic_ is reversed; t _l;g.‘

zefexrring back to g_pLe., has become the topic. and Jou 1s now in focus -
pod.thn. luthtr Np, however, can be said to bc either. "old" or ncv" "

fnformation. The pronoun you is not in sentence focuo ‘position bccauu 1:'

ad information m the thitd clause, any nore tlnn it vas in to,ic poouton
" 4n the first clause because it was old :I.nfomt:l.on.. The sentence uulf is

abont tdnng 14es, and tho speaker produced a sentence that porfcctly
ﬂll_ntutci the process of lying: If you mt ‘people to l_ulj.cvo vhat you're
uy‘ﬁu. move your KPs uound: shift the t’ojie nh the foeuo. interchange
them. Anyorie fast enough to notice will only become confuud and lou tha

thread of discourse altogcthor.

Although, as tho preceding diocuuion cuggu't“s, the nature of tbp:l.cauu-
tion {s complex and cannot be easily upautod fron considerations of oynuctic
otmtuﬂ/und untancc focus, 1 hopo tlut ny analylio has i.ndicated that
topulliution is a otylistic, not a syntactic, process. I would liko to .
ruut thu ve a{ dealing, not with :uchud phenomena thnt occur vith or

without design in specific ntretchc‘a of d:llcouuc,_ but with the grincig le of
| venishing agency, a process made possible because the syntactic rules of the
language bave evolved in order to make it possible for writers/speakers to

§ .
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, esnstruat eatire sentences in which there 1e 0o 'umy for ch. gc:!gu
desexided. In clﬁ- way, wve have created, and continue to use, a language
ia whish it 1is pou'i.bh to utter (or write) a great uany wordn.‘ giving the
W of substance, but wirhout faying anything wortivhile at all. |
The seatences. h Tart III illustrate the my differeut kirnds of oynuetic

' structure tln: cuo agency i.n contun in vhuh 0o one really wants to

esy oF llur vl:o. exactly, is noponnibh for thc actuu. £uunn. hmrhdgc

u.u-zw\zn the dacoupgge N

‘IITe @+ I am woman, hear me roar, =\ -
\ In ulbou too 513 to i‘gorc. \\

\

>

(lnln hddy. "I an Woman")

V. 'b. Waste conuin.ro and tray holders have now bnn prov:lded of
the exit. Your .Gooperation is appreciated.

(ngn pop"d in Andy s Quik-Serve, Lincolm, llobtuh)

€. !nct:l.ly for normal behavior, there are 1imits ort the utdt to
. which discrimination and gcnoul!.ution oceur.

A y hology Toda S . _\‘\/

" do The great difficult » of course, is in deciding how much
in.tomtton need be protected, and in getting standards to

gin yhnt may be kept secret and for hw long.
(navgd Viss, The Politics of x.zm.) '

* . @e It is also of interest to note that the greatest changes take
. ph« in the first fev years in the nev environment.

(I. 8. llool. "Int.lligcnee‘." Chap. 3 of subﬂu; and Chlnp

,‘ - in luun Characteéeristics)

f. It has been decisioned that some form of unit rotation may
be a desireable objective. . “.Recent CMC decisions have

. Eéhvhud the major inhibitors allowing a fresh approach
revaluation of altamativn methods of. unit uglacment...

(Rcl Publ e Doubluguk Nw-huter)

g. Xo aeeomodatc needs for overtime vhich are Mentified as a
Tesult of the initiation of the' procedures contained herein

duri.u) the pcﬂod of time ncuuarz to mstitute aItcrur.tvc

-1l -
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 gUsesderes $o meet the identified ped.
(Foem Pyblic Deublespeak Nuvsletter)
' shouldn't depend on hov the pono;: was buried to determine
' they will be remembered. | - C
(Stadent essay) I
1. Some things have beceme 'gocd' during the evoluticnary ‘histo
of the species, and they may be used to induce people to behive,
for ‘the good of others.' T 4 C _ &'
(3. 7. Skinuer, Beyond Freedom and Dignity, p. 125)

