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The purpose of the thesis that is being presented here is
$0 give & simple bub overall picture of the scievee of lenguage
or linpuistics.languages have always been temght; the IEIP sto-
donbs aﬂ‘ o lanpusge department are being prepered for this tash.

tmegine and take 1t for granted that & seiestifie study
of the subject being taught is meceossary both for the effective~
ness of thefr loter teaching and tho interest in their own sub~
ject. The matter wvhich the stady of language eovers iz widey
the wajority of béoks written on linguistics noed specific and
detailed training for their preper understending. The persomal
experionce of the writer wvhen sttending lectwrss on linguistics
evokod the idea of mmwﬁm together & cerdain body of basie
materials vhich would give the IKIP stwdent s genersi view of
what lingeistics fs. The latter would then de able to pluce
and spprociate the subject as o whole in hia genersl training
snd formation, as well as %o soe the particular value and
place o2 that perticular hrooeh of lisguistics which is beiug
mmmmmmm“m*mmmmwmwm
to yead and stody foriberon his own when he has wmderstood
some of the gemeral ideas presecuted in the individual chaples
of this work. The reading of books swggested fer further
would, $% is boped, ho somewbbt simplified ,

Fith this purpose in mind, the witw bas divided up his
materisl in s noshber of | \
ral view snd, sfter some historicel imghim, srriving at what
is now held as the parts and methode ofthe stwdy. A final chap~
ter tries to justify the perpese of the whele for the actual
needs of the lengesge teachers

The ¢irst four chapters of thie work desl with various
sspechs of linguisties, Chapler I gives o general demcriptia
of longuege and linguistics with the stress on the matore of
the former snd its cheracteristics as well snd the seimmtific
property of the latters Chopter 11 is comcerned with the devew
lopments and changes of lengwege sindy of varions periods aud
with the vay lamgmege study nchiVed ite sciemtific status of
todays The differeot ways which show how lingmists cope wilh
various lngnistic phenomons are presonted hriefly im chapler

I31, mﬂe ehapter IV deals with the gemeral methods of lin-

guiw&iﬁm amiysia whilih has & mhﬂt digret fmportande in
the touching of langmages

5 The last chapbers ammw Vyas 8




sort of cencluelon, presest the waf linguistics assists  the
tesching of lenguages, especisily the Poreign omes. This ean be
of some use in the teaching of Inglish in Indbnesiae

The writer is well avare of the tasdequacy of his work.
This is due to bis own imowledges but be hes also realised as
work on his thesis procesded that i4 was difficnlt to put eaffi-
ciently and clearly in fow but simple words the basie facts of
the chapters he wss to write abouts And alse becsuse of this fact
he was stimalated $o conbioue his work end present somothing
which might help his fellow students.

The writer wishes to exprosa his sincerest gratitude to the

Fove Father ¥, de van der Schucren Sedeyliviey the locturer of
linguistics in the Englich Depariment of 1.K.I.P. Sanste Dborme,
for his imvaluable &ahm in &he form of patienmt goidance and
sepport, conatant encouragements and veluable mmmwm which
enahled the wriw to got through many difficalties. This work

would not have saterialized without him,

The writer is also deeply indebted o $he Rev.Father Dra,
EeBolsius S.fs whe geve iuvaluable suggestions and was willing
to give much time {0 rosd the final draft and corcet the miaw
takes » " :

Josegh J. Sarjo Hardjone S «
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Heny on socinl M&m,mwamﬁw&rmwmwwm
commmieste with coch othors This meens of commmication io MW
ssble to thems In carrying out Mwmmumw“lmuue
Wam in one form or anothors This means, popularly tcrmed as
languags, is naturel to them that they teke its existence for gramted.
Mmkemuﬁ%mmang while ot the same ¢ime  they
are MM ioflnencod w %g it can therofore serve @s o distinctive

" ’ ‘ mnwmmmwmw. tmm

m in m"ﬁ WM

dey mma, has bacome oo aww m iﬁ

1% mm&ywmmm lant i%ywawwﬁwﬁmmw
gain tried to study lanmgmage im o sorions and seiontific manners Af-
ter many yoars of sciomtific effort they are fimally able to present,
in on empirical voyy verious insights on leaguage, different  frem
those which resnlted from populer beliefs formerly held.

This seience of lunguage, celled Linguistics, is the auhiect %o
which our first chapler will be devoted. In this chapber we will try
to obtaink clear picture of thab sciemce, why it is different frow
mmm@ammmmmummmmmmﬁmm torm

sogasge™ drovs diversified ideas from difforent perosns, 3% 45 in
this fMrab mmmmw,mm«nmm te give the casentiel
‘ Jangnsge, which is the sibject thet lingnisiies tries to
investigate mt&ﬂm&!m Threfors the Pirst chapter will also desl
wi% m lmim, im‘ Wm m cerry m Wa seientific ma;;

As has m Mﬁ Mw, tho word "languege®
idense ﬁwlagiuhs my say that 4¢ is the means wmm animals conmme
sloatég. payehologists, soelologista end snthropologisto may sey that
it is the w&a which eve arranged together Yo couvey meuning. Trom
ouy Wﬁm we ape also Miﬁw with such terms as the langmage of
aportythe langoage of mmele, the language of medicine and oo one

These Mﬂ‘fw ideas, novertholens, have one thing in  commn,
In them there is always Smplied the idess of a aignalling aystem used
for commnication, no watier whether it 80 used by aniesls, inman
belngs ﬁn Wi, mﬂaﬂm, sportumen or doctorse Thot ia the eenteal




in which idess are brought over from ons individual to amother or inm
m«hMWmiadlﬂWMWMuw mmwmﬂmm with
emmm. ﬁimﬁﬂm Wmuﬁmﬁm mwwﬁ mmw
deation wiher tavee lattor pctad or not, This ro~
’:"V‘L.«'f of Wn W

on a w&amwwﬁu ﬂww nebion w mhieh ¥ poe
Bo" ( ﬁmmna 8, pq 1 )-r ia Wm o
, my s peenliarity as eoch is pov forther noted. Thus
mwm
‘Caly mma, & sodern linguiet, bas mlwad ﬂw msiﬁa prop-
erties to be found in signalling sysbess fof commnication.( 17 pe575)s
’i‘hay ape seven in muber 4 and listed an followss |
8 Mﬁm vhich means lwim olements end aysbems by which -
e Zroduet .*mu ' mﬁy !mim a Wnity m ﬂm asers to W

- Sone bd ! - possonse in the form of sending
fdeas W Mm ase W W aiwum systen is different from the physi
val to the ideas tremamitted through the wae of the signalling systes.
Tios the WR‘W Wm i& mﬁﬁ!wm

. *&M mem

3&!&1&&%113*, these proporties might SO
oystonsy only in one system, however, %Mmmmn&wamum
eompenientive systesy which has these seven importunt propertiesy; is
that which ﬁaw by hooen Mmgm in their communie
obhers Hwme langmage thereforey as thel particoler commmicative sys-
Yem da mﬁaﬁ, ia the most mwlm of all tho commodestive swkm

In owe Durthey &imﬁm, thorefores what we meun by language
ia thad mmmw samwmmwm m&www
nicotion and which hos these pm sharnctoriobi Janguape Lo




capakle of being investigated scientificaily; linguisties is  the
seience’ which studiem it in a sclentifiec way.

Befere we proceed further with car discussion on langusge, we
- yropose b6 leck first intd this scientific study of language - lin-
guistic science or linguisties.
Linguisties ~ The Seiemtific Study of lLangnage.

The word "lipguisbics” is & combination of the word ¥ lingua "
with an "-ics" ending. The word"lingma" is of lstin origin snd means
Plangeage®. The ending "~ics" implies the general werd “science™,

that is the seientific study of that subject to which this saffix is
. added, Thas "Iingnisbics® means the seientific study of language.
Such combingtions bhebtween a word aand ap "ies" suifix are also found
in other names of studies such as physics, euanomics,‘ and mathematies.

We can obtsin more information by exemining defiaitioms of lim-
guistics as seh up by various expersts on this scienbifie study of ,_
language. The sciemtifis fcature of limguistics seperates this study
from other language studies heeause the labtber lack Lhat charscter or
do not follow it in +the most comaisdient waye

A, Bartinet in bis "Elements of General Linguistics® (23,ps 15)
says that

"Lingunistics is ihe scientifiec study of humsn language.®
He goes on to explain explicitly that 8 seciemtific approach, founded
on the impartial observetion of fachs, differs from a preseriptive
approk ch which choeses smong the facts in She 1ight of seme aesthetic
principles ard vhich recommends certein modes ‘hehavim:r or conduch.

Ap American lingeist, Charles Cs Fries, gives clearer ideas by
presenting a rather exh eustive definition of lingmistics. He says in
his "Lingnistics and Beading” (11, p. 02) thet |

"Lingunisties is 8 body of knowledge and understending concerning

 the nature and Punctioning of human languake , bnilt ap out of

fov-ihformation about the strmeture, the cperatior and the history
of a wide range of very diverse human langusges by means of
those technigues and preccdares that have proved mosh success—
ful in esteblishing verifiable generslizations comeerming reda-
tionships smong linguistic phesomena.”

ey

Yhis definition gives debails on vhat espects of humem langmage
are being studied aud on Eow lingunistics deals with these espeets.

Phe lash definition which will be stated below will not reveal
farther new debails. It will conly chew thet lingpists share & common
spinien on what is meant by linguistics. ¥e will vse the definition
of Joun B. Carpell from his book "The Study of Language” ( 8, ps 11 )

Carroll gays
"Linguistics is the sciemtific euberprise of ipvestigating the
langnages and dialects which are in use or have been used by
verious speech commurnities throughout the world."

These three definitions of linguistics reveal 4o us the fact



mm 1inguists shere 2 common epiniom on the tvo amma of limmie»
pemely - thet it is 8 selentific study,
o thnt it stadies mﬂ it ‘ ‘
srafore the aborbast Mﬁmﬁ%m of !imﬂmhiw win eun as  followst
%W@&mm in the mmwm study of language.”

e are now going %o mnwm isto the ﬁmmﬁmawﬁm mﬁ' Mw-
goistics - o selentifis shudyy

_mMIWWn

. This is the m& mmwlt which we will ¢ry to ansvere In order®
becalled mzmmu, a study mast Pulfil certais requiresents all wimw
titic stadios have to Pollew ﬁu the process of mm imuﬁiwﬁm The
Mﬁwm ﬁma are Muwwm fw ’W,Eatm Mﬂiﬁ { ﬁ,umw i)u Thene

m ﬂm& Mega im a seientific a@w is the deciding on the subw
Ject patdhor whish is going to be deelt withs
It moet consist of & coherent bLody of Mm, entities or ovents
sepereted from other facts, emtitles or sventa, The subject matter |
gheuld be eble to shand by itaelfy mmem it fa ot o wﬁ of _
whet ansther study is investigating, The seperation is schieved threugh
& vonsighent and ghtatable definition. But is it possible to do mch &
hing in real gractice ¢ e
Ta daily life, setivites, mﬁm er facts are interming
cach sther, They are o closely interpolated that we will xwt find one
whieh stands by iteslf as & single feature mintivenced by; or mluw‘
ping with, or wet relsted to the others. This venders it immﬁﬂa for
ve to Fpoduce the subject mwatber of o selentific study ap s veal ostity
or 8 bedy of entities reslly separated from others. In foct thia is an
impossible thing te doy ot sRDCCOSAYY &8 w&h Among those misgled end
jnterrelated facts, ovouts or entities wo are #t411 able to parcileve
some uniquenoss whish #ill ensble us te detormine our suhjech matbger «
TM@ ie vhat we will d0. e collect these features, chapseteristios and
gueness to form 2 certsin body im vhich ve are inberosted in m ahrae

wm am !mu wmmm Wa mhﬁm mebters the next sbep to un~
dertake is to mele carciul mbﬁw@iw deseriptions throogh s close and
unprejodiced mm%w and an avenpate vecording. This elso rocuizes @
mﬂimlw stiitude of those ﬁmim the pesearch tmvﬁm the mmwba ‘
Hhe wjm%w ammm
Ve make observations on the mb,jm matbers This mast be carriod
- oub anmham%MMym focts nf%m subject mebber are obhservie
m,mwmamm«wmm%mm into the ﬁmﬁiwma




so tha Wl mlmwmmmm%. mmw af the shaervs~
tionte are then reesrded, A11 Shis , of courss, @m ne$ wesn that this

second step slaple sl esn be earried sut seghaszardlys s:mm mm«
 and oyshems of chrervetion slosld be fellewed m mm«m. Ingtrements
| Wﬁ im uwg '

The objectivity of the descriptions here weens thal the results

o3 the obuersobions sast oenfors bo & cortain sbe
rifiekle ag velle Confoprity to & vertsin ctondord means $

sult of thoe obssyvotien met Fulfil certalin oriteria. The veritiability

of the description weons thet 31 epother investigstor pokon o sindy aw
- leng the same lize as $he produser of the t%ﬁmwiwimm, ke 21X hove sie
sdiar wmitm

P aimw wzwéum Gs sandenda, ory 1f they sro nowy they should be
; gurons deout to camsre thelr ebility %o yroduce Mmﬁw

rogaiba,. The vse of totiniesl inshevmante kelps the lovestizator Im

proseniing his @M‘&W&m bosauss of Sws reasons vhich heve fallow.

eiord snd should Be yoe

t« That they M&@ him mmp m mmm a&mm%s as poch a5 pos~

sitle, The sbgrver’s fesling,opinion, sad other parsons
to pley ssae role in Ble Wﬂ‘km ?&Mﬂﬁ% insirameats provent thiﬁ pege
sanal interforenses to dominste the cowrse of investigatlon. They he!p
the shsevver oilatnsts She mbjective clensnts e m&& a5 wwﬁhlm
2,7hat Sechmieal fmstrumends help the observer is records ,

the ohservation bocsass of thely mﬁw&ﬁ%iﬁm mmmm, and rew
Hobiiitys

 Ewen if the above points ars ﬁim&g ﬁmmwwﬁ in the comrse of
fnvestigebion 4% fz faportont for dhe oshasrver %o theck sad recheck his
Tindings befors be pressatshis flamal conclusion. This is o enavre, &5
far as possibisg the validity aud reliability of his prescntation.
gy Guneralizetions o
fhe vesuit of ¢ho odbesrvation will consist of a grest bulk of

facts shout the suhject mtier, thin is the cwihorseme Wt complete des-

eription of the subject mabier tiwt the ohaecrver bes ab the end of the
second step. This bulk of Bscts sust he aiwliﬁieé {0 make 1% prosenta-
bles

I ie in this third shep thal the mxm@mm is mzwiad onl 3§
swd this stop le olled “gﬁﬁ&m&imﬁm’"

mwfmm%ﬁwe%mMWMMwa sinilar or inter -

related, These fatbs van ba regresentod by 3 aew cue, vhiok is the gow
aevaliuvabion of these similar or interrolatod enss. 411 of the gathered
facts are then siaplified in this way, This shoud be done tentabively
ek Mmlw hecking and rechecking the seneluaions against all a-
vailable pert da bt
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conclugions hold agninst all svoilable data, are these rendered as
final, 211 the svailable facks are deell vith in the same wey, o0
that , from these, sll geseralization on the subject metter are obe
taived, This s carried ont imdnetively.

