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I6 .  GRAMMAR

Itis diflicuh to capture thecentral role played by gram-
rrr  -  rhe . , r , . rure of  lJngurge. orher , \Jn by u, ing
a metaphor such as 'framework' or 'skeleton. But
no physicai meraphor can express satisfacrolily the
nuhifarious kinds of formal panerning and abstract
relationship thatare broughi ro lighrin agrammarical

Two sreps can usually be dist;nguished in lh€ study
ofgrammar. The firt srep is to ;dendly unitl in rhe
v,erm ol ,peeJ (or w, i r ing.  ohign;nd -  un, i l ,uch J,
word and .enrence. fhe.econd srep i .  ro oalyse rhe
panerns into which rhese units fall, and the relaoon-
ships ofmean;ng rhar rhese patterns convey. Depend-
ing upon shicn u n.rs we re,  ognize 1r rhe beginning of
rhe xudl  ro ,he d"6niLron or gr:mmrr atLr, .  Mosr
approaches begin by recognizing rhe lenr€nce, and
gramnar is thus most widely defined * the study of

A g,Jmmr of  I  hngurge. f rom

'h 
i .  poin( ol  \  is .  i .  rn J(ounr otrhe l ,aguJ8e, po{-

ble 'en,en, e \ r rucrur.s.  organized lLcording ro.  er ia in
g,-neral  p, inLiples.  For exJmple.  in rhe opening pages
ol  rhc mo\r  inf luen( ia lgnmmarical  r rerrne ofrecenr
times, the American linguisr Noan Chomk,.
(1928-), wrnes rha! a srammar is a'device ofsomesort
for  p,odu.,ng r l ,e,ehren,e.  or  rhe l rngurge under
anr ly. i .  r lo<-,  p.  I  t )  ro whr h i .  Jdded {he r ider rh
the sentences produced must be grammatical one,
acceptable to the native speaker

Vjdin rhis gen€ral perspecrive rhere is room for
many different posirions- In particular, there rre two
quite disrincr applicarions of the rerm igramma.,

v ie ld rs d .pe.6c srn.c and a senerJ one Thr spc
. ,h.  ,enr 

^ 
rhe more rrudi t ional :  hcre.  gramma is

q1.."" ," !  
^  

' , ) ,  

one bran,h of  tanguage *rucrurc
Jr ' |n (  t rom phonolog) and remanri , , .  This i< rhe
approach used h rhis encyclopedia (S13):

0o

Two of the mott im portani
symbots in hodern qrahmat-
ca anaryrs.Ana5rerisk is
placed b€fore a cdn3tru<rion
to showthat itis ungrammat_
rcat. Aque5tion-hark pt.ced
oerore a constiuarion show(
thatitisof doubtfut grah
maticallty. For exampte, ther€

rwhoand why.ahe in?
*Ih.t book looksalike.
3ut lhei taturof  thefot  ow
ing rentence is le$certain.
Both are in use, yetth€re i5
something odd a60ut ihem.
?Donltofgetyouts and my

?Ihk sthe.aroi ihefam y.
One ofthe main alms oit n-
gu nicanatys s isto discover
the principler enabling usro
declde the grammaticatity of

50 MUCH GRAMMAR IN
A LANGUAGE

Probablythelarqestqram
har produced forany tan
guage: A conptehensive
Grannat ol the Enslish