- 3o The value 1s o be fourw in tha soatlal eontingcnc:ld maintasined
for purposes of control. It is an ethical or moral juagnmt in
tha sense that ethos and mores refer to the customary practices
of & group.: : o

(8. 7. Skinner, Beyond Freedom and Dignity, pp. 112-3) - .

k. It is not difficult to see vhat is wrong in most “educational

eavironments, and much has already been done to design materials -
‘which make learning as easy as possible snd to construct contin- IR

genciss, in the clsssroom and elsevhere, which give students -
" powexful veasons for getting an education. . oL

. 7. Skinner, Beyond Prewiom and Dignity, pp.. 136-7) -
‘1. Racial prejudice is the most obvicus prejudice in today's wrid.‘ "
. (Student huy) - |

B, It 1s a desire lo that he may come back. v
- (Student essay)

’

4

. Be Nelping the child, during discussions of misic and practice - ¥ |
“sesalons, to understand the importance of susic in her life '
“ mmc, . . . L , . \ . 4
. (student assay) : \ |
Ignoring for a moment the exawples in a., b., h.,.and 1.-n., the majority.
- of the sentences qpou& in this section | o 'typtfly vhat moet
4 houly label as "objacun"' style. I say "loosely" because, in spite of

the fact that other ressarchers have ohserved that this type of prose is

ehdracterized by passive constructions and nominalizations of various kinds

?

3
¥
’

L




.- 80 tha bdest of my indvlcdjo uo one hi; poiitcd out’ that luet'oyitietic
eonstructions share one ﬂppdrtant,otructutal ﬁ%oporty{ They remove sgency.
In d.; for,clllblo. va have no ido; vho has decided that something is
“difficult,” who decides _vl'Lt_ someone will protect, vho will set standards
who will kaep vhich secrets ffom ihon; vhile in g. we never discover whose
'incdo' have anonymously been "identified,” who will "accommodate" them, vﬁ§
’l!&ilt‘d the proccﬁdrqo. who determined the i:ace'czeene‘of time ";nccocary"
before some uniannd individual could "institute” the procdddrco that would
mest the, once again, pnonyﬁbusly 1d¢§t1£1¢&.nc¢do‘o£ unopqeigiﬁd pcrcdhn.
Without dvnlling exceseively on tha specific ways in vhich a;cncylio
. syntsctically suppressed by the gramnatical rules of English, I would liko

N to cnphloisc that vhat we generally eall "the objoctivo otyle" i. not
| o&jccttvc at all; it 1is elcarly binocd. and 1: serves the 1ntcrcoto of those
vho pctoiat in vriting it. “More 1nportant1y. it is the “ear;.t otyl. for *
-o-t of our otudcnt-. who aopirc to vzite sonnday as thay have bccu taught

to bclilvc they should., In IXI. a., for cxanplc. hardly anyone would
!illingly ddoc:ibo Helen Reddy's lyrico as "objcettvc," yot there is no
difference, syneactically, betveen her use ot tho-inpcraeivc and the |
in!tnietv. constructions. R is her "feminist" content ehne many listeners

ind objccttonnblc, but she 1. actually trying to be objcctivc." She does
not tell us WHO she ia 1nplic1t1y addressing with the 1npcrat1vc "hear n.,“
noT do ve knov from the oyntax WHO will be unable "to 1gnorc" our numbers.
lnddy. in an attempt not to sound 1n£1:nnatory, hao resorted to the silence
imposed by 1nv1.1b10 agency; she hll surrcndcrcd by refuoing to name the
. enemy of vﬁnu she addresses:  men and the wimmin slliéd with them. The