After the process of sortiog, coepiling and gencraliving sll the
faets the observer proceeds to rearrangs the eblained goseralizations
inte and orderly and sylematic way, shoving the petterss and the rele~
%!amﬁpa found in the mﬁjw& mattor,

ble, and auncvessary ez well, to mske chservations
on the vhole subjeet mattor. & representobive part of the subjoet meb-
ter may serve for the purpose. Thos not all informetion on the sshject
setter is used iz producing goneralizations. The ohserver uses only
~the availsble ones, This mecesaitates a further stzp to meke those ge~
nevelizations ¢apshle of heing applied to all facts of the sabject mat-
ter, both to the omos collected hy the obhserver and to the omes which
era outaide obhasrvation, The application of those generailizations to
the owtside faets is the next step in this seiontific prosedure.dt is
the meking of yredictions which vill be carried sut. The bemeralizebi
tions are tested for that part of the subject matier not used im the
gathering of tho data, to £ind out whother they couform to the while
subject matter or hot. 12 they do net conform these genedulisations
should e revised,
Pe M s
Most generalizations should confors with the subject matted, o~
thervise there must bo somcthing wrong in the previous step, either
in the colleeting of the dote or in the meking of the geveralizations.
If the confornity betwoen the genoyalisetions and the sebject matior
tas alveady beon established, the former von be regorded se lowsynamo-
Iy ss atatements of predictuble bebaviowr. This is the lost step in
procedurse of 8 seiontific investigation - the establishing of the laws.
A selemtific stody should follow these sbove requirements, and,
altheupgh 14 bas fulfilled its task vhen it bas produced laws  wpom
which acevrste prodiction mey bs based, it should conbbantly redefin-
ing its subjeet matbor, refining its observetions, relisating end re -
viniug fta gmlimmm. 411 of thesc is dome to pet as aceurate
nvestigation as possible, Wost scientific sindics even go beyond
peodures by occupying itsolf with the practical appliecaw

tﬁm af Mm Mawmm ‘

4z wo see atmm 1wmm claims to ho selentifics It mmst
. cenforn to theae five scliontifie requireme
If we bave a look at whet Mﬂg«is&ummmﬁm&mﬁw




will see that the claim is reaily justified. We propese to examine
linguistics in the light of those scientific poinés given above.

- 8s_Subject Matter .

Linguists bave succeeded in separating the body of Bacts, events
and entities which com be labelled "langmage". They have set it apart
from the subject matber of other studies, and as we will perceive
later, they have defined language in the most statable snd eoncise
manner. We will further examine language ws the subject matter of lin-
guistics, in our discussion on the secend main points of lingmisties:
huomen language. It is sufficient, at present, to say that language, as
defined by linguists, is alreddy capsble of being pat under a scientifie }
investigation. |

b. Careful Objective Descriptiona

Linguists gather date on language by exemining and comparing asetual
manifestations of laugunage.They observe the langmage phencmena which re-
all¥} occur, This iw carried out impartially without choosing end picking
among the fects in terms of certain aesthetie, personai or moral princi-
pless Their approach is meither prescriptive nor normative,meaning +that
they do no preseribe beforehand that certain Iingmistic phenomens must
occur or that certain linguistic aspects must be wsed by the speakers of
the languages Their systems and methods of investigation have already
proved to be scientifically efficient. Many techitical instruments, snech
as the tape recorder, palatogram, laringoscope and the like help them in
recording their observations and in doing some of the observetions as
well.

£. Generalizations. !

The resalis of the observations as the actual manifestation of lan~

guage are then resrranged and simplified inte sn orderly and systemstic
arrangements of generalizations whish shews the relationships of the el-
ements within language. So far linguists have discovered sldost all the
facts of language, snd these have already beem put inté generalizations.
These below are the generslizations that have been meg o3 |

1. Statements about the sysbemetic seleetion end arrangements of
significant sounds or groups of seunds actually used by native speakers.

2. Statements about the changes which have occurred in spheific
languages in the paste

3+8tatements about the genetie and other relationships hetwem
languages both at present and in the past.

ds_Predictions »

The generalizations which linguists made are then applied to the o-
ther side of language which is not ebserved in the gathering of the data.
The prediction will be that the use of certsin scunds or sequences of
sounds in the patierns made in the generalizations will drav predictable




- Lizguists heve discovered seme laws, such as the ose on the
chenge of sounda, colled the luw of phomstic chengess They will sliso
be alle to m wm on t!m M&m:m- iamgmm ﬁw zmmiwm
m #e stabononks BEGEa.
m asrrangemmnis of those mm& of mam&sa im W i
and ‘the titm
mmmm, m mmme Md;y of Yanguage,

in differont @mw

poet nwmm dﬂf«am fron %am '&w other Mm

~ Host pon scicmbific stndics follew rigorous methods, as 1Hoguis~
tics does, but thelr sutoriels are seb purely empiricals |
o mﬂ'wt from sen seientifie and scientifie Mm, wmﬁmw
fic stadies mmmi the problen with mmseientific methods ‘

1!"@%1, in Yonprep T ,
prasetiptive nwwm and bage Shedr w&m on
moanings Dol mesning, io lenguage, covers the viole experiense of wany
m !’wiim, mﬁm and othor pmhm!miaa! aspeets inflnenre 44
strongly, Therefors a stedy of langeage besed on mﬁmm be
far from objoctive, |

Lenguuge ae the sceond mia point in Iingnistics will be discope

m mm&. M we have seen before, luman longusge is the mw@ ‘gouplete
mm of clmeanication because it m%mmn all the seven cheracteristics |
! systoms of comeumication.
¥hat wo are going o do now is to exomine the definitions of lame
guage both frem the pa;mw and the selentifie point of views If any ore
dinary person is m; what & losgoage isy he will give the snaver by ror |

ferring to & cortoin authority, either o grammer book, a dictionary or
and emcyclopacdie shich bo feels convineingy he holds the opinion w
suoh an suthority slways provides correct onpverss Unfortunately thess
kinds of sethoritetive vorky sro generally the gpodact of eliber a non
svientific or on unselenbific study of lanposgs

In the dcfintidons of lumguege inguiste
is different, 4 corelel, mgmm and meticolons My backs those do-
finitions oo ot they are scleobifieally sufficiont ¢o glve the weal
pleture of langaage, In erder o see how these Yimgnists arrived et the
seientific mmmm of language, we are going %o have e lmk at the
te0 bramches of lingmistica &trwﬂy concorned with this prosentstion,
namely Seneral 1 '

Deseriptive lisgunistics '™ the stady of lanpuage 3§




tive ua;m it rwe&h mrioas facks aboud langnage, whi‘.h are then ac-
emted for 'in Genax-al Linguis‘:,:.csc As the Iangﬁage sbm!y pruceeds ‘the

amoant of langmge features found grov. m'mm t-hese acconnt s mn'gmm
drav ‘conclusions and set up. the definition of lawgﬁ&ge«

o Mthongh differen‘ lingu* sts framed their langmge denmtnms | ‘
differentvly, most. of these deﬁnitioms c:ontam the Min chamtemstlcs
of lnaguage and its fnn(rbion as well,

 Edward Sapir, who with Leenard Blmmﬁem pmnenreu the m«iern o
lingaistics in America, says in kis book "imuguagﬂ” (27,@»8.;,

%4 langwage is a purely hupan and new instinctive method of cum=
‘mavricating idess, emotions and desires by means of s system af
Veluntary produced symbols. These symboels sre; in the Pirsst in-
stance,anditory aad they are praéneea By the so celled orgeana §
of speechs”

From this definition, language is shown $o be parely numan, non insﬁinc-
tive and primarily speech, Az a systom, Isnguage funciisns as a zmans
of comsunication.

"A langsage is @ syatem sf arkitrary vecal syzbodd hfy whibh
members of & socizi group esoperate and interacto”

This definitier is steted by E.Sturtevant (31,p.2) end has a clese re-
semblance m the one prepeuted {ay gr sulber named Bresmsn whwh rans
as the follwiﬁgl

A, langnage iz a8 voesl sigmning system eompase& of arbiﬁra-
rily chosen symboels and netherns menm wses te orgenize sacmty
o apd beild his colture."

| ‘!hese two definitions add more %o the characteristics of langnage dis~
covered by linguists, namely that “angﬁage is systematic, arhitrary and
made: Bp of voeal symbols. .&gaim these definitions ef lmnguage state its
fanction i,{e & moons ef cmmmicﬂiian. v

An cxembnation of %o other dafimtims of language will eonfim |
the opimion thet Iimgmists bave found omt its esseatial festures neees—
sery for thes to meke ’mmgmge their subjsct of a%ge!m Jolm B.Carroll
saysy(Gspets) PR

"8 langmaze is & stroctwred systom of srbhitrery maal smds and
- sequences of sounds which is nsed, in interpersonsl. comieatien
by sa aggregatmn of buman beings, sad which rather ex*aﬁmzwly
catalognes the things, evenbs and prueemes in the hmman envi-
ronmentbs,” Co : C |

There is nothing aew aboat lang,uage in this dei’imtion. It merely g:ves |
Bere exyl&mtwn of vhat have alreedy been mentmned b;r previmm lin-’ |
- guists, Alwest similar te tthat of Sturtevant is the language. ﬁefmi-
tion by W.ﬂeison Franeiss (8,1;.,13)

YA lepgeage is an srbitrary systesm cf artzcnlated ammds m&e up |
of by agroup of humans as & means ef carrﬁng on the affairs
of their society.? ‘

|
|
“In all thesﬁ defmitions of lamga vwe see the main festm-és of ‘
‘language from the geimt-sz viewpoint, They always stress the fapction :

i

of language i.e. as a means by which men cooperate and interact.
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They also show that language im o sybles of wml Wla vhiek uw
w&ﬂ%m andl are mlmiwly e :

sturning be the sahject of linguistics deslt with sarliery L3 m
%m the linguict has limited hie fieid of tnguiry. He i not Interoct-
o inithe content of the eommuiention bub in the vehieley mot in m
m@ of longusge bat in the lanpusge Wm Parther; wmostions o8 to

s wechunisns wherehy hmssn Mim can uoe linpuistic aymbols, and #he

wotivations for Mm 80 are fefi to the obher ﬁ&miwimn mml!m at.-
tention has been nerrowed to language as & aysten of ﬂm
tiens

« arhitravineas,
« gysbematisationy oxd
L mlmm*

¥ u!mw M ot oach of these chavevterd

stion will clarify ovr plotpre

words ﬁlmm mw ideass They mmm mﬁn@m %wafm a nwwm
itenm ds a'smm velated o a pon 1inguistic w!m%; either 16 represcud
& certéin ehjech or eveke cortain idess.
%m kinds of meaning are distincibive in o lnngusge
metning, namsely idessyconcepts, meu, m f%ﬁmﬂ
m 'm’*ﬂa ewhe in the mindy,
82 Referentiol meaningy i.e. objechs, relationshipe, classes of
uia,iw&w or of mlw&inwhim referred to by words »

it mwﬁyaM¢mmmﬁimofwma!W.m
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gystem is wan's invention to evereome problems of ﬁime, plete and
space thet he iz faced with in bhis cemmmmicstion with others. Physie-
zal wovements are not langnage eibher. They are merely bedily accome
paniments or enforead representations of lungucge.

The organs E‘ay whieh these semads are pm_duceei are poh primsrily
organs of speech. ’I’izéy sehieve this praductive funcilon enly afier the
spea%:ers &1 the Longmage masbers the 2bility Yo manipulate Mg%e organs
to produce the specch sounds of khis lenguage.

fa isugusge the voeasl sounds assume Ywo charscierisiics ¢ as
speéch gsounds "é;hej have various properties os obher sounds heve;and as
vehicles with whieh meanings sre conveysd they represcut varieus ideas.
Therefors those vecal scunds heve aise symbolic valuwe, namely. they re-
presents somothing oise beside having the cheraclerisbics of & partice~
lar entitys In other words those specch sounds sre meaningfel., These
somnds of lappusge arz moreover predueced in & linear sequence of succese
sive artim?:mry movemenbs. 4 whole sbtrecm is the unity of pon sipmi~
tanccus seund segmenbs whiech csn be described as being composed of gie
maltansons faa%ures;

es Languwage is Arbitrary .

§m~ the word "gphitrery” implies these four ideas 3

-~ that langmage is hesed on agreement,

- that langunasge is mmprediclakle,

~ that language is noy imsbinctive, and

~ $hat there is no geomeiriesl relationship hebween bhe voszal

symbols and $&h ideas they represent.

Langnage iz haged on sgreewent between Lhe members of the soecial
group which make use of it. Thery sgree among themselves thot e periie—
ular sequeﬁce of sounds represent s parbticular ides.

So langnage is ummradictabie. ¥4 is impossikle for a non speaker
of alanguage to predict, withoub any preliminsry knowledge, that in
that languege certain sequenses of sounds will represent certein kideaa,
or that certain idess mméh he represembed by coriain arrangements of
sounds. _

Sinee it is hased om sgreement, langmege st he learmt by the
new userse. vowng children of that seciety mmet learn it becsuse lan~-
gnage is not born with thems It is nen instinchive; it isnan acquired
skiil, Although the speskers are horn with the facwliiy for sound peo~
dnction they muast lsarn Yo ntilize that foculty for their ewn use te
prodace the sounds omplyyed in that langmeges \

The sonnd vsed in a lengmage, although they represent ideas,have

no physicel relation with the idess. The rolstion hetween the iwe sides
is only conventional, follewing the agrecment belween the m}sgrs of the
languages Therefore there is & taecit sgreement which the speskers adept
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i lw-sr!m 1%% ﬂm m m a2foct of mmum m Iiwia-
| e systems |

. The Mﬁmﬁm of IW mww aﬁ its aimtu; iu m
relation mﬂmam mmaa mxd i&mm in the am'mgmm& of soundsy so-
Wﬂf w&euﬂ'Ma & speaker is not ¥ree to produce nev ve -
eobulary items w ner sbructure items $o be used in that language
The m item; in eprder %o mviw in that iwummaﬁ be mw
W other speskors. This aeccoplance is based on the ogreenint between
these apeakam thot these new m&

mﬁ % wnm& ww %o the largest MMI entidies W }
tematization is evryvhere apparent in lengusge. The parte of language |
are net an acculation or sn sgeregations they appesr in & symm - of
arrangements in vhich esch funetioning part hangs on to the sther,
shile mrtusl conditioning exist botween these pariss Therefore wvery
port of lamguage has ite own value only in fis place in the system .
The elements bave their functions in mlaﬁim to eue smothers  Thie
system implies that recorvest desigas of language entities are fre~
quent in lenguages if & port of the design therefore is given; peedie~
tione can be mede ahout the vhele of ity like for instance, a trismgle
¢an be drswn if one gide and two angels are given.

