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: A WQEneratlve stylist:cﬂ" agfrcach, tc writing

presents usable, conscious . standards for the prcduction, a;:angément,
and rearrangement of written discourse thereby teaching studerfts how
- to make appropriate decisions ‘about language, usage, Based on :esea;ch ) 4.
studies’ that indicate the dependence cf the Hzltlng Frocess on the’” ° f/E -
decision maklnq process in areas such as cchererce, cider, and -
- intended audience, this approach could affect student motivation -
PQE;ELVElY bécause it implies an explicit statement cf the tasks to .
“he accampllshed and presents standards for determining success. Hhile
' areas of linguistics {tagmemics and trarsformaticnal grammar) 3nd .
composition theqry c¢ontribute to the urderstanding cf the writing -
. Process, they do not offer workable criteria for making decisicns and .-
cannot be. ‘used in establ;shing a ccnprelensive gegérat;ve =tyllstlcs.
After research has defined . how forms and patterns cf lanquage affect
.the reader apid how the read%er réspﬂgas to elements cf wvarying:
relevance, a fizxed set cf standards can be establicshed that offels
‘fixed patterns of expected and unexpected ‘arrangement in written
“discourse which will elicit predictable audience resronses, 3hese
.standards .vould alea provide focusing technlques f£cr pmeastring :
writing and quia;nq EEW%SJDD. (BATY o * ) 0
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“a . o -

', TE: many Stﬂdéﬂts of taday, ‘a Erit:.ﬂg c:n:rurse segms tc& be “the one sit-ust:icn -

L

i _,Qll ge - in whlch you are gaing t:: be t&ught. scméth;ng 'E.hat yﬁu seem t.a nead

to know all absut 'beﬁ:\re y’au r:.an 1earn anyth:.rxg“ (5. Millgr 1975" 1) This is

;_be:ause teachers and irgtruct:,an degignars have yet to p‘w;de an. e:ﬁpl:.cit and

campletg a%ccunt of the skills that must ba mstergd *;Ln order ta m‘%t-g success ~
.o £ Fal .

i‘ully, In t-hg man’tme we :ant.iﬂue to preaupp@se and, ra’uard a.b:.litles which we .

s

car’mat di:ectly create or. iﬁﬂuence Hjth thg methc:ds c:f fbr&dit.lanal instmctmn.
_ Ganfrcnted by a pﬂpﬂl&tim"l of students who, icr variaus ;easens (such ag |
nass media‘passivlsatm and the der:lite ef resdmg ag a pastime amng young
péaple) have nat even gvelaped a prmisianal level of m‘itiﬂg slc;l.lls the
t.hear-y* and mgthadqj.agy of l:ﬂmpDEi.tiQn have mcﬁred t’hei: focus away i‘rcm t.hg

product, the ‘text, taward the\g rocess of writing (ef, the pioneering Etudy

by Enig 1971). ¥ are becoming amne of the relationship betwesn the complexity

ard véfiaﬁility of 1éngua§ge on the one hand, and the "mfgt differences in personzl ’ ',
L ! : 1

1l

user of 1anguaga :must\ comand a pet Df strat.egj_es for selecting, from amang
't.he cptiﬂﬁs Ef the en’gj:g 1a.ngmage3 thﬂse 'Hhit:h are suitable for a given context.
and - audience@ I nha.ll therefore afgu.g that wr;ting :Lnstfu:tmn shauld consist of

presenting, aud applylng usable criteria for making apprnpmate decisions about -

1anguage u.se with re ;t to the prcrdu ‘tion and fm‘matinn of texts (ci‘ H:Ll;c K

19&55) F:ﬁllswimg t.le view Gf many ‘r,éearcherg (Dhmann 1‘21'593 Milie 1971 Splllner ;
1?7).1) ‘Ehﬂt stylg is the msn;fegtatlan and result ai‘ t.he c;halces ‘made by the

speakgr/wri;erg I shall designate such an approach as " generative styllstics“

(Beaugrande 19775} , - .. o

t;' "PEQEIE who spsak or. urlte must make 2 vast nmnber of intercannected der‘isi.cns
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. :Thg ds:isiaﬁs cf spéakers ar'e in m.aﬂy ways le;s ’Fim.l b@:am&g the situatiaﬁ e;f