RandolphQulrk,sdney
cf eenbaum, ceotlrey Leech,
and lan SvarNik.The amount
ol detallin its 1,779 pages
.omesda5urprketo.many
peop ewho, because ofth€
fi.ditionalfo(uson grammar
a5 a m:tter ofwoid-endin95,
have b€en brouqhtup to
think of Ens ish a5a tan-
guage l.*inq in grammaf.
Butthirbookstardsonthe
sho! de6ofeven hore
detailed rreathents of area5
otthe language; ior eiample,
d andihealonehayewar
ranteda 200 paqesludy
(PChristophe60n, 1939).
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The general sense ofthe rerm, popularized by Chom,
*v rrb. : rnc.  a/ ' r .pe. t ,  o i  .Fnrence pJ, ,e-ning.
including phonology and sernantics, and introducis
the term syntu' as the more specific norion:

sIXTYPES OF GRAMIV]AR
Descriptive gramn.r An approach thar d*cribe5 the
grammatica | ( ohiruciors rrrdi dre Lsed 1a angudg.,
wrthout maf ing any evatuative judqments abourrhen
standirq in \ociety. l he!. 9ramnan dr..oh-oFpta(e in
linguistics, where it it5tandard pra(ti<ero investiqate d
l orpul of spo( er or wntte. ndFriat. cno to der r'be ,n
detail the patternr it.ontains (p. 414),

Pedagogi6l9r.Dnar AbooksDecificaltvd$ioned
f or t€a.hing a foreign language, or f or devel;pinq;n
awarene$ o{rhe fr orhe' rongue. su.h rea(rr19 gram
mars'arewidelyused in rchook, 50fr uch sothatmanv
people heonly one meantng ior the term ,9 ramfra; : a

Pres.riptive 9..mhar A manual that fo.u5es on
ohstructionswhereusage ie divided, and tayr down r!tes
governing the socially coiie<t use of lanquaqe (S j). Thc5e
srammaEwere aformativ€ inJluence on lanquase attF
tudesin EufopeandAmerica durinqthe tsth.nd r gih
centuries.Theirinfluence liveson in the handbook5of
usaqewidelytoohdtoday, such a\ A Dictionarv af
Modern Englith Usage 11926) hy Henry watso; Fowlet
o3s3-1933).

R€teren@ granh.r A grammaricat der.ripri6n thar
$ies to be as comprehensive a5 po$ibte.50that ircan ad
ar a reference book lorrhose Intereited,n e5tab ishrna
grdmmari.altad3 {in mu.h tneidmFw.y d! a drdiold;y
G lsed asa teterence leicon'(S13)). seve.al north
European gramnarianscompited handbookj of this type
intheearly2oth century, the ben known beinothe
seven-volume Modern EDgltrh 6r,dmal (1909 -49) by the
Danish grammarian otto l€speBen (1860-1943), and A
aomptehensiveG.am6ar oI thF Fngl,rn r.nglcge (.q3.)
by Randorph Qunk (1920-) eia/.

TheoreliGl gramnar Andpproaca rh"t goejb-yo.d
the nudyor indiv duall:nquaqes, ro determinewhar
(onshucts are needed in ordertodo any kind of
grammati(ar analy5i5, and howrherecan beapptied
.oniBtently inthe investigation ofa human tanquaoe. tt
Ethu!a cenkalnoion in any Investiqat on of i;qu;n.

Traditional grammar Aterm oftef usedro5umma
rize the range of attitud€s and methods f ound in the
per iod ofgrdmmarical5.Ldy belo 'e Ine advelr  of  inoJtr
tic rcience (56s). The'tradition' in q!estion G over 2,OOU
yea6 old, and includ€sthework of ctasicat Gfeek.nd
Roman grammarian5, Renaissancew. te6i and lBth-
, e.lurv p esLr ip r iv. 9ranmdr ar5 tr i. drfficutr rooenel
ahze abo!t su<h a widevarietyofapproa<he5, bui
l rqJ *5 ge..eralv J\e thelermpejo,drvey, ide.r ! / i .s
al  ur< ert  ncapp'odcr ro 9rdrmat(dt t tJdy.  i l  whrch
languageswere an.lyred intermsof Lati., wirh rant
regard lorempnicalfacts. However, oarV basic notioh
used bynodern approachescan befound inthe5e eadrer
writings, andthere G nowfrejh interesr in the studvor
rrad' l iord 9 "{naa a'  pdrtof  l t - "  nstorvo,InoLi , r ,
deas