Each langusge hes its swn m&m which gim!ez the makam in |
using the voesl sownds, The system of one ? sge is difforent  Chat
of the sthers, so that it is impeasible for mﬁm of one langmege
to impose his langusge systom omto snobber languape, This distinetive
system is based on the agreements hetueen the users of thet language

‘ alone, . :

Beside predictions, the pettesning and desiguing of the lenguege
m&ﬁiw ensble substijution and classificstion. Tho patterns and the
dosgins ach as framevorks inte which certein growp of estitics com be
fiﬁtﬁ §u, so that osch entity within the group can be subatitubed for
. another of the same group. Thus the entitids which moe able to coeupy
certain pmitimagm be. M 1%&% some elasss

ﬁm 1wguaga is mlm in itsslf. It mblm '&Em spmk@w 4o

woks a¥ lisguistic response to any experience they muy undergo, There-
fore any language is oi’i’eaﬁiw sm'! efficient aéaa Heans !s; which the une. 1

their system of mmgmﬂa wﬁ iu thedr wea‘huiaﬁw daen T t.m
,tm ulm dii‘far iu %eir efi’iuﬁmy for amﬁwﬁi«m«

To end oer dimm«n w ww lingaisueu aml lmga ares wve
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rﬁi see aguin tha ehjective feature of linguisticas Lingeisties
m te he abjw&ivm The ubjwﬁiﬂw of Yinguistic science mmm
tho atwn 4o mbliah mim w&ieh are muﬂally dmﬂmﬂ ané can
be i&m&ﬂadm

 The ohjectivity of Haguiuﬁia seience is 1m0t to be confused with
the abjmiﬁw of triuth as WM S falai%y as it is nsuslly unders

mﬁm& in othica, apinmlew, and the iihm, The objedivity here is ufe j

milar to that of the other mpiriml scloncesy measurements anid counte
ings Here one discuases the oo

olijest uzed as its measurey and these conformitios must be seen; Telt
or heard by othersy ﬁh@y are We&i!y verifiable,

In limgamtiea, gcfinitions of linguistic units are expressed in
empirical terma, and & given ﬁmm&iﬂ evelit eithor does or doss ok

wraity of an ohject to some other ob»

conform bo the established standsrd, There i3 no qunestion of the ob,ﬁw—- |
tivity of ‘meh wnits $u & comperative sewse 3 vhether they are mm! or ‘

net dwpwm mlaly m ‘the parpese for which ﬁhey are seb ups
mﬂzing, we may say thet in this chepter the guestion of the
“whatt of lisguistics hes alveady heen anewereds some presentetion on
the insights of laugnagu hee aloo besn given, mmmw seience, in
shorty deals enly with those aspects of langesge which are smenshle %o
ahjw&im mm.mg, &emwm and m!ﬁs&m Theoapproschy wo ‘will
see may be historieel, comparstivey or synchronies yot the sim is  to
deseribey snalyse, genernlize snd ressastruet langusge considered as a

vast and complex system J% is therefore, to name one exanpley MWM

from the arb of the rka%ﬂem, whe uses this instrument as effective=
1y as possible 22 & weans oF comm ‘¢ati:zg and influencing, even #2
giving aesthetic plessure, We will bave s further look st linguistics
in our sext chapter, paying special sttestion to the vay languoge st
dies have devloped from a non seiemtifie stoge to a seiemtifie ones




 CHAPTER ‘;]:1, THE HISTORY OF; LANGUAGE )

The ordimy users af lenguage wili meaawmug digcuss mab~
ters rnlate@l to their Iang;ange. Fhese mte*s are mwtly conneeted
,with the idea of ewrectnesm either ﬁf weaning or of msage. To set-
tie these mt‘wra thay a5e tne..r comnog senae:%hey aweal to an au-~
thority or resert o ;miﬁ.asap&.xeai rmwmﬁ.mgm Wkat they are actual-
1y doing is pmrallal to the lingmisdie speculatiens of tvhe gncient
and menhewi philosophem; whzci's are di*’*‘i’arm in the my of a scien-
tific sﬁudy. It is wuy within the Ias‘b c\.nuu"y or ao thad lmaguage
hag beem mder & scioatific eonsz&emtmn t!mmgh careful and compre~
kensivn ahsarmtions-
This eimpter, whieh we call "The Eiamry of Lenguage Stecy”,
will show how i&e%;ﬁe of e%ifk“emnt times bave dealt with @esﬁiens on
langaabe. T4 will eanawﬁ of twe parts: the prescientifie aui‘f'ythn
scienﬁf‘icpermds. fhe first perd, She préz‘scién’éiﬁc” périeﬁg,,.deals
with wriw&s iahgmge studies hesed mogbly on philosop?aicalv ideas;
- while the seeam‘g pards the scientific period, aceapts for langmge
stméies oz an enzpwiual bas:cs.
The ?rescientifzc Poriod o
a.., The @reeks sad the Zomans.
v This perim!, e might ssy, s@rteﬁ with the g-eat philoaophers
uf iest.em zmimre s bhe ageiont Greeks.. They tried to solve pmhlens
related to the stmctnr and the neture of language. However ‘their

_ works vere ned seientific hecauwss ef the strfmg imfluence of philo-
wphy: tbey phllasophxzed on qmestioms mve%nng kaguage and they
eenﬁndﬂ their study only %o the Greek lsnguage.

“ﬁmfﬂrtmmtely thase works were semetimes coloured by an mulne
emphasis on o philosophical interpretations of linguistic phe—

. nomena and a reference for Greek s& an ideel emd fmdmntalty
logieal lmnguage, (6,0, 18},

fn the mimm of langnage the &eek phi bogophers were devided
inte {wo schools; the Anomalists end the Analogists (3sped)a The
Apalogists kelioved thet lengeage existed in the very nﬁﬁure of
things erd therefore was femdementally regular and logieal. They
heid the opimion that words were always related t.m +he things they i
represented e.g« there is something in the sature of a horse that }
makos "horse® the proper word for the animal, The Kmmlis&s eonméem
dered language as the product ef am agreement between members of a
social group, seo that werds in a lamage did not have natnral res
lamons with the things they stood ferjthey were based on social
comen&.iw. o ‘ ‘

‘These two schools,in giving pmofs,resarted to facts which

cwld noy be proved in an empirical way i.e.by pestulating imagina— ‘
ry ‘jdeas.For example,the Anomalists or the “eonvention“sehool ,ansumed
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the first W giver®~ some inﬁiﬂduala whay wt, m Mﬂeular
 thmey began the “econventien” by arb&tmrﬂy assignhg the various
sound m@:maa to their vmﬁim meanings, The Anllogists, or the na«
tare school, accounted for the different lwn of the world by
sssuming thet mwny a1l mankiuds used the same "natural® word for
each concepty bat that=all matiens (exeept the Greeks) had ™ corrmpted”
the vords, meking those words botome unveocognizsbles(18,p.38-30). A
~ noted mesber of this scheol was P!Mm

The may of lanmguage structure, in this case ﬂmeek, was sbafbb-
ed by Plato's \mma, for instage by Protsgorss (481411 B.C)
whe stadied"gramsaticnl gender”, However it wes Aristotle who started
the apaljtical study of lamgwage. Less of s speculative philosepher
than Plato, Aristotle sorted out words imto clacses~ the beginming of
& technigne of analysis which bas been in mse up to the present daye |

Aristotle's work, unfortunately, wes founded on fncorrect basise
The first of the two basis was that lenguage wes apoken word by words
thus to explain canh word, and to find t.ha prineiple by uMeh words
are selected snd combinmed, is to present the smalysis of langeage. The
coneepts of @ word, 1% is now seem, cannot be taken for granted, The
~ second hasis is that as s philosopher, he vas more interested inm hemsn
thought rother thah in the lenguage itself; thus he elmaiﬂed not the
words but the concepls they represemted,

Neverthelessy Decanse of Aristetle’s groatness agmﬁiﬂumﬂaw,
his methods of anslysis sarvived and becamr medels for about two thous

Aristotle’s work was contismed by hie smcecasers, netably the
Stoies who developed what is mov ealled deslensfons, participle, the
deseription of verb and nouns. It was also vsed in stndying classical
workss This study gave rise to 2 new attitede in grammepr-the normative
sttitudwe vhich 45 sbill the prevailing attitode tm&&y This u%wudw
1ies iu%hﬂ use of gromar as a mesns of mlymim@ felmia m&lgngs and
ﬁf guuim%mtmomrim to approximate to this modely thus the brue
grammarion was not a perasn who seientificdlly aacmimd what lane
M vas but one who dictated what it should he,

The Bomans wgmizaﬂ the FPindings of the ﬁmekm They applied
these Pindings to their own langage, viz. to amlwe the grammar of
Latin and te study classieal Latie werks, They alee medified snd
spread the work afﬁbhe Greeks, %q)grmmim! terms,which are in use
at present, are,generally speoking, the lLatin versions of the terms
arigimted by the Grecks, .

mat €f the works of the Mmm, mh m these written by Acliua
Donatus (400 A.D.), Priscionus (512580 4.D.) were based on Aristotle's
grammer, There was one work however, shich was not written abong this

”
7
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line«. }Zt was tke work of ?ublius i‘erhtins Yarro- {it&w&% Bz&.}. He
used the fums uf wor&s as %ha basis fm- vard eluasih}"’
mteljr, ?aecmzae ei‘ &r:st-etle*s pwerﬁﬂ mﬂnenee, thm basis reeiiwed

Bo at-ﬁeﬁtmn snd was szl. dWeluped furthera |

. Before pmceed.mg %o he discassion of language simdy in the
fallmmg peried, ve are g@ing to disctms the pesiﬁen of “gramr“
in educatienal eircles in the ﬁommn calture, as this will show. the
background of laguage study in the nex:t. centuriess o
 In the Roman mltm-@ edueatmn was limited to the higber elas-
ses only.‘.ct sbarted with elasses of & gramtst", whwh probahly
cosisteu of readmg, writing snd amtlnmtm; after that, ueqﬂaint-» N
amce. with Greek snd Romsn litersbure beoawe the next subjects Finish- ‘
ing the tvey the students pexi siundied with the rhetoritician in order
te &evelep their ahility to expross themselves elegantly; farcehlly, N
and effeciively both orally and in writingg In the rhetorieal learn<
ing the "science of gramar" was stadied asz a means of analyzing the
‘best Latin mﬁngs, thus enabling the educated Homan yeu%h ta apeak
and Writa their native language more alegaatlya ‘ 1
It is mpom;rm %o nete here tlmt after Donetus snd Macima
‘the %uiy of language did net deve!ep further, The reason hehinﬂ this
was the »zrpmimn thet "the seience of grammar® vas eumplete, that lith- \
in its framework all linguisbm phenemena, in all langmges knm or |
“ to be dismvereﬁ eounld be a&ewately hmdled, and that ‘snything vhich
could nm be dene =0 was digmissed as eiﬁher & mistake due te igmo»-
ranee or "ea cormptmns. It beeame the grmn&wrk in the teaehing nf
laggaage ihmh ¥as 'te wmﬂ for many centuries to eoae. ‘ '

‘ The cessation of langusge sﬁudy made the pos:tion of people
teaa:hmg language more eminent than those who shudie& Imggmge. More-
. over there was no nhmge, in the teaching methods end mtters, aurmg
- the ome thona&xd years of lmgmge teaﬁhmg,. Those gramm*s &8 pre=
pareﬁ by Ponztus end I’msemms, witkwt any major mgmﬁcm altwa—
tion wewe to xiamimte language teaching far mny years« DR

b. ’Ehe 'Middle Ages :
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!t is m& mm&ng Wm @m dm'im mu t.ine no appre-

‘BE W ﬁniﬂeﬁ wﬁm, mte %@ philompkwa, VM man pmdewd ugon
the questions of language, neither Tipodueed new imam nor develop~

mwwwmmima, T&em%imwﬁhwm&w
‘ed the progress of EHW may impossible was the faet thet imven~

tigation of Pumdams E.az limgmistic principles was regerded as an ex-
olnaive bask of the ﬁﬁ?,amy&ws while the deslings with the sctual
langusge &acls was in the domsin of language teacheérs. Thus the phi-
Iomophers theorized withead .:amng to Msw thedr ﬂwmn on u!:ﬁamvaﬂ
m«m, uhile fsﬁm

dy nade new pm@rmq The growing im&mu of the maw!ar brmm
with it thet lesguage stedy was not focusised culy on Latin. Materisls
of gontemporary lsngvages were collected and snalyseds The results of
this wos ihe mﬁmgﬁm of the grammers of varicus languagess Before
Bx s of mﬁ of the Mmm !angvmgm vere al-
z-m in eﬁsﬁmw, umi by 1600 those of Hebrewsconbamporary Greek,
Ethiopian, Syriac, %amue, and Velsh were prmhwad; Im-ing the 17 th
captary other ner gramasra apposrad, |
CAs ail these wrka were hased on Prisciams’ treatment of Lating
they said nothing about the promumcigtion of those lsngusgess .
Priselonns did nod trest this subject in iis work since bis work was
intended for the Letia nutbive smkwa, Therefore they were produced
on the gsswmpbion that in erder to describe a Iamge it is mﬂy nEL-
essary to 1ist the system of infleetions for osch part of speech and
~the reles for the srrangements of vorda im‘% amﬁm&s, and to mw!y

& lexicon,

o - Unfortunntely these wﬂm vere useless for admﬁm! perphsess
- 1t was therefore m@mm% Miwnmwmmuhhgthme lane
 gogesy It was during the $6th centary thet & ”ﬂia!agm“ type of lam-
‘geage bextbbok appoured for the i‘im& times It mnﬂsaim& short dis -
: XW reprogonbing typieal wmumﬁm that o tmwnar or & regie
o dmﬁ in a comnbry wight fall indm The dialogues were composed by
o mmrh&rmﬂy spoke the )mgmga nmm.xy, M%wmmmh
Ced with & frosslstien gim iu mana! colpumns, ?m popular was
- “Ehe Latin textheok for M&W which nwmml in 153% "Dialogi™ by
o %n "Mm and "Colognia” hy mydm were two moro Imgmge texthooks i
W ﬂﬁ.ﬂ - T !
' These dialogues nmm, mwm mmw Wa«a os wells They
.'ﬁ ted nov mathods for describing languages different from 4
Mwim ﬁmlm ‘B‘he dats of t.he lamm were mm!w anulymd ‘nor
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explained, they vere suthentic und were accurstely presesteds They new
ver experienced the distortion thet forced them to f£it particular prew
concioved cebtegory. This would,later, lead to differcut ways of lapn~
gmage stolys

There vere also afforts to compare languages, that is emrimm
both between different existing longuages as well a3 between the existe
ing and the older forms of & lsngmages Franeiscas Junius { 1529 ~-1677)
studied the sncient dovwments of Englibh and of the closely related
langusges 3 Frieslan Dutch, Serman, Scendinavien apd Gothies

The 18th contyry experienced wo mew develorments of langnage stu-
&y exespt the different theories on the origin of langvoge. lsmguage
¥ae net considered s theddirect gift of Gods Some held that it begen
 in the man'e atteepbs to imitate noises { the bow-wow theory ), or in
his mmrwmming resporess ( the dinpedong thedry } or in the vie-
lent outeries and sxclapations { the pooh~pooh theery ).

The schelars of the 18th eentury followed the motheds and prin-
ciple of all previons language studies, especieclly those of the Greoks
snd the Rommnse They stoted grommatical festarss in philosophieal terms
snd took no sceount of the stermetural differences between langneges «
The deseriptions of prosmwticsl Peatures were put in the scheme of
Latin gremmary They 4id not ohserve the systewm of sounds of language 4
and considerad $hat Lthe somnde of lanswage were those of the letters
of the alphsbet. They beliecved that the speechforms of Books and of the
npperclass representad the purer 2und older lowvel of lanmuege, from
which the "walgarizing® of the cemmon people appesrsd ss “corruptisas”
by & provess of leaugusge decays The gremwerians folt free therefore to
prescribe foneiful reles whieh they derived from considerations oflogic.

' Tuging these centuries various data became eveilable t those of
the existing langueges, the “gromear® and "dislogues" of many lenguspes.
The recodsgmorsover,df the successive staoges of & languege were alsn at
bonds They caused ¢ new tremd of lenmguage stody which wes eubirely dif~
ferent from the olf ones becanse it had some characteristies whieh could
nol be found in ikhe provious ones. These tharacteristics are those of &
ascienbific stndys

In short, it is ovident that theps was 5 contimity in methods and
points of view obout the study of lemgmege frem Aristetle, through the
medioval piediod, to the 18th century. The approsch to languege preblems
vas synchronics The $10th cendury, in which wostern scholars had methods

to show the: chenges of language throwgh time, snd 4o compare lenguages

opendd up the seiontific peried.
The Seienfific Period .