.. . QI# o Ez‘.,, \ . i v\‘ ‘ .
: gpgech 1nteractinﬁ allmis eansiderable rf::m{ fer eweﬁdati@n,\ recm,gzdgr-,tmn, apd

8" 5

| rest.stem-nt P@sﬂblg m:.sunderstandiﬂgs can bg averted \‘wit.h ‘the use af facial

f % express,i@n —andgesb’u:gs and t.he hearers can alwaya intasrppse amd dgmnd clarifi-

) csti::n. Theﬁ dgcismns of irritefs are opsn to no s'n:h rgacurss_llt fﬂllnws ‘that

|t

a wzt:.ng pragram must. strive to move the dgcisiénmking prneasxs from t.hg realm

¥

" of intu;t.ian and cham:e ta a level where the crltgria f«:&- decldlng are 'mnscimsx, '

exp'licit and efficient, This 15;11 slow down the aettml \pmduetiqn cf te;:t.s g
N _

aans:.dsrably in the early phasas af train;lng, but :!.t E::Lll graatly rgﬂugg the

vague and i‘ertuitaus aspects ci‘ success iﬂ 'urjitingﬁ H? experingm-ts Eugggs\p that

o

~an Efplit:it st.at.emgﬂt. of .the t.asks to ‘be accmplished“&nd thg staﬁdsrds fl:E'

: deteﬁminiﬁg success lms a 5tt‘aﬂg pasitiﬂ ei‘fect on stude,nt. mativaﬁiﬂn,

= e

Ail phasgs ai‘ the %‘riting pz—m:ess dgpend Em decisiaﬂ mking.\Eveﬂ thg agt | /
- of percewing the human em‘ironment lﬁvah&s cumplex dar;isigm E,bglg't, what is ‘o o
impi:tant and how pgreepticn shtmld bep arranged and intgrpreted %mng/EeckgrzPlke
)t 1970) , Ric’;rard Dlmann (195?) sp:aaks of "epistemic chaice" as "a E%‘iter B

< et
¢ rﬂethod of dissecting the u‘-nivarae as expﬁssssd by t.hé ini‘;lnitze number of |

choices he [91- she] make,s “ F‘rank D'Anqelc: (1975) a.sserts that patte\rna of
. S \3.

thimcing more or 1esa d;Lrectljf determme t,he planning and argam.ﬂng c:;f L
- diseourse, Rlchard L_hLarsan (1971a,: l?'?lb) via’ws “mﬁvements t:f mind" as

\

{ manifested in tha arrangemen% of essaysﬁ Tt wauld be a mlstake hoHever;, t.c

: assume that theught.s are arganlﬂad in pi‘-ecisely the same ways- as diac:auﬁsea

While discﬂu:se 15 1inear aﬂd r-epresents cmly évne véralnn of what is being

intemeaving of passible alt-ernat.ﬁes reg&rding ﬁhst is to be cumruninatgd

i
(

_ Therefcre the transitlcxn frcsm t‘he menta.l to tbe:- written medium iﬂ’VQlTES at least

E_

5
the reductiun of rmlltivalenc,e and Emmunicatic:nal alternzt_ives as ‘HE].1>9.5 an

=

3 EW J



\ arra nggment of naﬂ-linearly stored elgmgnts in a 1Ln=a2' mcds. Viswsd from -thls
angle, the immengg margin for chaos and “arror in writing becam&s ev:_derrt. This

\ margin can be Peduced to manageable prcp:ﬁ"&‘mgs eith&r by lengi‘.mf EIPEI‘:LETIBE:
. Ve

i.n thg pI‘Ddut:tinl and rearrangemgnt of f.e:fhs , Or b:y rei‘erring ta @ set of \

. ,\ Con
N aaﬁacicms stamisrda for praé.u:ing, mgnglng, and rg-arrang;ag texts,

b : ‘\ \Dﬂ the @ther hﬁnd there afe powerful. iactgrs whi) ) w@rk to i.mpase .
| cohgrsnse and. grdar upcm dzsm:m*se.- Kennsth Pike (l?éh paints out that 'bhe

1 ]