~ adsonition of nxnnplo b.. taken as it s from a restaurant sign, illustrates

how our nindo nake leaps across the informational gaps left by tho,"inpitoonal." o




o« Va0

o * ¢ . "ghijestive” céyli. In the first ocnéiacc.,vl a;c told that'tha owners |
' have ;hoiiht!ﬁlly placed ;l;hcgc cans and t;f’ holders next to éhn exit. .
Ve are :‘nn gallantly thnnkodngor our "c&ﬁporation." ‘Between the two state-
sents, we have inferred that the owners expect us to put cur‘;aibago in the
clii._our trays on the appropriate héidci. as ve leave the restaurant. . The
owners thank us in advance for .ufplyigg-th. gpfroprihtc 1n£cr¢ncci as wall
. as for complisnce with their unoboknn o:dcr;. 'Q&f itudinto aopi:c to the
| |yn&n§t1c'ot;:111ty of "objective" prose without having‘acquircd adequate
pastery of its equmlu:ttico to execute it convincingly.. Their lack of .
eontrol of thc‘iyntactic maAneuvers rcqﬁifed for maintaining tﬁc "{mpersonal®”
style is evidenced in examples h. and 1.-n. in which ve find an ill-fated .
sttempt at}ggraxtrApooitién, several ﬁnpleoo'rcpetixioug.-andﬂgarbli,zin."
vhich the original intention of the.sentence has bcqﬁ logt.~'.. |
| _Ihns‘éhn cyntaé&ic configurat;oni characteristic of "objgsttvc" prose
sre simply those trinofornnt;ono that o;;tcnatindlly oupprtio‘agcncy,ln
sentences can be seen clearly in éhy examples provided in Part IV below.
IV.. a.d Th@ 1nc;o£ frequently is precipitated by the wife by ociﬁally

frustrating her spouse or recoiling in disgust at his behaviors
:II‘,QSGCIOGO i.e., alcoholism, infidelity, pedophilia). .

. Crrom Ms, "No Comment,” 7/79, p. 100) = ’
" bs' Probably the next prejudice was towards wdnniﬁ. Zarly b 'n07
- learned thyt wimmin were uot as physically strong as men a
therefore couldn't possibly be the equals of men. . .Therefore -
thdy started treating wimmin 1;ka,anx other possession,

(Studcnﬁ essay)

( ' "¢+ The xule of grammar you spesk of, which 1s to use the masculine .
’ pronoun when it applies to both male and female, was NOT devised

. to put down women. And it is not likely to be changed in the
' ZEtcgoot_ot women's rights. ~ i N

hd /
vl

("bonr ‘lby” ¢olumn)
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| modified according to suggestions of u:riup counse~
. s, religicus and medical. umﬁ. resiliency & adjustable
e " Slevation for more sensitive alignment.

‘ o( ngcney uhicvod by !n;lhh oynuctic rulu and thc ptoccu ot topicll.i.u-
‘ 'ununcu h tbiu uction mu.m:. tho con:tructi.on of bhu The use of
mnph. the vutcr uloetod lsicest as thc topiec of’ tho untmcc. and the -

" "cthu" "ttnotuting" hor husband and "recoiling”. from his cr:ln:tml

‘behaviors. The effect of th. sentence, thus constructed, 1. to uko the .

- l-emc. then humans becomes the second tepic, vhile women 1is the object

- of tl\. pomdo—prodiutc towutdo in tho first ununcc, and the topic oz the

d. Yomen sre here to stay o0 lat's vake the best of them.
(Ostdoor stgn 1o 3toux City, Iovs, 1973) |

"0.- &Huw assures greater ur:lnl joy and fulfillment!
‘368 N

(A3 1n Spencer's catalog, 1979)

£, Written and directed by Abby Mann. . oo the miniseries could -
. stir controversy over izs unflattering depiction of the FBI
- and the Kennédy Administration. But there's mo doubting Paul
i Winfield's excellent pcrfomncc in the titlo role, . . «

("rbo Screening Rocm,” TV Cuide) N

8 A )hrch Aga:l.nct Rape will be held on Monday, June 18, 1979.
- us for tha March to make Li.ncoln s atrceu u!c from

) .!.“1:0 ' . A

d for m:. hck the Ri‘;bt- Hn'reh) ' '. oo

The czuplu in Part IV make clear the rcluionohip bctvun thc suppression -
:m, the nbjcct vith vhich I began thip paper. Hoot. 1f not &11, of the
muctu conctructinno to create mtacnc mphcntm. in IV. 8y f.or )
putvo hu md the vife’ to sentence focus position along \d.th her .