I4 seems that the stufly of lamgeage during the proscientific period
wes confined fo Exropean countries only. The feels show thet this  was
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mt sou ﬁa‘bside Eumpe yeeyle of mriaus ennntrias m&ied their enm |

bunguages ;sméu&mg linguiatic dac'brines based on the nldsr tem @’
those lmxgmges, The Arabs, the Ee!mev, the Japanese, the Chinese
grd the peop!e frnm India workmg independenﬂy fmm eaeh ot!zer, pm-'
duced grammars of their own langmgesi B |
| ‘Hw }mdv of knmrleﬁge a\@wb lamgmge rhieh wuld rmlutionize

the Meea held by mm@ean scholers far hunﬂreda of years ariginated

from oubside the emtinent.. It ms frm Imha that the Pirgh lmmrn

‘mrely degeriptive anﬁ mm philusop!‘ieﬂ treatment 01’ !smgaage ap-— -

In meient India the rehgiuus tex!s vere wri'bten in a language

‘:Bﬂt camenlv used in evergday lifeuIt wa s, t.hus, necessary to ‘teach
-the proper promemcistion and the exact interpretutian of those texts,

For these purposes & group wf Imliasm sch@lws stu«r!ietx the langaggé of

- the tex:ba and the lenguage ef evmdav life; The stmly vas hased m:
. ehgeyvétion and resnlted in the mles and lista uf fm-ms whieh des-
| eribe the language ussge, 'i'his led to the pwéuetion &i’ 8 systmﬁic '
3 amngments of grammar and lexiean. Vsrieus z-eearéa ef t-hese mrks
- were made snd it was the reeard af Pamm (4th eentmyy mc,) whiteh

gave detailed desnriptiun of mwry inﬂeetim, derimtien, and eom-
mmﬁim and ever;y syntaetie nseLe nf Sanskri‘b, the hmgaage of an-»
. eient Imﬁm This t!re most nemate am! wmplete éeseriyhm uf Yan~
gnege based on obserwtion ami it is regnrded as une ef the ms'& ;
-~ comprehensive gramra of & langnagm N

- Severak grapuars of $anakrit hed been gmbliahed in Enrape mad

j =ome @f ‘the literature of India bad been tranalated, it ms Sir {
- William Jones, irﬂ 1788, who intiated the new type w language study
= the seientifie study. He bad stnaﬁed Hindustamisnd ind amkrit
- in India when he sewm! as mlief Justice in Bengal, In 1’{86, in hia
wapeach hefare a 1eamm& saemty in Landon, he repurtecl thet Sanalwiﬁ
| had & very strong resemblanee ta Greek and Latm, oi.h in t.he mﬁs
. of mbﬁ and in the foms af gramr and this painted ta a very els

elose relstionship among them S
2« Comparetive Linguiatiesgﬂsﬁ-la'm)n
~ Jenes® statement kinﬂled a i’everish cemparative atmly awmg

‘Evmpem gcholars when *She;fs stw!ied Sanskrit and cnmpare& Latin s
. Greek and later other murepmn languagﬁwith ite The elnae tamﬂy

relationship soon became ewitleub and the opiniony ‘that Semskrit vas o

‘the mother langmge from which the ehief European Iangmgem had

mpmng, gained gm'd‘d; it was lmem as the Indaﬁnmpean languages
 Daring the mext ﬁfty ears or se the stuﬁy,fa independent

zcie,@e, was confined to the eoﬁparative study of ﬁw‘f mhimiliea of

Inde Europm ami of some non Indo Eurepean families. This study was
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| wwmwwmummmmmwmtnum
sabFomitice and to ﬂmmmmtm Mawﬂmm
mwﬁ afmmwwa«mmmwam mmmmwm
enjdamental to every seiento~ that it bo enmiotive and impersonals
1t 15 cumlative in m sense that all umwimtm st mm upon
or take copnizance M all that bas waﬁe&g ond lmpersonal in the
sunse thst the tw!u’ﬁm used st lodd to generalizations that are
vorifisble by all competent persons. To Be "wima‘? the resull obe
tained cammot remsin private theories perpetusted by ssthority.( 11,
p.m'). Therefore these firat decades of languege study were the poriod
paparative mwat.m, which 45 alse eclled Comparative Philology
vnmummm madmmm comparing one Jonguage to another
and !*mm@ 8 reconstracted mother tongues The term “comparative gras-
" appeared for the ﬁm& time as “verglelchonde Grassatik® in
MGMGE vor Schegel's " Ucher die Sprache und wolsheit der Inder ™
{1868) and tho two beoks which bocame the busis of this compsretive
study are "Investigation on the rigin of the old Norse or Ieolandic
Language™ by Evasems Rask (1888) snd Jaeob ludwig Kerl Griza's
"Demtsche Grommatik” (1819). Rask's book wes the first which dealt
vith ?;‘ewmﬂve rammar”s it omtlined comparstively the Seandina~
: vpvages and m the m!aﬁimmiz of one to enothar. The teche
mlm Bask used were based on the correspondences of wounds . They
" W@gmmm!wﬁme& mm%mmm Mmm'iugmé oy
fng a genetie m&a&imh!p betwean any languages sod this bocame Uhe
firm besis for csteblishing longmage "fasdlies™. Rask developed the
basic insights shick were te bocome the fuondstion of the comparative |
mothed, the name of technicue cmployed o show mmtaﬁam between lag=
guages or bebvcen stages of n langusges. His statewent, iw tremsletion,
is as follows
YA lunguape hewever mixed it may beg mmmmmm& |
of lseppuspen as snother when it ME the most sasentiasl,y conerete |
indisponsable worda, the fomndation of tho langusge, im common
with $tuceere Yhon agroement is Pound in svch vords seves ond
#o freguently that rules may de dtesn up for the shifts of let-

ters from one to ammw, %«m there iz s fundemental rolatisne
ship betwoan the two languages.” (1f,pedtls

I? the first thing immtiw&w wag philelegical relationships,
the later work went teo syllables, entire words, end inte morphologicsl
snalysise ,

‘ The lw of sound correspind » want by wm‘a vames In his
masstit” he ﬂm&ﬂ m ﬁmﬁ languagos mm be traced

pattern, muhmmanmummmmmumwm w
enother particulor sound.The dutmm of these regalaritios beeame



wolllinown as Grimats lov,
Wn law imlied ¢hat during some pericd there wss @ rogular
shift theoughbut a cevdain group of commmity of Ihde Barcpean spesks
m,mmjmmmwmmw.mmwmmmm
‘are fopiliGy phomomena in 211 languages amd ere parts of the evolu=
tionsry precesses of language. | ' o

Tt became clear, from varions studies, that all Puropean Lap -
guages and seme languages &n the Nesr Hast had desconded fvom one
langeagey and that Sansbrit was not the mother langeago itself bui
its earlier doscondenty and the most similar to tEh origindl. The conmw
clusions were the resalt of the atndy of various languages such as
Friederick Diez's three voluse book entitled "Grasmetik der romanische
en Sprachen” (1784-1876) which dualt with the Rowmence language group,
and Jéhn Kaspar's trostment on Celiic language in"Grammatics Celtice”
and 50 one

Seholars begen $o rmmw the mother ﬁme by mmw |
words from which the words of sluilad mmi:!m in the contenporary lagee
guages were derived.

A book important for the trosiment of the grammsr of the mother
htw was amﬁmmm bmudim der vwglaimmm Srammetil der

tm,m'a law maﬂy dealt with consonants. Ancther term used by
linguicte at that time was “ablaot” i.e. o0 gystemstic alternation of
vowels in Wﬁs Ablaut existed in all Europeen lappusges and Senskrit
as wolly they shoulid have inkerited £ from o porent language.

Theories on how Inde Buropean developed graduslly inte the exist~
ing lengusges also began to appears Sehleicher seid that disleets be-
~ gun %o develop irthe Inde Baropesn language, and whon the speskuss &F
cach dialect migrated they carried with thes their dlalects, which later
developed into those langusges. J.Schafdt in 1872 wnwl the Yedlen
tkmﬁa { wave theory ). According to this theory changes in the Gnde

wopean soved fn more or less successive waves mmilm the outer

W@ of the Indo ¥uropesn settlement, snd the groups migreting from
the outer parts preserded stages of Inds Furopean destroyed by the
next waves

There were still mmw books wideh dealt with the comperative
smﬂyum! some pat forth sowe new theories or ogpiaw. The books which
sccomnted for the developments of the new stady since 1786 were the
books of mm tnller (!ﬂ%ﬁ!ﬁ%) entitiod "The Seiemce of Langhage

aGerman Workshop", and William Buwight Whitney's

age &m& tho Study of Language™ (1867) and "The Life and Growth
onguage™ (1874)s These books were the books of linguisties whieh
came the elassics of their time.
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‘The facts, covering s grent veristy of languages and having i

- portonce in thelr resalts, showed thet Wm& wore boing bedlt up,

through which the approach to langmege hocoming seientifics farther
mm m mﬁm&iﬁm memm, a body w truth concorning the naturs

Thowe facts are
every period of their history.
2, That these changes did not buppon ot romdowms They were 5o rew
gulw that 1t was maﬁmie o grasp thiz vepnlarity in generalizations
langnoge relstionships to esteblish "Pemil fos”

ed in all langmages ab

a,%manm@mmmﬁmm bymmimmmw@mm

- tekes of the ignormt or the carcless. The produs

English Blotionmry™ was based on the iden of corretiness .
the wmm by ﬁw mkmm end writers »Mw&imlw 1

mﬂﬂig an xﬁﬂuﬂﬁ wﬁmhrg WM this periode Hin "Corse &f
ammmwmm 4870) showed that Sunslrit was neither identical
with Indo Bovopean mor the descendant wost 1ike the pabent lamguage
Fe showed that Samshrit varied differently, with other Buropesn
guages, from Tode Saropeans Se it was fmportest to reviee the concept
wwm' ng the vowel asystem of Indo B boilt on the previous see

; fRomsen {1877 }y

Saussure's wk made Karl Brogooon fied & lagnistie journal,
B Srtoranochungen”, vhere ho saintained thatpionstiv
taws 1ike Griem's ‘ﬁmu, wers 1ike lows commedated in tho netural
seicncesy they bad no cmospliony aoy spparent cese of deviablon from

- bl W Mw g0 4o m o mm nol M ‘ ol Do

followara wore enllsd "dle Jengmrns
WM ﬁ% Mlm M Lo Te SN

1900 mlwmu& &m! msm 1897 - m&s 3 mm mw&wﬂw TEo0gE~
nized as *&m authoritative texbbools on comporative lingnisties.

$ oriod was towrmed tho w&m M the nevgremanrians bocsnse
MMamwmmmeammwmmm

| time bnd 8 W influence uw m Wmm m*hwy of languogo.
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statements of these changes were termed phonetic laws, and, since
all the chenges couid be expleined, these phonetic Yaws were without
exeepbonss |
Earl Vepner, s Denish scholar, coniribnted to the study df the
excepbions of the phonzite laws of Grimm by sspplying the rules of
of sound changes wiieh governed those exceptions im Germanic Langnages
Other features which expiained exceptions were distovered. They
were analogicel crestions snd borroving from other lsnguages or dia-

s lechse

All these studies of language sounds proved that the sonad
chahges vere sbable, showing regularity. This led to the study of the
neture of specch seumisy and the scionce of specch sounds, phonetica,
becaue ope of major interestss New techniques for the analysis end

- deseriptions of the sounis of all languages begon to develops Arti~

culatory phonetics and Instrumental Phoneties advanced rapldiy and pro- |
fuced resuits which reviled voriocus insights on thed sounds of lan-
gueges Phoneticlans showed sod deseribed the tempmendous muwhor L 4
sounts vhich appesr in a language and conld not be handled by the use
of the conventional dphabets 4 mew alphabet = the Wﬁ& - WES eroat-
ed and used to deseribe these soundse Verions types of phenctic alpha~
bols were used by differemt scholers, such as Henry Sweet's "Brosd and
Narrov Bomic”, A.M.Bell's "Visible speech™ and Otto Jespersen's "An~
alpbdhetical Systenw™s In 1888 the Internationsal Phometic Assoeistion
took op Otio Jespersen's sagpestion to establish an alphebet designed
t0 be really international end applicable to 61l langesges, and pro-
@uced the Inbernationsl Phonetie Alphehet, which with some additions
and improvements, has heen in use ever since.
 This period also vitnessed the development of Linguistic feo-
graghys The studies of the history of various langmages ahowed evi~
dences that wha'd was termed as the "stendard leugsege”y because ef
particaler historical eivenmmstances, bad arisen ocut of the dislerts
and not the other way round, The effort to understand the relstiop
ships of dielects to stendard longuage and dialect to dalect lod to
the gathering and recording of the facts of usage in dialect dietion-
sries, grommmrs end various kinds of msps which mude up a dislect
abluse

“Linguistic Geography helps the study of the history of lan~
guass guege by givisg clearer understandisg of the importence of

dislects differemces inlwmgmage, of the ccoters of language ;

disporsion, and the badis for the special prestige through |

vhick one regienal dialect out of the many bocomes a sbandard ‘

langnage,”

{ 15,0463 e
In shord Lhe growih of lingoiatic science in $his periecd cone

sisted of nev assumplions conceraing the nature of lengnage which
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geow from further trecbmedl of sound chonges espplemented with now ine
sights~the precesses of anslogical changes and horrowings
Trom 1874 o 1925 the scientific sindy of langusge exporienced
Troitful years. Vordovs disecoveries wers wade and the Besmlts  of
these discoveries Becawe the bedis for Banguape stody faerthers The
facty which came out dupring this poriocd were s

1. That the sound feotures of a lanuage {the prmmiatiﬂn }
are ite most stable chovacteristicss Sound changes operate as mssive,
uniform gnd grodus) alberstion within s perticalsr isugusge or din-
leet, ond within & povbicaler perBod of time withowd being hindered
or halped by Zeatures si meaning or the conscioms individual changea.

2; That the chamacters of the scund of a langwage can be Anne
iyzedand described in tYeras of the physicel movoment by whieh the
sounds are profduced asll the specific kind of vibrations which make
ap their scoonstic chavachers.

Ge Thot overywhore in a longusge the fromenthy vsed vords hove
& varietly of moonings.

4« Thot for language sbudy it is importsnt 46 guther facts of
of usage oo the brosde sb hese possible and to produee rigorous teghw
nigues hoth for collovtiag these facte and for studving them o get
the soundest ond 4he most sigmificant resulbse Thie last fact wes
foond thrdogh the dislest slndies in Liagnistie Geographys

gx Ihe Strecturalists £ $525~1050 s

4 nev type o langaege dudy appeared after the ¥edld War I «
This deseriptive Mnguistics, vhich deale with individoal langngges,
vas beoed on the nev aesumpiion thet language mﬂamwm

In twerice it grev oub frem the effort ds record snd analyze
the enormvus musber of Awericen Indisn lengusges, while in the Conbi-
usat its appearsnos vwes beteuse of the efford of broadening the fiecld
of lingnisbiess

Ia Surepe Ferdinapd de Ssussure staried this new study through
his disenssion on and demopsiration of fundamental linguistie prippie
ples which could be used ag the theoreticsl basis for the acience |
shich deels with Isnguspe. \ o

‘Under Samssure's influence, Hicolai S.Troubotskoy { 1850-1938),
dn aukbority on Coucasisp lengmage, wrote e mev sppreach inm ﬁmwm—
tive Slevie Linguisticss Togetber vith Roman Jekobsons who founded
the "@¥rele Linguisticue de Prague® (the Pragoe Linguistic Cirele),
be jroduced the mow apmcach to linguistic doscripiions The Prague
Lipgmictie Bircls lster becane knove as "Stroctoralisa® or m&mﬁ %
siigw’s Trouhelakoy's book “Granzege der Ph%iagim“ {1939} was the |
handheek of this movemente

The Phomemicists looked ab langusge a8 a systenm of structuve,
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so that to sisa‘ibe & langmge tbey looked at the vhole structare of

the language ond at whot kind of system that the siroeturs formed, This
implied that each dotail was to be exsmined first as a part of a system,
Therefore it was the Phonemicists who studied and reported the distri-
bution oF Hnguistic nnite~ that is vhether s spoech sound ccewrs with
eqgual frequency in o certaion position in e sy}lshle or a word; the se-
guenees of sonmds which cceurs the structure of the syllsble and so oms

Bhey dlso dewbed smch attention to isolating and definivgithe
phoneme, the linpuistic sound emits which differenciates mesning, Troa=
!ﬁaébskoy made elaborute studjes snd classifications of the relation of
each wait {o the shole and to each other wit in the system.

Hovever the trend among the pheneticians outsicd the Prague Sthool
was also directed towords this phonemic atiitnde. They realized that
the unit of deseription of sounds system of o languege mist be & comsept
rathe, than on entity, becouse wordoussovnds whick really oceurred could
Be grouped in smller units which bad particular Punctions in the strue—
tore. They therefore moved in the same directiom ss the x
towards the!phonent

In the United States Fdward Sapir sterted "Structuraliisa * through
his book "Lenguage™{1921)in which he showed, threngh his csperiene
Americar Indisn langmages, ot the seme phovctic 8iffemcnces may have
entirely different structursl values from longusge to lanpusge; and
thet there i power in the structursl system iteelf, The habits whick
made up the control of one's netive langusge ere not habits eoncerning
itews as fbems but habits concerning contrestive items ss Papetioning
mits 67 an srderdd system of structural patierns, Tegﬁthm' witig Eeonard
Bloomfield's "anguagze”{$533) Sapir's woitk becsme the damental
For American Stroctursl Linguisties, Sepir forunished 3he basic points
of view emd Bloomfiield proveded the detailed statemests @F principles of
snelysis. These tvo Bools were supplemented by articles written by the
two, suck as "Sound Patterns in Language™(Sepir 1995)s "Postalate for
wge” ot "On Becent York in Gemeral lingmistics” both
by Bloomfield ( 1026 and 1927).