'umifl mind 53@1& una'bl\e to funct;.an ﬁit.hﬂut se:m:'

’1;,versa.1 irﬁafia,nt print:iplss

hY

ci‘ crganizatim -The materiai stargd in the mif and used a.s a base for disa:aurse o

must therei‘me be pr‘"eianrted t.a sam.;e erteﬁt I, additien, the degisiens made
e:arljr in the writing pfoeess drast;.e.ally redur:a t.he alt?nati’ves to be camideredi

, lated (m. é,t Wr‘:.tef‘ must decide at onee what the P *apectlvg reader auniiencg will
:be and consider the presuppasitians, beliefs,, and 'ttitgdgs of that audience. .

(t:f Ln part;f::ular Ps.grsall 1‘?&5, sn},imng/‘Eecker/Fike l??D \ch 8!1.?). As soon

' ',,.md arrangammt will be graatly simplified, For emple,, the previmg kmﬂedga held

by‘ “the intended audbence detemiées the dens ity of information in the text, that

3 4

"éis, thé\ rate ?:t. wiiich new ini'armt:.an can be introduced’ and the amount of -
baegg:'@und that must accompany the Etter (t:i‘., Beaugrande 1978a). Alag %he

' égd;enae ra::pactatians serve to decide the degree Df ardinarmgss that a text. i '

bl

' ar}d its §Dmpj9+uant alements Shcmld maint&i’nﬁ If a ‘HT:L‘E-S{ select@ urdiﬁa.ry ElEments

natably 1%?;:.;:2.1 ones, an academic audience will find the *text dull /and pedesﬁrian :
'while ﬁlghly ncnésrdlnary elements Hill annﬁy or evan Qi‘fend an. aud.zem:e* that does

]
nat. amplcy such elements %n writing, It fallaws that a writer must fulfill at

, . least. some expectatiaﬂs nf any audience bu’t must alsc dmiate sgmewhat frclm

¢

thase e@ectatigns if anrth:mg r*aw ‘or intefe%tlng 55 to bé. ce:mum;micated The

#

4 ra% betweén Sulf il'merxt and: nun!fulfilhasnt of- e:mectatians must -be.. est.ablished\_

'l‘ . 7 -‘ R . L ‘. 5‘"; !:‘ :‘gs ‘ {f:-’ . ) f.'x‘:\
i ‘ . ) o - o "".,_r_ Va_ | o . sy V | | - /\
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' witlh respect.\ 4o the intended ‘audierice and its iﬁterpreting strategies. is I have
| shcmn in det.all glsawherg (Bgaugraﬂde 19'7713), the @alit.ies af ﬂanﬁardinarlne
'anxi ﬁgﬁ—expectednéss do not always caimzide; fgr e:cample, post.ic lan@agg is

, ehmeterizai by many ncp-aréinary aspects: t:i‘ lt;;uage use which are. m::\fgtheless

expected wlthin the context of paet:jf;\ such as rime, éisgalacad synt-ax, and

archaic wards _ ‘ : o
# v "I

All this suggests tha.t successful writ.ing :LE mpﬂsslble unless the wmxlﬁ- '

£

t.he effect ai‘ his or her own te:cts on & prz:spective audzsnge. : It Iﬁllmrs thﬂt

the decision-making criteris I h?ﬁg advocated for presentatian must besusertly

v
i

gcbser'va’ble in Samr;:les of good m‘itiilg, such that gr—ry close :-aadlng E—i,and I
- wf:uld see the relevanee of 1iterature fer- the mcdern student in this very

factor = bgﬂMEs a pragess of .conscious training in the cant.ral and use of

language, N . ,

& ¥ =

ahsul\d like tc E‘QI"‘V’EY the realm of linguistis research (seg aléc Baaugranﬂe

-outlined abave. In structm‘al 1inguist1t:s the' ngtibn of ‘t,he “paradtic“

i .
aspgct of- lang;uage gerved to specif‘y what the 1in§uistica.11y pcss;bla alt.ernativas
{-

- 'HET:E far a giﬁm glot! in diseaurse. Tagmenmics widened thé scapa t.n :anlude )