vm zesponsible for vhntcnr ugly dudo her huband engages in. However |
htnmu his crines, hers is the wutz She drove him to 1t! The next’

nqucnu of untcncu bcgim quh prejudice as the Eoﬂi: of the initial

enbedded cl'mu in the second. Althou;_h the t ex that 1s the topic of the




" .. 3last sentemce 1is ﬁtatw.y aabiguous, it can. éniy have tumang as its
| antesedent, since Momen have .Bun distinguished from "nrly umans” and
heve become the object of the verd trest. The process of toptulmtion
) ba.u 8 means of utth; vismain apart, as "othu'." Synuctu nuphuin
. &t its best (or vout) is exemplified in Iv.g.. in vhich cvorything specifie -
.hut s ‘l.'nh uek tho Night March hn ‘been cupprcud We are exhorted "to-
make uncoh'o streets safe from sexual uuult. but everyons knows that
1t 18 men who are the ucntu of omul asssults againnt vimin. 'The place
ia which some sexual assaults occur ‘has b-com the bject to te protectod.
l'_;-in tho victins of ‘sexual uuult. ar. as i.nv:loi le as thc men wvho are
. guilty of the crime of Tape. ‘rhu-c are 1o mu med here—wve protcct the

guilty and orase. the victims, =~ . .

Ty ln'hf as ny mmtion of these mnpln has be I havc»trhd ‘to |
‘$ndiecate tlut topicalizuibn. and the related procquu 3 crut:l.ng subjocu" '
.ud "objects,” are not "grazmatical" phunoum. \ Synmtie rules are aot
'mtul.. ‘rhc :ulu of English syntax cx:l.lt boému thoy uko pctticuhr
"duertpt!.mc of cvcnn uul people pouiblc. Hh:uc some night vish to uh—
tain thnt the tulu thuulvu are "ncutul." that 4t is pcoplo vho uu |
:huugc in otdct to promote their own mm.:.. their own buuo. the
ﬂumc induuu that the rulu cxiu bccmu they favor certain ducript:lono
0! tln vorld over ocluro. In . the proccu of presenting:these lunplu. T
bave quuthhcd the alnou univcrul assuasption that speakers use oynuctic |
nlu in oxder to package information for ease of irterpretation on the part |
of tln ‘beaver, tndicucd that Chafe's hypothesis concerning the ‘placement ot
- WPs as Iutng based on the distinction bctwun "0ld" and "new" information
sinply does not q:phin the construction of ‘opec!.fic exsmples, and that any

attempt to construct a grammar based on "case" relations as somehow inherent
L . _ t -
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e , in the coustwuction of sentraces is not only dooued to failure but

abdicates tl'n_ imtbnicy of discovering hov -ungcacd come to be
produced and htcrpiot«l. On the basis of my analysis, I would 'w:-' to
mut three tnuttvn hy-pothuu for further hvuti.ation: (1) Speakers

¢onstruct sentences as -zch to mininisze interpretation as to uxini.u it \\

for the hearér/reader; (2) Syntactic roles of specific NPs ace assigned, L
20t on ths basis of hmctiou that inhers in sestences, but on the buio

of zhatorical otnngiu known: only to the opuhr/writor. (3) That many

0! the phencmena being chut.fiud as "purely grazmatical" are, in fact, L

L i o i 1
stylistic, and roprnent wvays in which rules are used rather than gumtlul _ _;}

phencaena per _s_c.. for unph. ‘topicalization. While I don t have time

~

baze to ehuetutn more fully the inplicuious of this ruutch. >4 hopc

~ - that this pnpc: bas at luct provided a starting point for furthor {nvesti-

gations and i.ndiuted some of the dinctiono ve n:lghf. fru:ltfuny pnuuc. Ce “

muuuy. Ve must cast’ udic the objnctivc" bl:lndcu that hn.ve nde it

seem: duirablc to assume thnt linguhtic rules opcutc in order to mmiu '

- the inutpuution of mfomtion. Those aspects of language use most

often uuutud as contc‘!t vathblu." "paehging. or "states of nind" :

tu. instead, dueriptiono of the warld thnt e are o:pccud to aeccpe. A

1Y
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