Stractural lingnisties which also covers the mm;:tim stugly,
grew rapidly from bhon on, Three factors which conbriboted to the deves
lopment of liijuistics in bhe U.8.4. are,

1s The fact that lingnietics can help in the leerhing of langmages
by missionsries made these missionsries have a heen inbercst in that
science and its Progress.

24 The teachers & Baglish to non native speskers -ﬂmﬂ. found that
the teaching of English based on lingnistie primiyﬁlw enshled them o
achieve good results,So thgy became interosted in lingwistics.

3« Themeod of the militery servicemen in the World Wer II to
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apgmsges df the place thoy were stetioned b necessidstes
the contrilutsion od linpmistics, |
511 these facts pointed to the deseriptive twonch of linguie~

ties in the Uslle In Barope deseriptive siudy sise #lowrighed in

the Sopricen and Mw v o stew
ference Lolpeon the too. ‘E’M menihers w%‘ the Americen mmﬁ are the
Tollowers 4f Sapir, ﬁ!mm&%@& and Zenneth Pils, widle those of the
Turepess School ave the followers of Ssusywe, Trouboteloy, Jekobson,
and Andve’Ysrtinet, However there are also limists she are indepen-
dent of the tug,

Mace 1025 dov Yippuistic views were shuerved and used ss the
tasis of the study of lenguage. Thoy conbe maed to solve oy limim i
tie groblemz both dnside and outslde the acope of linpelation
vievs ore

« Longuage s giroctured. This clevelaring s o basic chayse

toriatic of W aspects of human Ysnpuege aod enshles wan Lo pracp
ant 4o commmicnte highly-compléeated idcos.

% The bagic metdeial which mekes 8 lamgungs
fieations of the bresth stream, thet le W&ai wunds Howove
mamw zﬁﬁm-mm uguelly hove entirely Ji0epent strocturs

s i 3

'ﬁ%mmiwm Ease or @%M&m’iw 42 hearisg or of W enunele
out Lo be o Pmwdion of the wsy phonctic mederisl const

e in o parson's active lenpusge.

4e The childh in leorning his nebive 1

moge nob anly develepe

g:mm Laeiitdy and scourecy in respending o tbhe linited rusber of

sonbrastive units vhich identify tho word pablarus snd the grammabicsl
ntyeetares of his perticonlar lenpeoge: in developing this gresd sRi1) |
ke slss learss to igsove all those physics) feabares sot relovent 4o
thy 1daktification of these word end zenbencs patlerne.
8y The unlbe vhidh fonetion to Idaniify the wodd potiorns spd
s gandusion m%m& of 8 lengusge comsist of shefrections of bondles
of contrastive diffusences of cound festuresy of sequenpes, of distri-
betion, of wm m" |

@wﬁﬁw m mw ﬁm&!umm% af ghropiural lingvistfes, thore
wepe olese offorts to apply lingedstics for varicns purposes, |

The application of linguisties to langusge beeching hes wide paw 5
hliey ond offert bewe boon sode s sarly sz the boghilog of $he seben~
ﬁi:ﬂe mﬁaaa?;y of mem ﬁme!h The work in gﬁhmm@im in the im econbow




 girming with ¥,Vietor's "Der awzmm-&am miss Unkebren®™ (1888). |
. Some vobks en tbe treetment of this sebject are *Practicsl stedy |

o pmhlam in, myahnmgy» a4 mpwh on this may wag edited hy cim'les
. B.0sgoed ond mmm:m entitied "Payeholinguistics s A Sarvey of ()

machine transistion, in mciohw d in naﬂhwpohgn

of Language™ {Henry Sweet 1900}, "How te Teach o Fereign Langmage"
(0hto Jespersen 1908), "The Teaching of Emglish Lengusge " (Fries
1527), "American Pnglish Gressiar® (Frics 1940} and “Lingaisties and
Lemguege Tosching in the United Siotos 1940-1030 (Williem G. Mﬁm)./l
Anothe"applicstion is the use of limgotstic principles to solve |

Theary and ﬁ;‘l I’ra‘amlm" (1053§. /
There miaw other amﬂimﬁﬂm ef lingwtnﬁies, sack ag in |

During this pwia& there ales some efforts to study lane
guage using such nev approsches as Tranafommationsl Grammsr (by Noam
Chomsky and Zellig Harris), Genorative Gremaar, 'l’ammn Analysis |
( by Eenucth Lee Pike § etcas

The kistery of langdege may reveals that lin@is%iea is a ‘
«mwmtxwﬁy ne¥ sciemcej yet it has achieved mmmhensive remite
in dealing with vorious limgmistic phenswenss




CHAPTER ¥II . THE SURDIVISIONS OF LINGUISTICS «

4 seience which fries 0 cope with & wide ares of investigation
is vawally divided into verious suhdivisions, esch one of which stue
dies a perticulsr divisien in which the subject patier bas heen cut
ups Bhe scientists tend to have bobber observations, to carry outb a
more thorough study and thus to obisim bebier results within a ressou-
&ble ampont of time,

Lingnistice investigates the fact Sy events and entitils in lanw
guage which are too pomerocs in nmhemw be investigated inm & single
study; the data would be tod grea’b, the method too complicsted, and
the different seiemtilic *bechnim used too divergents It is wnaveid-
able that the lerge suhjeel matier is divided into many diffcrent o=
reas, fields or branchess I has also been proved in proctice  thet
insights and t«echniqmﬁtm cerbain partieular fields have given suge
gestions and helged along seientific investigetion in other fields.

%o arrive at cech of the spocilic perés of 4he subject m&tw

: fl.ing;uiﬁ;ta vee diffednt vay

J..mmwm_f, . s _ -
fomilies or arees of the mﬂdu Hawwer, &m mm &iwkamrh P ﬁ‘ivﬁsim |
mevely reflcets the fact that wony lingnists tend o sweialim in

- the. languapges of ome or two fairly restriched gronps .

Anothor way of dividing hnguisﬁwca isy aceording to him, th&ﬁ
of Historical Comperative snd Structursl Descripbive ligmistics. In
each of which hovever there are different analyticel methods dealing
with levels of stracture fourd b language.

In his leetures, Dinneen {irst gives Geveral Linmpgnisbies in which -

the theory is bmili up on bthe scisntific descriptiond of meay lope
guages tarried ound in Doscriptive Linguisticss This Deserifbive line-

puisties iz slse =t the basis of Historical end Compurotive Magaxistics;

The division wz follov in o general woy here is thet of W.¥elsen
Franeis, as this best sumits the purpese of our work. fere we will enly
wention four different ways of cobbing up the subject matter and the
divigion of linpuistics which desls with ecach pert of the subject mabe
ters ‘

as The first way of dividing the subjeet metier iz thet which is
based on the divigion of Pields or arcas of linguistics. Linguistics
may study lapgwepes ifndividuclly, in groups or in families, or it ecan
alss study lengmeges in different geogrophical sress; so thet we have
variouns Iimguimies, guch 85 Inde Bovopean linguisties, American Indi~
an lingoisties, Borwenic linguisties. Commenting on this division wo
note that the distinetion inbto gesgraphical areas is e wery simplse '
ones Growping langmeges imto femilies can then be done by the so-eald




led Comparative linguistics. ,
bs The seeond wey is the division bssed on time or gt is® view.
Here we see the aspects of langnage deald with specificaliy in syn-
ebronis and dinchroniec torms. S -
We study the synchromic aspect of lazpuage iF we study lan-
guage &s & sbate of affeirs ot a given polnd of times To study this
we have Descriptive Lingnisties, Though the definition of all  line
guistics iz deseriptive, we here use the term in s mope specific semse
&8s & scicnbific study of language shich tries to malie & scientific dose
eription of o lamgrage at o cortsin mriioniar point of Lime.

I we study the histery of language, namely the different states
of a8 leuguage at ¢ifferent poimbs of time, we endertabe Histsriesl Lin-
gristies, Peore we look et 2 langnage in terms of the chonges which

kave ocewrred in 1% in the course of time. Thue we study Iongmege from
ite dicchroniec aspect, S |

;%naﬁngg these two aspeets, in Comparative Liegnistics we make
‘& comparative Study befween ihe resulis of tws descriptive studies ov
t¥e historical ones. ¥ mke a comperstive study bebtween twe deserip~
tionm of twe lengmages as presented By Dessripiive Lingeisties, or a
study of the history of twe different bub related lenmgusges, or & sbow
dy of two stages of oze lenguage with dhe purpose of determining the
pature of derivabion. ‘

cs There is alss o sobdivicion of linguistlcs desling with the :m:-
ternsl struclure of langusge. This study is cslled Structursl Kingnis-
tics, It hes wariows subbranches which sre concerned with the different
leyers of strneture of lsmperge moking =p speech. The main sﬁbbmmhaa
of thic study are Phonology, Horphology and Syniaz.

1s FPhonology o

Phonelogy is the branch of Structwral Lingvistics vhich mtudies
the speeeh sounds of & langmege. Tt hes two divicfons ¢ Thonebies and
Phenemice.Thonebics coneerns itself with the sbudy of the fentures of
speeck sounds and their classifieations in forms of their productions,
transmissions end perceptions. The three Rinde of Pheneties are

~ Articvletory Fhoneties, which deals with the productions of
speech sounds;

- Accueliec Phoneties, which deals with the iransedssions of
waech souwndes and ,

~ Auditery Phomtim, vhich desls vith the perceptions of spcech |
sounds, |

Phomemics is a sublwsrch of Thenology and is comcerned with the
elassifications of speech sownds inte writs calied phonsmes, which are
ezpeble of disbinguishing vtterances, as vell an with the features of
those phonemes and their interreletionships.
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2y Horohology s
This deels with the study of the identification and the formae

tion of the minimum mesningful soundmmits, their classification indo
morpheme, their aymangement inte lsrger comstraciions and their foras
snd chanres in different comstructionsy it also deels with the sindy
of the morphomic formations of words, It is divided farther inmto
Morphoghonemics and Morphemicss

¥orshorhonomies triss to investigabe the phomemic constfustiens
of those classes of minimws meeningiel sound wnits and their phonemic v
variations in warious amrangemenis.

Horphemies investigetes those miniswm wemningful ssusd units in
ters of their identificetions, elassifications and arvengements indo
larger topstractions; snd the morphemic formations of words.

3. Bynlaz '

Syntsx is the study of the forms and arrsagements of words and
semenees of words inte lsrger cemstructions. |

Morghalogy and synbsx meke up what is calied Gramemurs,

The first three weys menblioned obove are related to 2 pardiselar
linmnistic theory and melhod whiek are held and are mesui to a chieve
throunh o scientific study, insights inte that area of izwestigadion
which is being giver 2 specisl atiention,

4.7he fourth way poimbs to s different directicms It shows how
the reselis of those various subdivisions of linguistic mcience eore
used 4o solve problems related to langumage &m“is‘m‘% within 4he seaps of
linguistic proper. Therefore the studies ssder this division ¢an %o
called the subdivisions of spplied limgnistics in conirast with  thé
brenches of theoretical, linguisties as presested in the three geriisr
vEYE,

oy

The brenches of opplied linpuistice are morked by these charscher—

fotics.
« Thev yverresert sitespbs te apply ke limdinge ond metheds ef

lingnistics 4o the solulions of prodlems and the achieving of objective

"

not strictly within the proper sres of investigation of linguisticsy

—Ther make use of materisls, ideas and metheds {rom other Pields

of stady cutside the strietly defined Hmite of linguistics.

Iucluded in this divimion are Semsntics, Grephics, Lingnistic
geography, Lexicogrophy, Biimelegy sud Philologye. '

Semsnbics,

This is one of the applications of linguistics do the study of
meaning. Linguintics studies langusge, whick has meoning, iz terps of
the Torms which e-n conver thot wmeaning; it does not concorn iteelf
with meonimg. The three kinds of Semsnbics are

Philosophical Semsmtics i.e. that branch of Semantics which deals with
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notihal mesnings, mamely ideas, concepts, imsges and feelings asso-
ciated with words. These are stimli to or responses for srbticalated
sounds bot not sounds @s sochy '
General Semantiecsy it is that branch of sementics vhich studies the ree-
ferential meenipggs i.c. objects, relotionskipsy classes of objects or
classes of relationships outzside lﬁangmg& which are referred to by
wordsj its subject matter is not langmage but referencesy end
Linraistic Semantiesg %hi's is the study of distridmtional or contextual
mesnings fees the contexbs in which words com be used end what  those
vords contribute to those comtexts, I$ is purely within the scope  of
lingnistice, '

The branch 6f Applied Lingnistics proper in the stndy of meanings
is the lest kind of Sementies s Linguistics Sementicss The resson bee
hind this is the fact that it is only distribmtionsl or conteztnal moan~
ings whick ere smensble to a scientific stody sinee it is the only mean-
ing which is strongly influenced by bhe meenipp carrying fomms, There -
fore Lingpnistic Sementien can apply the forms of langmege produced by
the linpuistic seience to study those conbexiual moanings.

Graphies +

Writing is not in ¢ claded in the study of language by lingmisiie
seienees Yebt this does wt mean thet writing is not a subject of a
seientifie investigations Graphies is the branch of Applied Lingmistics
which studies the writing system of a languege. It studies the set of

conventionsl printed symhols used to represent certain aspects of syeeuh‘

and the set of rules governing the groupings and the srrangements of the
symbols %o represent other aspeets of speechs It works on the basie of
the assumption that writing is not speech, and it ie concerned with al-
phabebie witing only,

Sinee alphebetic writing is ¢:1%er related to the meanimg earry~
ing forms in langusge studiedby lingeisties, it ig evidebt that Graphics
is closely related to linguistic sciemce in terms of its material, theo-
ry and methods, |

Linguistic Geogrephy or Ares Linguistics .

It is the bronch of Applied Linpuistics which studies the charae -

teristics of dielects within the genmeral system of a langusge end the
geographical diffusion patterns of theses It includes both synchronic
and dischromic considerations, peying special ettenbion to dislectsl
differences in the phémlagim}; apd the morphological system, in the
vocabulary and in the content. It also stodied the similarities between
those dialeets and the linguistic changes found among thems and alse
other aspects which affect those changes,similarities and fiii‘fermea
such as economiesl, social, racial or educational aapec'bm

Leximmw




o “femaﬁim shout the society which produced those 'texi&, saech as the in-
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This. '&mmuh deals with the g%haring oF a’ﬂ mnimfnl elements
iz the Ianguage systen with s@aﬁemmﬁﬂ of their peaniggs
- emivelencene Tt ¥ill include, in its btudy, wordsy mrphmn and all
' other eclements or grammmticel Pestures vhick wm'y mmming unlike
 deusesy eases obe. {6,pv25)s T
© The Wﬁiﬂm of g dictiomery is inalm!e& iz %hﬁs stady. Lexi-
- cogrephy is @ seientific study because it follews ‘,the seientific pro- |
cederes in its epprosch using mebheds of ehjective deseription, gene ~ |
‘mlimﬁms end constant revision. Statemevts which Lexicography mskes
upe the Pindings of different aspeets of isnguage, It uses the i‘inding
of & lingmistic mlyaisiww the meeniugful Pforms deseribed, ss a part | |
of i%ts materials Iz describing the meanings of those elements isted,
Lexicegraphy resorts to the three mﬁingm mtwml, retwential, and |
eantmh " X :

‘Btizology is the study of the srigin apd the history of the words
vged in any lesgusge; when end how esch word ceme imbte being, and how |
it came 2o heve $he form aud mesuing es #4 hee todey. Hodern Etimology |

 is seientific betswse i mekes use of sciemtific methods in sll stages
of ite cowrse of fnvestigotion, Ifs effori iz cembered in securing all
‘availsble information on the changes of forme md vssges sny word has |
mdergone sinee its firet knoun appeerances If the origin of the word

- commot be traced back, an effort is made to find out the puint where
4% endored the hagmgm under imreaﬁzga tione

Philolopy »

. It i the stody of writfen documents to first amblish the W’b
" . texts through the enelysis and comparison of verioss mamseripts and

; imwrip&ims, The langeage of the written documents is then mlyzad!in
terms of its struocture end content to find ite relevenes to the lap=— ;
o 'M'e of the time in virch those texts were produced, The establishment
. of the correct texts leads té their imterpretations te obtefn all in =

' 'formation om seeiel and cultursl 1ife. \
| If the swbdivision of iingai stice are w“ iﬂﬁ« & sehme, the
o '..em w‘*i} be as fﬁllw:s -

‘!;n&ammts - amemic *mmripé‘;ive Idnguiétics,
: Comparative Linguisties,
- t!imkrmie merimi Lingnigtics.
- BFields - grwm/fmilies esge smerican Indiom Linguisties,
Indo Baropean Linguistiesy
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It is essential for a scientific entorpeise to Weild up a pag~
timlw mothod of investigetion which is WM@ of Qulﬁllm scion-
tifie remivesents; it can then bo used 98 a m&mm wothod by mr
one mmmm an imm&gnﬁnm |

~ One test of o seientifie w&mam iz the mm h vhieh it
schievs consistency of rvosalts in the hands of differsnt scientists.