1

n@t cﬁly language elements, but.r 'tber types of caﬂmunicatian and behavier ‘ag

a:apable 91‘ ﬁccnpying slcfcs in discaurs N He‘weverg, stmctuzal Lir‘ﬁuisticg had

fill a slot, relagatiﬂg such cmnsidem‘bmﬂs to the level of "parcle“ that is,

the va;:?las of langilage use na‘b deemed i‘it for sr;ierrt.ii‘ic dest;;f':;.];*Ezz'u:n'xE The

Ty tagnem on the other hdnd, is ftself e Eembi ation of a given slat atﬂ thé?
2
t;lasa of elements capablé of m;c.n ying t.he s}lat, plus — if I undarst.and the
theory cﬁrregtily =~ 'at least somef criteria for determining w};at shéuld \:’r&ﬂchasen,’
- ts . .
) - ll = r\ } . .

1978b35 to see s;hat can be used in petting up the crlt.érig Hhose funétiun I have -



; of arrangement rather than tn explain how such a frgmewgrk evalves An the first .

~various types of I‘gadfﬁ' audience, ’ . o 0"

L, Larson (1976:71) sums it up as follows: ‘ ' \

'I‘agnemists have- accﬁrdingl/y pr&viﬁed the most detailed aa& cﬂmﬁp‘nhgnsivgz account

af the factors itﬁlugn:%ng hnguage decisinns within t.he frameaark of stru:tnral _

G

1inguistics as far ag I know (Yaung/Eecker/Pike 1970). Hawever, the Etructural,

natit:n af t.he ‘slot seamﬁ prablematie "since it ﬂppea:‘s to presuppage a framewnrk

lacg. In at.hfér wr:rds I do not see quite how the Ectian of the slat is campatible
ﬂit.h an unbiasad aecount ef hov f orm e‘vglves du'ectiy out of cmn;satianai content,

Hils—Erik Enkvist (1971), fc;ll«:zwing Rlcbard Dhnﬁnn (19511.) ’ views transfmat:b@nai

gramr as  the most complete model i‘cr linguistic choice., Yet transfmtianal

grammar can enly accm;nt fer what Jahn C, Hﬁlpﬁ ( 1969) deseri’bes agﬁrarnt-actic
'fluency, particulaf\gin the area af “asnt.ence-cembining,“ Sinee it is predicated
.on the idea that syntax is mtan@aus ,bfather language i’actars .(eveﬂ in Ghtfﬂsity's

’recerﬁ: wark cf, Sesrle 1976) . t.ransfematianal grannar is iﬂtrinsisally ’meit

to prwidg workable critg-ia fur deciding on one Eﬂf@cﬁk Patt-ern as opposed te

anather. It is surely tea si:nple i'.a zpsune that. syntactic ::mnple:city is identical

'Hith high quality ar mat.uri‘by in ‘E—:ritingg giﬁge that wﬁuld luse sight n:i‘ t.he

¥

i i N R . _
He can therefara eancludéithat the mainstfﬂafi of American limguistics can ‘. =

be usad to state at least some farmal alternativasg but not to de’rive imrkablg

criteria for making deeisians about theose alter'ﬂatﬁgsf A ntat.augnt. of alterﬂati’vas

is mﬂetheless inportant, Hina Shaughnsssy (1?76 139) pciﬁts aut that cultural];y

: disadvantaged students are "r-est.r:.c'bed as writers [a 2] to a very narrow r;anga of -

& 7
svnt.actic, sémantics and rhetorical opt.ians,"

Unfartuaately, the sitiiatian in:cmpasiticn thenq is rmt fmach batter- ﬁichar}

o,

£

’We have, in studies of- form, 1argel3r a record of search for formulas and patterns
in disecrurse, and & record of advice on the properties that well -ordered discourse
ought, in the a priori judgement of thecrists, to exhibit, But thereasons for

the ei‘i‘ecti\reness -of differént patterns, ‘the ways in which their parts in’eera.ct :

| |
Yoy

-
i
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- the mest useful technlquas af deciding: upnn particul\ar sequenees ai‘ Steps in 4
’ composing =—in sh::rt many. of the fundamental .topics ome has to address in
choosing.a form for a sampositisn - hafe been dealt wit-h Elightly, hésit-antly

or not-at all, . . e . '
-

k-2 : ;
Here again, lack of workable cri‘teriﬂ i‘ar mal-':ing decisia_ns css:gtiztut-es t}’e waa}:

LR

' paint. for est blishing a cmpfehensive generative Et.ylistics‘ ‘ . ' . n

. One. majqf weskness has arisen fr&m the fact thﬁft?mafw resaamhers have
‘\n

pnstulat.ed these “farnmlas ami patterns " mentiened by Larsan on the basis Bf

 purely fmal aﬁslysis &i‘ writing samples withcut an uﬁdarlying emm; git:.gn-

i B =

. arienteed theary. Thus the data gengratad has been ad hoc and has nat.ﬁ-railly

1

e:tplaingd hﬂH fu*rm “evolves mt. ifj the —-dESiE‘E" to cmni::ate carﬂgm as' scial ¥

1-rith respect. to small saa\le aspects of gram:uar and s:v-nt.a; Fran::ia Gh:ris e
- ,(-'196735) even reverses, priarltigs by sugggstirg that‘ Uthe -nzere_ ‘form: of the
: sentence Eeﬂeratfés :LdEE.\SES v, L :% - - ’ ‘ " };'
" There are '\?«EI:E.S‘LE mys of kikglaﬂ:d.rxg form to can’ﬁent as a 1anﬁ,—standing d‘isputé '
, among paaple thraug nut 't.ha Humanit.ies attgsts. 'But. a special viewpaiﬂt is claafly
‘m--—ldemanded i‘ﬁr -the- appraach*l am-advocating o If ‘biue 1mitatiﬂ§s o1~ i‘armal st.udies in—
the past. are ta be overcoms, we mustginﬁstigate h\:w fufr@ and ga:t'berns ﬂf Language |
functir:n in cénﬁﬁunicatian, t.hat. is, how theyaffect readers, Eaeh text caﬂtains
"'“same*elements thait t-hé praspéetiva%rgadgrs p:uﬁiably knew and others iﬁhich are
less familisr or tt:t-ally new ta them, When a deciéicm about the ce’ncfe%e i‘n:ﬁ;s
of a te:ft must be made the wr; ter ean hard‘ly go wrcng by c;nnsidering vhich
aﬂéngemant puldes the reader t.awa.rd the new.or jmpﬂftant :,nfcrr!.a*tinn in'the -
most eff-icient wsy. Far ezampleg the chief inﬂurmaticn :Ln the trpual Engllgh
seﬁ;encee appaars 1r; the tgrb ar verb ccmplément ra-t.h\er th&n in the sub,ject
: (far an écgessiblé accgunt see Chafe 1970), especiall§ in. Hf‘itlnm. Tlus
arrangemeﬂt car‘res;aonds t.a the “need ;.c state the topic or t.heme oi‘ the ‘sentence
R }:ei@re naking some new pcint abaut 1t., It bas been snggested (Firbas 1971)
/ “that 1a§guage element.s po?sess in 1heir resgagtive cﬂnteﬁ-s vari.c:us degreas\i‘.
Q ' . ,i_:é.i_;‘ ipjf,.i-"- ’ \: , %
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“‘:mni‘:ati?e ﬂy‘m“ism" aﬂ@éf\‘diﬂg - the reigvauce: ai‘ t.hé elaments to the ¥
) ,.

act ai‘ camuni;atinn in: pragress. Ii‘ it chld ba déiba'mined tbaugh fm‘ther X
s .

a rgmareh and gxpermsntatipn haw readers rgs;:(md to. elenents ef varring
relevange s tl:e r-gsult.ing :msz.ghts muld dimetly 'yield infar;ﬁmtive critaria

;Eer writers, This Epp!‘ﬂach wauld m:t mean t.hat fixsd pat.t.erns would be- established

T

far Iﬂ*itars te ‘follow, but- r-athar ttﬁt. witers mﬁlﬂ be aﬁre of whe'tglgr they
7.
are using expected or ﬂnn-gxpgc'ted arz‘angement-s with regard t@ & given audienﬂe,