I£ the extent is great, MWammmimafmiﬁmiaMn
mmmdmg %hem@%!mmy%wmw as standard » on~
otber tost is the scientifie quelity of the rosuits. If the mmua
can bold agaim most of [the date collected as wll #s egeinst &l -
wost sny fact shbout the mbject matter, the wethodology is then sound
enoagh seientifically to be ased, ‘
in all siudies w’ langosge ve =nst ﬂmfa kave 8 ﬁmmimﬂw ple- |

ture of the language. ﬂmis can be profuced through one of the tHo 1
kinds of limﬁwmw efther Descriptive Mmuimtiua or Structural Lin-
gaistics, Howevery the produet will be the same sinte both euploy the
same methedology for the stoady of the structure of lenguage. |

As in the heading of this chapter we prefer to my%enmaelw |
gy in Stynetoral Lingeistics, rather then the mmluw in m_/mw |
tive Linguistics for the methodology for deseribing language, becsuse
ss commonly practiced nowedays, mmmm Mmﬁu&im ia mmm %
to the stady of living langonges deo. lengangen vhich oxist st the pree |
sent state. Stractural Lingeistics, hovever, covers the mmym ond
mathods of structural anslyels sppliod to both present lengoeges and i
the languages of the pasts Thersfors Wﬁiw Binguistics is ine
cludod in Structurel Limguistics, |

mammw”mvwmmlw gince 1025 ag |
constituting *desoriptive lingeistics® in contrast with the |
work of the preceding lundred yeers which ves primarily deveted
to *histordesl linpuisties', It is true thet the new appresch
of the last thirty five years arose in connection with the des~
Mp&iw analysia of living langusges chiefly the meny diverse |
ppusges of American Indien. ‘ |
The term *structural Em@&inﬁiw” csme later in an effort
to nome more precisely the orgenizing prinzeiplos of the dos -
criplive methods of $he new approsch, Some still uelPinter -
changable equivalents the two nemes “descriptive linguis%m' |
and*atractoral 1ingoistica'. Hany, bowever, bave come to helieve
that the sev principles of our now *mwmm apply to
the complele reuge of lingeistic doto amd they wre restudying
historical linguistic dats in terms of the principles and |
tochnique $hat arouse in the uev ‘Ydeperiptive anslysis®. Here~
- aver older m!m!am have insisted ihot thal t@h daba upon which
to consbract langeage hatory sest be mﬁly ‘deseriptivets
In order to mmw confusion 4 it seems beed o Pollow the wore
recent proctice of using *mmx upoisties' to cover the |
Mwml% and methods of structural anolysis whether applied
with & living informent or working with exncient ‘!wwm




It ias the work with these techniques and methods whieh hag wn~
expectedly given us a new viev and understanding of the nature
and functioning of hemsn langusge, This structural lingmistics
then applies to hoth the deseripbtive linguistics of living lan-
_gmages and alss $he historical linguistics of older linguistic
. forms, The basic difference between the two will be the pature
of the ovidence and the gosl tobe achieved,”

(CsCoFries: "Linguistics and mwmp.m).

ﬁw m&ie Bethodology o

A Yingnistie deseription mmst o formal, 14 mmst account for
the forms in langueges In linguistics we study the symbold in Yan-
gaoge which are wsed to convey memning that iz the forms in languages
¥e do ot study the mesning itsslf hecause it As only the forms |
whieh are capable of being studied espiricsally. As we see inm Semane
tieny meaning involve ail lmman experience including feelings,cmo~
tions snd idess in the msers of the langueges A sciemtific study will
not be able to investigate all these sgpects of hmman experience, be-
comze of the scientific restrictions whieh its process has %o follow
sach a8 ohjectivity, mli&ity ﬁ\mﬂaﬁﬂty‘ ~ '

We asalyze the forms in langesge in erder to ochicve a formal
ﬂemripﬁm,; namely the deseription of these forms im terms of o~
ther forms, This is corried out in o formsl anslysis, ie. am m‘mm |
vhich directs its attention to the forms of kaugmge, by which the |
mnim, wﬁaﬂw they are 5 muast be ﬁiaﬂmﬁsﬁuﬂ. It is possible
 to undertake this, Fithout knoving the meaning ve arrive at the dif-

ferenclating sysbols of a languages Fe do not concern ouelves with
 what thaae symboles mean bud w%h the fact that they have mesning and
 that they have different mnimg ‘trom other sysbolse

‘l‘ma we sey $hat linguistﬁza Wm how langeages distim

Before ve proceed to %ﬁa mmmm of the methodology we will |

present some explanstions os the tesms most comuonly unsed in the &~
nalysis of the verious layers of stracture of o langeage. '
t« Form A lingeistic unit which has meaning or mmb}a of mﬂ«m
apart ome muim from the others
. ssCompositions A list of elemests which compose o unit,
. beDistritmtions The privilages of eccurremce of a mﬂt«
| | | The distribution of sn iﬁw is the place
vhere the iten Wm -
The three kinds of ocevrrence of items are
- = abligetory eo~occurrence of items,
- necessary esclnsions of im, anﬁ
= mmiusl tolerance of en imm .
The tw tm uf ﬂisﬁﬁmﬁw are
- pmrallel distrivetion f.e.if ma itoms
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ecen occur in m ma or ndmﬂw mimwtm
emwt ocenr in e&m m w nmm mﬂm
: mmﬁm S T
Mrmw.a 3 Factors vhich can aetir 0 tﬁw&sﬁia o
: . items Mh Hnmwia and m Yingolistics
ammm + as Semetimes it mosns “moaning”s
- Te Covaristion -~ the ﬂmm H‘ limia&iu i‘&am 'm’ 'tm
: - the Yingeistic item tyt changess ,
In our anelysis 1% is not sgach that the meeniyg is t!w
declaive fector detersining difforent forms or ahmges |
of forms. ¥e abstract from mesning ss such, and only con-
shder how Forms. chenge in their verious relations to
" eacl other,
Thesa tm are nced in the various Yevels of amlyaiu of 8 lamge,=
Forther details will be given as we describe ﬁha\mﬁhaﬁn of nnn,!nis _
of the differont levelss |
Since the pionecring work of Suw end mw’ﬁald, m m&m«
lagy of umaﬁ%ﬁw bas develeoped so well that at prosent one con
34 mﬁyais by intelligently folloving Mﬁnﬂ
operational g ‘XW,Wiuuy mt for the ant~
mm af the lower layers ot stractore, is so sdvanced w it can b
used 88 & stendard method with which the analyais is umiart«a%mq the
reeson for there being no poralleliss in the development of the me~.
thodelogy for the analysis of various layers of structure are sapplied
by JsBeCamroll in his "The Stedy of Language” {8,031} as follows: o
© 4,The necessity for analysing {he lower units before going to |
the higher wnits mekes it necessery for the development of the methods
of enslysish? the lower units to get primery attentions 3
In = lenguege, the elements of stacture of & higher layer sre |
padlt up ot of bhe mnits in the lower lovel fmmediately bolow oo tm
the snslysis of the higher levels mmst toke seecunt of the units in
the lower lovel. This makes the analysis of the Qover ,wvmt of prim-
ry importames to She higher level. Therefore the Tewer lovel gets pri-
mary attontion. | |
2, The amalysis of the higher wnils wwires & M amtv of
data. These duis are m& unwieldy Porr the enilysis of the him ‘ia“
wel,
3¢ The higher waita of the iinmmie shruecture are ﬁWiVe— |
1y more complex thae the lower wics. _
The larger smsuut of data roguived and the complexity of the
units in the higher level needed more complex methods, which are not
subjecy to uick advencement, | |
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Therefore, albhough $he » hes yndergone rapid devew

lopmenty it is sbill not o finished metter, Various problems still
existoand they still remsin dispebed matbers abowt which lingmists
are still argmngm

Amwg '&ha three Wwranches of phonetics, attenbion is fecused
on Articulatory Phonstics becanse

o« Mrbiculobory Phonetiecs is the oidest and the mosh ewplete—-
iy developed among the three branchese

- be Investigetion in sriicaletory phonstics con be carried ont
with & minisue of elghormte eguipsents.

cs The results of the snalysis iu Articulatory P&Wins are
safficiert descriptions of seunds of langusge, since the deseriptions
of somnde frowm the péint of view of their productions are sufficient
in the snelysis of speech soonds.

The first sbep in phomotie analysis is the seloeting of short
ulbterances of the lanpusge. These short wiiersnces are then segment-
od i.ee cut up into wnite. There is no fized woy in the sogmentation
process bot people feel thet the continmens noise of speech com be
cut ap aceording %o cordain disbinetive features as they go by im the
flowing sbream of spocehs So o phoncticion cuts up a conbinuous ﬁpaeeh
flow into short ubterances agd thou cubs wp these short utbersnees |
aseeording to the distinebive features, into seunds or phones which he
nomes and desceribes. ‘

As eech ubierence or individmal sound witered is o unigue fact,
different phones are therefore conciontly being produced, Obwiously |
esch sound geoms o roscewr tu the vsusl listencrs The phonetieian
groups those Shab rescour imbe groups of phones called phone types,
the mexbers of which share some distinetive featuress

The next sbep is te describe thome phome types in terms of the ‘
arbicnlatory features, the way they are produced and the orgens of ~: |
speach involved in their prodweticn.

Some of these articnlatory features are |

~ points of srtienigtion: the speeific parts of the speecch or-

gons imvelved in the production of speech sounds. |

-~ mawner of articulstioms the woy those organs inwolved pro—

duced the speech soundes \
~ voiwing: the position of tke woesl cords,

- nasalitys the iavolvenent of the nasal cavity.
- msenlar tensiont the relative degree of muscular temsion |

useds 3
- tongne position: the part of the tongue divectly invelved.
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« tongne heights the height to which the part of the towrme is

rodsedy and

- lips positions the position of the lipa.

To differenciate one phone type from the sther the phonebician
uses & phoneiic alphabet in which esch lotter of the alphsbet ropres
sents & phone type. Those phonetic letters are put inte s phonebie
chart in vhich the crticulatory festures of each phone typs are showne

The above shows hovw a phonctician studies and reporde on pmm&e
composition « e analyses and sepments those short wiierances into
successive sounds or articulations, The sownds are then deserihed intu'
‘berms of soveral sismltencons components. Actually the components sre
indefinite in numbers So the phonet@eien selects enly those compopents
viich cnable hinm {o identify the wnit elsewhere and to distingmish it
from ctberse ,

4 phonetician also sindies phonetic distriboiion f.ce & he dige
tribation of those phonctic mnits — the phone types, He tries to find -
out what sort of sommds im & given langunge cen ceeur in differemt pos=i
sitions and ip whel envirommeni those phometic units cen ccour.

Tkus the parpose of a phonefic swalysis ic to give o positive,
additive deseripbion of certain sounds, either of longer seqaences of
sounds, presusably composed of smsllier wnits, or of the proswmed mnibs.
These ars deseribed in terms of the simnltenceons components which de~
fine thewms & phonetic analysis cun achieve its purpsse 1f the results {
it presemts are godd, in the sense that theorctiesily the deseription
iz cxhausbive, simple and systemstie, and that practically those j
acunds con be recognized and produced as the nabive speckers reeognize
and produce thom, 3
Hethwdolopy in Fhonemics.

Ia & phonetic snalysis we come to the phone - types ies those
sounds the speskers of a language meke use of, Therofere we snalysze
sounds whick ere copsble of forming uticrances, However, there is ane ‘
other function of those phane-types, those speech sownds, vhich serve |
as the basis of our next smelysis. Sounds have slso the sbility o
mstmmm words and o differenciate uttmmasu The porpose of 'ﬁhi&
analyeis = the phonemic analysis, is therefore o find the mdnimem
somber of sounds (phome-types) in a langusge that are consistently
capable of distinguishing ome meanimeful wnit of the language from an~
other in similor envirommentss In short, we try to discover the pho ~

- meme of a I&ugmgw

Phowemes aro wnits of sounds,fownd in 2 lewsu agey which are W»
tionaly they differenciate meabing, bub are mesningless in themgelves, |
They are, therefore, the significant, contrastive, distinctive snd
Fonetional soundss | -

“{?

B
1)



29

womo consigts of o sound unit different from other sound
, honese §se therefore, & member in & system. Thus, pho
nomes are copteastive elements, which together make up the phonesi
system of o laspmege, 12 we lobk at esch individeal phoneme, it Pores
e group of phone types, mlyamatmﬁm,maﬂummm
sound differences are not capable of &imﬂmwmm one whiterance ;
from another, thut s a clese of scunds whose differesces are not fune~
mml, snd whes uttered as such; vhat is uttered is one mesber of the
sroup or claes, The mesber is colled en allophones

In MMMM the mum m&whﬁmﬁw we do not ﬁmwihe |
the csact prommeiation of it (bocsuse this is impossible), but we des~
sepdbe 3% in Mimluwm teras that arve maimly contrastive so

made wp of amwh Wa&a m ma elm are im!m!mi mnm, piteh,
jumeture, tone, and intonstion.
Bach lenguege kas its ove phonemie aystes whieh com be ﬁimww
wough ihe uap of amm mm of mlwia»

M&:ﬁ@: W ﬂ‘f lmmmm, the contrasti A A b
1lophenes and the ﬂis&rﬂmm of Mm a!mphmm. Mw&lm it is to

We !mw out hese wm& we call Field Fork, by vhich we mean dif-
oreaches used in sctaal prectice. They show us hov to imber—
viev on inﬁ’mm&,? how S0 collect a corpus, either in one aitbing or |
as onsgradually builds up one's phopeaic sunelysis and therehy comes i
to problens mmmmmmm m‘&wwintwvimagwaﬁn—
forsmnt agsin, Heve we will only give the prineiples, |
There are two cesenbisl yrimﬁplm that wnderliob o pheness
analysiz. They ave
8+ The primeiples of elasaification;
be The principles of separation.
he Principles of Classifieation. .
This is the principle for classifying phone types into phonemes
ammmmmmmmwtymmmmm, Included in
 the Tpinciples of classification are . |
- phonetic similarity,




«~ complementary distribution,
- free varistion,
- patterned eongruity.

Apong the phone types of a lamguage there are some which share
phonetic fentures with others. These phonetically similar phome types
are then geathored tngethar inte groups of phome typess Thes®groups
are ohsorved further The méhers of the group can oecupy verious ene
viremmentsy they oceur ﬂn varions positions in utterances. If the en-
viroment of o phone type is specific to that imdividual phene type,
g0 that snother phonetically similer phone type is exeluded in that
envirenment and the two phone types can never occur in the sume envi-
rommenty the two phone types are said te be in & complementeryn dis-
tritution, and they belong to the seme class of phone types; they be~
leng to the seme phoneme, The two phoneticelly similar phone types
cen also wecupy the same emviromment in utterauces vithoyt differen-
ciating the meaning of the uttersncesy those twp phone types are then
said to be in free variation. | |

The principle of patterned comgruity imvelves grouping of the
phone types with respect to their cnvirenments in terms of the ether
most conspicucus phone types and noting eertein eongruences im the

behaviour of those phonetieally similar phome types. Therefore, throngh i

this patterned congruity we deseribe the enviromment of each phone
type in relation to other particnlar phome tma, which vequira the
eteurrance of that phone type. ‘

Through these four principles of classification we discover the
elasses of phone types and establish the system of those clagses of
phone types~ the system of phonemess Then we Iist the allophones of
each phoneme and study their distribution. '
bs The Priciples of m&w .

- If in the principles of eclassification we built up the phencmes
from the allophenes f.c. by elassifying thise phone types, through
the four principles, inte phenemesj im the primeiple of separation
we try to find the contrastive sounds thrmg‘h the ¢comparison of va-
rious utterances. There are utiersnces which differ minimslly, that
is minimally in meaning and in one phonetic clement of the seme envi-
roments In these minimal pairs we conclude that the differenmece im
meaning hetwoen o minimal pair is cauwsed by the different phonetie
elementse Therefore the two phonetic elements are two phonemes. By
contragting these minimal peirs to find which sounds cause different
weaning, ve can eateblish the phomemie systems Then ve ean proceed
to the analysis of cach phoneme; for the purpose of finding its alle
phones and to describe the distribution of cach allophone. |

It is impertant to note that these tve primeiples work hand im
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hand in a phonemic mlysis. Sommtimes the phonemicist geta inte tvhe

diffienlty of trying to find the winimal pairs so that the wem of
sewuﬁon is bard to carey outs Then he can fellow ﬂm Irineiples of
classiticstion, In M;!mv casusy however, the pinimal paim secur im

great aushors so that the mcess of separstion is awre mﬁh&!é to
earr,y oot first, I’ mst cages the tro gmmmn are carried out %mbh—
‘er so thetthe phawmie W, the phmamw, tim al!aphmea viﬁh tlwir
’amn'mm ean be mhiam& aimltanmsln |

These two proeeases are applied for both the analysis of aaga-
mental avd suprasegmentel phonemess Bowever; the principle of minimal
pair is very much in use in the am!y&is of suprasegwental phomus.
Utterances vhich have completely the same aeg,mn'ml phonomeg mt dif-

fer in meanings usually have different mwammmtal pheneses,

Tims by trial sud error we come to the phomemie system of the
lenguage wnder the geuidance of those priciples, The number of phonemes
in & lengmage is limited; it differs too from one language to smothers
Each phm of & langmage has o specific mmber of allophsnes. The
same phoneme of differont languages will have different musbers of al-
lcphmaa, The distribution of each sllophene is also upeciﬁe tos
languages the environment in whick cach ellophones eceur is AifPerent
smong various languages,

Ve cen never find a phoneme in an niberance, for what actually
exist is o member of the phoneme, one of its allophones.

Therefore, a plwamim niphabat, in whieh cach synbol mmuwt

‘one phoneme, tan ‘ﬁeuw& to deseribe the phommes of any lmagmages the

value, however, of @ch a!mﬁ/synhul is that which is valid for &
particular language. As an mnpln we will take /t/ phonemes In Indo-

mesien we can say / teriy / as vell as / tarly / for the setion ealled

“damee” iy Mliah beconse in Tndonesion f % I gad 7 1t ; !salong to |
the same / ¢ / phofipes In Javanese the casen is differents If ve say
/ patiy [ and / paty / ve moan %o say sbout twe different tkingm iees

“death® and "essence” » So this shows that in Javanese / ¢ / and / t /

are tvo separste phonemes, Therefore ] ¢ / phonenchas a different ' |
value in Javanese and in Imimmsiam In Indonestan T¢I and Is1 |

are two allophenes of / ¢ / plmnm while ia Javanese Mwy are two :
p!mws » ‘ \

Using the pmme alpbabat, we can i.mmihe %he uﬁ%ranees of
the lenguage. We c;an bave & phonemic transcriptions It is diftermk
from the phonetic m:&mipum nnd from Wiﬁiaml urﬁhugmphn swe
of thase ﬁafi'wmaa are. ‘

asBach mmbnl rmm aslt representsthe ac— adt tkma not emmiatani

a distinetive class = tual sound as it ex~ 1y represeat a mrtic-
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nf sounds not aew ists in en viterance  uler sound,

jany i’mﬂ in - on allephone,

‘b.Eaeh W! h&a a beocach symbol has the DbeEach symbol is intere
‘different value in  same wvalue in any - preted in different w

- different Mmgam langmages wys in different lan-

guagoss

esThe mamber of the e,The nomber is big- ¢sThe nusber is nob

symbols are small  ger but consistent, consistent,
but consistent, ‘ ’ : I
doThe transeription d.I% is accepted as ds1t is strongly detor-

 if resd may not be  actual speech. mined by the conven~
| ‘accepted by the na- tion in the p&vﬂmi&r
tive sposker es8 = | langusge,
actual speecch. | L o ‘
eolhe mla are  esThey are move e:They are conmparatively
comparatively complex. S simple,
mmplea - ‘

; g easic description is not complete wi%mt the descripbion
of the &iaﬁrﬂmﬁm of the phonemes i.e. the possible arrangements of
consonont and vowels mmimlmr t0 a language.

"In eny lesguvage there is a limited, oxhamstive list of sound se-
W&gﬁ in each permissible sound mngammt.& “sequence™ ia ap |
aewa s veeunrrent specific sequenee o ¢ phonemes 3 Iike

l-}?liah sequence /me=~ £ {mﬁ?! /ﬁ}’li-/ (sylit); J=et/ ( let)s ‘
{lisped)s An "arrangement™ is a formala motsting all si-
soqmences in terms of "Consomants™ (C) sud-"Vevels" (V)2
like ‘the Eugiinh ~C¥ {in pit, knife, s!m‘b); ceev> (in split,

. shring, agmimal)g - ¥8 (in less, pit, splash); —VCCC (in Sext,
grasped, wisps), A "ececuence” consists of specific C's and Viay
an "arpangement® is a class of semences which share sh identical
ordering of their Cl's and Vg, :

{Yao Shon, "English Phenstics", 29,p«127-128}.

- The d@mﬁp&iw off the phonemes of a language must alm tigb the
&ym of sound mawmew in cach sound srrangement,

In the tve gmviom discussions we dealt with sound units which ‘
do not have mesning in themselves. Yn thiz discussion we will talk sbomt
the sinimmsound units that can carry mesning, They beve meaning, They
can carvy meanings as ideas, feelings, effcets etes which they evoke=
notional mming, refential meaning and distributipal meaning ss well,
The three important items in this emalysis ere morpheme, sllemorph, end
sorgphs. DR | | |
A morph is defined as the meaningful sound unitj an ollomorph s
8 elass of morph which are phénstically similar and have the same mean-
ing; and & worpheme is e eﬁnm ot‘ ellomorphs which share the same moanw
ing and are in complementary distributism, ?




The parpose of a morphological amalysis is to i
« £ind the rumber of those miniman scund uuita nMeh have mean-
ing ond vhat they sres
=t alamwy and to find the é&sﬁri!mtmns mr t.!mse unitss
‘ - 4o study the mmmmmmie mriaﬂms af thom units in va~
rious srrengementei aund _
: %o fiod the morphemic mﬁm a! the voras @i’ me langeage,
_ Wm P
Hore thee prmiplm nf emaiﬁmtim and Wetim are in use
againe The anelysis starts with m muﬂimg 'p amha corpus 1s0s &
_ eollection of utterances gntherea for the mm ‘Ehe utterances are
then cut op into segments. ’ﬂ;ia m&mﬁm ean hemrria& ount By vom-
 pering partfally siiilar utterances and eutting them up. These witer-
‘ances which differ in mesnigg with csch other will congist of  mome
‘gimilar eimta and some difPerent onome TMW elements, vhen reduced

_'to & minioom can be mmimm as morphs i.0. the smellest units of

- sounds which have nesning, There are myh mich are similar in mesn~
. ing svd similer phenetically, They are grouped into allomorphs. Teo
allomerphs which ave similar in mning ond seeur in sach & way that
each environment mzuaedmm of the othery or in other words allomorphs
 which oconr in complementary distributiony will form e morphemes This
Process is cawie& eut under the grinciples of elassifications
There ie also another way of arviving at the morphemes. ¥e eom~

pere two uiterences with the smaXlest difference in their eloments and
a partial difference in mumg. In this way we can assame thot the
difforont almmm possess difﬂwm& moaning, Therofore they are mop-
. phesens By constantly conparing peirs w ubtorsnces with thet epecifi-
 cation ve can arrive at ail of the morpheses, Then we can seek their g

 allophones end look alse for their mmmm. This is the prindiple

of separatisn we mmsr outs
" In sctual morpholegical smalysis the two processes feovthe pro~
cosses of classification and uewm&im ore carried pimltanconsly «
This gim wany ﬁmwﬂta, sach asy thet % enables the cheeking ond
‘__mhmking of the mlnaim, it belps Piring the different comelu-
sions and it helps to solve veriems preblems of amlysia ete,
| Sometimes, & worpheme sppears $n a porticalar shepe in a pavtic-
 uler atterance becense it is inflaocnced or conditioned by other elo=
monte in thot viterance, The amaiming slement eain be a sound or &
merphione so that & morpheme may be phonologically or morpholegically
- conditioned, This conditioning is semetimes important for the deserip~
tion of the enviromments of the allomorphs, .

| Thore are phonemic varistions emong the allsphomes of cach mor~
pheme, They are deserilrd through their veristions frem the hase fee.
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a partienlar aum vhieh is chosen st random and used as @ stane

. derd to vhich otlm- allomm are compared to.

*rhs lamﬁ s&ep of a mrpbelﬁgieal enalysis is to find out how
B wrd is mnmm by mrphema; how thoae mrphma are arranged

in mdm By eomparing utterances and mting them into mnrphms we

ean find the mrphemie mrmngementm :
¥hat is written above is only o guiding wmm for s morphes
1ogi¢al amlysis. In field vork there will bo many mhlm, the

 selving of vhich is mot mentioned hore.

Hethodology in Syntax . .
~ In the mrmlngleal amlyaia the ’hrgaat wnits concerned are

words. In the analysia a! syntax, however, words are the smallest
units under consideration, |

. The purpese of a amaetieal amlnmiu %8 to study the mechanisms
and deviges by which vords are combined into larger units and the total

structure of sach units. It starts with the identification of the
atmawﬂl sigmla fee davisas causing the groupings of words tegether
to have struetural mning = the meaning of the arrengement of those

- vords, abatracted R’mm the lexieal muingu Some of these dwisea ;

are
Be wm order f.2. the lincer or time naquemaes in whieh vords appmr
in an u&temee,

 he ?mmtx i.e. patterns of atmss, piteh and juneture with which

- tha words of an witerance are spokem.

L Metion words §eee words without referential or notiensl meanings
uged to indicate varioue functionsl relationships smong

‘ ‘the words of an. atterances :

Inﬂuction‘ ises morphemis changes - the addition of a morpheme

| ' with the accompenying morphophonesic edjustments=

vhich adapts words te perform certein structural fumcd:
 tiom without changing their lexical meaning,

|  Bs nerivatim fe€s worpheaic changes which sdspt words to perfors

emin structural functions nnd change thelr laxienl
| meaningm | :

With the heip of these structural sigmals we c¢on classify wﬁs
into parts of mpeeuh i.m. classes of words grouped together in re-
lation %o thaiv paaitiun and functions in various structures, fmfm
mw!mm of a parﬁ nf gpeueh ean oceupy that position und aswums thet
fanetion which m«nbara of other parts of specch sre not b_espable of.

Then ve deal with types of symtactic atructures | 1,05 structures
made up uf vords and Imviug 8 weaning difforent from ﬂw total of the
meaning of the individual vordse One then apeeks of the elements and

the forms and the arrangements of those elements im these different
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types. This is e,arried omt by semrating aw! cmamng varieus uttere
amees in 'Berma ‘of their imeﬁiate ennstituen'bs, varely units with
which & strne‘mre is imedzately built up, The ‘hasm sm”tie a‘l‘.rue-
 tures sre errived at by deviding wtterances into t«he.tr ulf,imte eon-
stituents nemely cobstitueht that coxmot be divided anymore. |
The last step in this anslysis is the classification of sentenees
aeearémg te the vay th&y cawry m s‘bruet-ural mmmga andh the ede-
ments they are ‘made up of. :
’ I:E ve examine the pmceas of amlyszs in the amalysis of language
stretare we san se& t.lear}.y that there is a hierarchy of amalysis pa-~
mllei to tae ﬁierarch;;r ef stracture of the ianguage elementn. Ve start |
with he nz»ammgless and nen fanctional speeeh smmds and then praeeed
%0’ study enly the fnnetinml ones. After that we desl vath the units af
~ sounds which éarry meaning, fmm he m!lest %0 the largest. This or-
der of snbjeeis mtters g:tves ua & pw@ure of the sueeesaive 1ayers of
lamguage siractures. | ' ‘ |
' In additien it is alse clear that there are mn mny unsalved
problems in the anaiysia of the largezr smd mits. Hawever, what is
mentioned here mey serve as an 1ubm&netary appreaeh on ‘structural me- :
t!w&eiagy. | ' | | ]




CRAPTER V. LINGUISTICE AND THE TEACHING OF LANGUAGE ,

The deserigvbim of the vabious aspsets of lingristies presemted

ir the prmms chapbers raises the cnestion vhetber 4bhis cedence can
be weed in the eetusl teaching of lemgweges. Like sthor pure sciences,
Tingei sﬁie« hes o woehor of ficlds of application sock sc Philology,

and the Secinl Scientesy smd, sc 2 positive snever to the shove grestw
ion, 2lso the ficld of hongeage Teachings In this chapter ve will focus
our sttention on the last application mewtioned, nsmely the spplication
of lingnistics ts the teschiny of lanpuegess Thevefore ve ore osnly deal-
Ivg with ore aspeet of spplied lingristics, as we sre shiomuticg to
#ind 8 solid fowmdation for cooperation and swiuel help Between linguist
on oue side and lewmmmage tecehers on the others ¥ach literature on this
mbiect is svailshle af vrezesfs Tt deals with the various weys io which
lingnistice con help the teoaching of reading, writing, composition and
other snblects Smeluded in the toaching of lsnovegss. 4 good oxsmple is
the book of C«CuFries exbitled "Lingsistics and Peading™ (11) whieh pre-
senbs an acoound of the dotailed study on how Yinmaisbice ¢an he wused
in the teaching of resdiny. Hovever the real trath is ihat the lridge
hotwoen the dws sndonvours is not very styons as yobes there sre gbill
eonflicts and misudersbendings, The very application of lingnisties,
om the other kend, alse helps thet sclence to devolop itself.

"Fhore is vo cleavers ‘he tween tne pure and the asplied in 1ine
gaimxeag on Ghe conbrary, each ope flowrishes, where the other
iz also Plomrishing.” { 3d,p.di).

Frem the hiztery of longoage sbudf ih iz clear that there has ale
ways heen seme sort of relatisn between the study of longnage and lan-
zunge Sesching. This may wobt he clesrly visidble, yob the  interasction
botween ths two emiormrises do meow bo be olways theres & iwief czample
will be presented herc.