In th:La fashion, such pressing ;Lssues ‘as the e;ctan‘t. o "thch the audienée wil.l

t.alerate noﬁ—expestednass withaut. ber:csmir% cén_fuaed or 3.rritated can be set. iﬁ
N

a meaningfu;t r-lat.mnship tr.s t.he w:-rtg"‘s de::ismns abaut aﬂ‘angément at all

y

J_evels, A set of fccusing techniques can be develapad against which *t‘.he vri-t,er

=

s

g measures whsis beit;g prc:duced ‘b::th during the pracess af 'm:-iting and later
wi'th a eye to revising, I wauld hqge ‘t-h.at. contimied use of i‘ﬁgusing tachnLQues”»
in. revising wuld lead t.n the i‘armation of new nfriting habits an@ tﬁat the nead i

fcr revisicn *wcmld dwimﬂe, But t.he Eritseria underlying the strst-gigs Hﬂﬁlﬂ be

sufficiently compl ex that it mi' h 't ’be umaﬁagaable to baar t.hé:n all in mind

\ ' "'J'- at’ cmceg F‘cr ex&mpia, a writer whs has selected a tapic and a PTBSPEEti?e

x gngﬂience may. wall ﬁarﬁ: to ﬁry seversl alternat;ves f%or arrang’ ng the tﬁpig

’ RN
éleme‘nts- whethér it is mAe effect,ive t.a state a h@athesis ?Eﬁ thea dei‘eﬂd

= i‘y or te ’build up gradual arguﬁents and present the kg'pathesis at the end Hﬁ‘uld
&

depend on the ejdf.ent to Hhi{:h the l@pathesis can be made acceptible to the readefs

&in the, ane WAy or %be n:ther, Alsa -a& writer i«ahﬂ is aj.—tendi:gg ts a large-!scgle '
. cansideratian such as this n:l.gh’t lose Brack of smaller factars ;g'such as sent.am:e
fumat.ian, Once the tert ;_s all present in a. draft, the der;isians made in its .
| prgducticn can be renénsulered .in a more iri‘amad perspeuti’ve, since §mall:ﬂsga.le

i
i

decisicﬁs can be directed by the a‘verall intended i‘\lﬂctin of the”text in-

ﬁmmnicatiang Epscial f‘eader attent.ian can be afousec I by a_rranging a q?feteh




w

~of- t.ert in WEich s;gﬁii‘:.c;an‘t iﬁfamatian is stated in a nnn-expectred “form, .ﬂsg '

passz_ble misunderst.andings cah be efi‘ectzveiy prevented T wﬁuld str-ess in’ t.his

¥

cannectian 'bhe ':ralue ai miscue arzalysi.fs s-uc:h s repcrted by . Alleﬂ and Watsan (1975). '

o

Unigrtunately, I &Lm liraitgﬂ her-e to mergly suggEEtng wha‘b di:estian resea::h

f@r the develcment éi‘ gena:rati?e styljsties shguld t-ike. Imrestlgat:.nﬁ of

hcrw te:ft.s actualiy efi‘ect rgadérs is c:nljr in, its beginmngs, especially wit.h

regardﬁmmtical/syntactic fa:matian_ In another study (Eaaug?ands l???b) ’

I have t.ried to- shw at lengt.h what s@rt uf.‘ g{-aader is prasuppased by a highly

'*_ncn—ﬁrdlnary and nanﬁexpe:ted paet.ic discenn'sei Narbert Graaben (1975} and ‘ i

Wolfram Mauser et al, (19?2) have conducted gmpi:*ic e;tperﬁnents '-aith ]_yfic pﬂetﬁh -

@ke Janet Emig‘" (1971; study ui the ccmpasitiun pracess of yaumg péople ’ these

v

-

Y.

i;nvestlgaticns suggest,th&t many caf our trad:.t:.c:rally aceegt&d v[iews &baut ‘uhat. _

a:tually beeurs in language uge must be racafﬁidared But in cant-rast to TARY

ﬁstudies in the past ﬂ:\e research abant 1anguage Hﬁthim *t.ha actual ccﬂteﬂ of

human ~interaction has wry gm:ﬁ prcspeats of ledding’ tc valid and warkable
sclutic:ns of th@ nost pressi_ng prabian i‘acing the educatienal systgn teday, R

W

e .
that of téaching pec:pj.e ‘o write their native language ef fectively, - .
. s ot

s e T'ha..Ohio. S tate University
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