Parzilel with the eoo of the ove cpproach ih lsngesge astudy,bhere
mne/gm in tho tecching of longnege ¢ oethod colled the Grovwmar-frend -
fletion method, This mothed cen be simply described as the learning of
boarts of gsrénmm seeh as porsdigen, conjugations and puris of gpeech,
topether with translebion work. The latber usaelly consisted of the
trenslctions of Individwal senbeneces, or of litersry pieces done word
by words Correciness was shoolubely necczsary and the stondard was thet
#e foend im grormer bookss The priceivles of lingmistics behind this
mebhod ayre epperents longosge ix logicsl, therefere it has & stable
forn of correctness; there is a uvniversal grommersibe best lamguage is

0 he fornd in writéer forms. The msin objective of the teacking of len—

guage, therefore, was to descipline the miad, strenglien the wemory end
give the individual the s0 cailed "logical thinking®,
The Birect mothod was a new idee both as a jeaching mebhod and as
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an i nsight into lunguage. The min featupes of the idea are the pi-

‘maey of -speech, the actml eamientwe use of langaage,’ the' lewing

out of the nses of ithe m&tiw anguaga in the teaehmg of a foreign
lengoage snd the. unﬂers&anﬁing that a direct traksfer from ome ian—
guage to snother in terms of each ome's grammr is impossibie s each
lengeage is complete and new ia. vi:,a own way. This method also pro~
poses the teaching of the langunge, which is actua‘ily in use, m@her
than the teaching shont ite . SRR ‘ : - o

. The new approaches in lmgulstw study were first of &ll histe~
r:.eal. The mﬂ'lueme of this in the classrocm ¥as oyident in the use
of dietionaries with e histerieal. viewpoinke In smck dictionarics
words are net explained aceording to the: actusl present mesning bub
in etfmological or histerical terms and illestrated by guotatioms
from aceepted. works of literature. Au exsmple of this type of d ietion~
ary is "The New English Pictiomary" Yy James &.ﬁ.&ﬁarmy e (maramlon
Preou, Oxford 1933 — correcied mew issue)s ‘

Nev develomment in Yingmistic sspecially im its Deseriptive ané
Structursl as well as somparstive hranches can also ke expected to
some influence in the teaching &f langusge. . It cen be expected tiat
both in the theoraticel approachk and im the methed of lmage teuch-
‘ing there will be some chahges because of the awhmtmn of new dis~
coveries in lingmistics. Linguisbics, during these recent yeara, ims

made mawy discoveries op the natnre apd funcbioning ef lsnguage in ge- 3

ent§ lengunges. At prasgent, thersfore, we esm expect thet linguistie
science and pacdagagegy mest apd mutuelly Influence cach other and

ing, mutual cooparsiion, and ﬂg}pﬁ ec:aa‘&zo.z of %ze Eiems, fmﬂinga and

‘ and work of the others,

Nebertheless thore iz still wuch work is be deme in this fiem
becaunse theye ore sbill some undE: elying suspicions emmﬁing E%m the

two seciences, Here 2ellow the opinions of fuwe ngﬁisﬁ.-s wtwse mea

are wellknowrn.

_ "pur schools are comduchoed by _persozs Thoy Pron grufemrs of
education down to teachers of clasarsom, knew nothing of the

_nersl snd has also made sceurabe amd scientific descripbions ﬁ-f differ-

that lingmicts and langmage taachers sre coming te a beﬁter m&erstand—‘

resnlts of lingnistiec science, not even the relation of writing

4o speech or of shandard languapge %6 £ialdcts In short they do

not knov what a hangusge is, end yet must teach 4ty ami in con— |

seguence waste ymm ef every chzid"s lee ané meh poor
wmﬂt. ‘

(MBlemfzeid:“Why a Lingmsﬁie Sneiaty“m%)o
"The rank and mle even of English teachers are net eqnippml te

desl with English ae & lenguage. In spite of ﬂse faet that more |
time is being spent $n the high schoel English classes ia Ame- ;

rica to day vpor grammar and msage than wpon any other. singlue
phase #f instruet on, mspaetxve English veachers are given
pmehcmlly 2 o e in wep&ra%ian for 'Mus parﬁ of ’é.'ﬁen-

|
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%aku ﬁwany @W Engligh Leathors w'w mmm of Pheneties
or of Phonewice and thelr mﬂeﬁ  of gmammor is limited te
the kind of seatence smalysis b6 w’hia!m thay were wabjeeted in
the grades of primsyy school and the corly years of high sehool.”
| { ﬁmﬂum:lem”‘i‘mhiug and Loorning Eaglish s @
Sesond Lerguage" 1545 pﬁ’}u

_ T halg pmw: the way tawr&s a %e%er mmmm and coopera~
R tion we propese nvw seme kisd of analysis af‘ %ha mismﬁw@mﬂim ond
o mﬂie&s that have eriscne :
© Pell realization mewt be givw «mw t&m ohjective of both lin-
guists end lewgunge teechers, The ofjectives of the former were slready
| dﬁsmsmﬂ in the previous m;wm» They have remltsd in certain the-
" eries of langusges ths perfection of varicus. teeimiqﬂﬁ of lengeage &~
" malysis, the selentific ﬂmﬁﬁi@m of gumy languayes; both & e new
 omes and ije §1d establibed onesy sndihe sciemtific emmtiw ana~
lysis of different lawm. ‘Some na¥ i‘ieiam of linomigtics, wuch sz

o ‘psyehwingmia‘mm, are slready under ahmwmﬁian amt the vesults of -

%ese observetions are gt present appesrings Lamw& teachers have dif-
ferent &'mwhws te mhim* Those dedling with mative languages beve
‘awwhai. different @jw&mm frem those dealing. with foreign languagos. ;
The Permer sre explajeed by T.N.JFraucis in bis izt ehapter of his book |
"the Structure of Emglish® {8,ps544). Techors of native language do not |
start from scrabehs meither ave they inm school ihe ouly ones dealing ‘
with wlish. mpomm and decisive forustive years have preceded be-
fore the child eaters scimol; ab Bowe & tongeage has boon hesrd end

used by all around him who know othing of lizgaizilesy the metivation |
has been grm, as languspge koowledge was W&ﬁzw for Gncnltmtian |
eud spcislizstion. Experts wainbain that by the uge of § & ehild haa
‘fully mesbered all the hasic structareks of his langmage, In sddifion

it is the opinien of the poychologisis that there is & certain age for
the resding lesson bo start ad before mig%aw lesson will meebud |
aimaa‘s 8 total failurc.

' Horecver, tho mabive langumage is used &'@w the learning of other
snbjects, So we can say thet its ase wmﬁw the stole of lesrning o
The professional Bmglish teschars mosh take aceound of the others who
ase the lsaguege and who sey be eaoperative, indilfferent or cvem com~ |
petitive. In terms of native language; all are more or leas mmeﬁm“f |
smatensrs, Therefore the guwipaty mmmibilmy zaf‘” tengunge tobcher \
vovards s subject satber s $o sl hissel? an erpert in the £
of languages As an sddition o ¥.N.Froneis' covclusion ve might say \\\
that beside being & linguist in s gencral semse, the langnage teacher
must have a elear idee of the objectives that he wighes to ai;tain in
nis longmege classes, ¥riting, literaturs, rhotoric and other m&m”\
will certzialy be snder his consideration as well, ’.‘

The objectives of the fereign langusge teacher are different, \:\

H
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conaiders itsslf wm w‘!i skt onment By The @tm.(p-m). 'm
" third condition is theh mmw ﬁ@@p and sohtle axbagenisug are m
be solved., Héulton m&a&nﬁ those m:mi‘licﬁs and giws mlntiunn 'bv
- evercoms them, - ‘ :

- The eriticioms towurds nng&iﬁw made by IW tamhers
will be owr first consideration, Light antegonisms, amch as tmme
which are ceused by the terminclagical oxecesses of linguisties and
their entiusigstic exaggerstion of the importance of a linguistic,

approach to. languege teacking, can !m . digpesed of without toe
 mmeh difficuliy. The first important sntagonism iz thet " meny of
the tenets of lingeistics seem to deny @M&in caltural velses thet
we { lsaguage teachers ) heve long chorished, (075 )s In their col-
* taral tredition lamguage teschers kave pub more importence and
- mhyess eon vhob the stodeuts  should with the language ihey have .
Jearned than Pirst on the £dms and structure of the lengusge itselfy
 which is & linguistie problems and second om the best way of ema-
Lyzdng end presonting ity which iz a probles of hoth lmiﬁtﬁns L
and p%amgugy; Sccerding 4o the lengwege teachors the stedents have
%o study the great thingsthat heve been writien and spoken in t.ka ‘
langueges The criticism of the hw toschers i that Hagu&aﬁeu |
is umble o coutribede anylhing in this field hecsuse it conalders
languoge 88 mamim‘;% and it pobs mide all culturel petiers in
Mwﬁm
The ahove atmmﬁ s in gome woy true  and limiaﬁa win N
pot demy it becsose linguists look ot lang end cnlture as. mm- j
rate from cach other aund mmﬁﬁm tham as separate diseiplines, I.in-
. guists ave of the spinion that levguage is & meens to culinre, as |
$hat it mmet be learsed first by the maen‘hs before they eam Imm
the caldure, lMoulton agress with this and seys that in the promsa
' ‘me’&ﬁ» getiing culiursl Seselibe from the langusge m&im,_ the
" Yangaage 1tecl? maat be learned firsb.
" iterciure presupposes lenguage,” ¥elsom Brooks says {5,pa97).
o 1isgeists are elso coritisized az"ocknies] backs"™ hecause
they sre inberested golely 4a the mechunism of languege. mzm
docs nst pursce this matter i‘ar&imrr ﬂwww by being “‘bmm«ml
hecks™ limguists sre able to contribube towerds langwage mm
Language is o verbal behaviowr shith should be lesrmed as 8 habits
T4 ic only sfier boving seeuieed this langenge bhahidt az an mucon-
sclously wsed wwmiwn that thb langunsge lesrners are able w L=
cus thoir etbenbion on the content of what being spoken or Mﬁrd.
Therelere & cortain lge patiern mast bo magtepod mhmimlu ‘
iyf first by the studehds, dheeugh intonsive drilling by tlm tmh—
ers ,bef&ra itmmminam and wamlmywmthi#

RS




- - They euly want to peint ent thot the suthoritarian sttitede in the
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i the theory which has become the backgroand of the teaching method
. ealied Pattern Ppmetice.
The styess mmiata pat azm eral mn in MW causes &
forther antag%im Mmﬁaba mimiu that agmking snd Yistening
are primary, vhwress the cultural iraditien of langusge teachers
gives higmr Wsﬂg& to mﬁing end writing. Hovlten shovs that this
Wﬁmmhmﬁ&dittﬁw& iaam&ml amma%mﬁh&mm
ing of the terms "primery” and "monéam‘% %a w0 termm, stcording
te Moulton should not be egualized with ngf grester value" snd of "
#oaser value® respectively, 16 is the common opinien nowadsys,more~
~ over, that in the early stages or lshymage learning speech is more
jemortant than witinm and it is only im the early stages that writ~
- ing, which the langusge teacher hed prisarily in view, geims its grest
 importamse, ' | |
12 the saching of reading, the importance of vhich is taken for
granted by lengugge teachers and not denied by Yinguists, the seiemes
of linguiskieris able to amﬁrim e great desl towards its progress.
Besides making sn amalysiuso? the written Isnguege, linguists have @A |
" mede contrastive snalyses to show 'bhe reletion, of presence or abaence,
between the orthography and the apa!mu langugge and botween the farwji
in the ssme imi of lenguage structure, Linguiste have made anslyses,
for ims&mm of the relation between the phonemes snd the orthegraphy |
and M&m ewm mms that are used . bimgwia&ies pidht sag~
gest steps towsrds improvement in thewrkal competemce and dovel of
verbal cosprekensson { Carvell ps 155 )3 mgm gm pagzestions in
mﬁmg the resding maberials pwpwly, and ;i%m mwies on word form-
etfon and strectuval meenigg it gives better insight ints the meaning
 of words and fnbo their lorger forms. |
| A fips! eriticiam against linguists is tﬁaﬁr attitude tovards 3
_ lnngnam eorrociness They hold "that language is grhitrary snd mla-»
 4ive, rather than logical and sbsolute” ( Moulton ps 79 ). On the |
other band, language teachers, who in many cases are edncated in the
traditionsl wey, impese strict standards in this matter, They eriti-
cize lingeists as oo lax in this poizt becsuse they themselves place
high importawce in Latin and in the idea of & universal grammar,
. Grammar is considered ss @ set of rules to which a lungusge msst con-
form rather then smet of orgsnizations, or the way in which the pat~
terps of & particuler language behaves
These Facts seem to fmply that Iimimtm &ﬁm to eritieize the |
 traditfonsl discipline in langusge learning, bctuslly this is mot so,

tenching of langnage is iwﬂaw* They show thet the deseriptive
attitude, s used in thelr deseriptive lingunistics, will be mere
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pmf%&b&e to langunge tmu&inga Their mlyam aﬁ#ﬁiﬂw&a snd of the
bistory of laa&mga is meant ta give a sorrett pieﬁwa of the maenﬁ
language used in cmn mu, «m&m melxy m- miqny dif-
forents ‘
o Falishbencd Ehgliﬁh ﬁmnﬁmm are Wﬂag the doctrine of mww%
 ussge in its proper perspeciive " { Carrell p, 151 )y
Fhe eriticisns tovards lingaimts m‘mmmgd beve are in mosh
casos caused by the inability of some linguists in thefr gnthusisss
for the new findmga of their science, %o put forward their vievs in o
éip‘imﬁ@ way. 4 calm diammm, like that @im by Mm, REY
eloay the air, : : .
However, languege #.eaﬁham are w he erﬁiﬂwd mm ﬂmﬂiws
native speskers arve considered to bdthe best language teachers just
because they are native speskers, Thay are the mon who fully pessess-
aas-the akills end the cultvre of their own langoage. But it is not
sufficiont for lengnage teacherm, mewely to have the skills and the
culture, They should also have the knowlsdge abouwi their language..
‘Thiz fivst criticiem is evidend enmough so thud it :m nok memry
for us to purewe this satber further, : G
Linguists say thet the Pandementals of & MW ean be mgs~-
tered by @ six yosr old child, this offends langnagbis |
in their professional dignity hecanse they comsider their profession .
t0 he nohile, but now dher hear that lingnisds ¥ goem to place ib
Jest torely ahove the intellecinsl level of & ehild * (Monlton,3,
Po 18 ), The mEounderstanding hore lies in ke ides of langmage ».
Langnuge temchers shonid be abie $o soparate lenpoage fesching on
the lsngwsge level and langasge tecaching en the cuiieral leovels In
desling with the former, langwage teachers mipght loswn from lingudel
8% to hov this Yevel can be schioved, and then apply it on his owm
BTy saitable 45 the pavdieular mwag& aaﬁme%s and the studehts
concernad, v : ‘ :
%mwar a langnages "&meisw, vho, as m..‘mw BOOly dmls wm
wlarly with the content rather than with the fomm of languspg,=ight
learn from the lingnists that " langeage is not sn intellectual
activity in the uemal semse of tho word " {2,p,78), Wt sncther exam~
ple o2 " lesrnod snd khared behaviow™, In the first aves of langmage
‘tesching, spesking can best be described as a matter of hebit, 0n
this basis the lavgwege clsss will hamunﬁuaﬁe&ﬁiffwmtm ‘Brerything
: iz focused on &he formafion of habits in the learners, Gramssticsl
i ' - snaigsis, for ingbence, is given with t¥ie porpose in mind, Bepeti~
‘ tions Lotk in groups and individeally, hased on  soundllinguistic,
} psychologicsl and paedogogical mrinciples, ecsn only but heighten the }
i | seientifie eppwouch to language learning, |
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benguage teachers of the past were move inclimed to teach
ebout the lsnguage theu the languege itself. Corroll {64p.2 ) re-
ports thet, in prectice, ome bas had little lmovledge of &e linw
guistie codey and dince the tescher hos heen brought wp in a dif-
fepent tradition of philelogical and litersry inmberest language is
seen as one of the thiee R*s of the basie oducational training. To
tegch & pavticuler linguistie code, nomwly "the system of distinct
sound symbols nnderlying the monifest spechh beohaviour of the in-
dividesls comprising a speech commanity " the longesge teacher mast
firet got his basic mateorial from the linguiste.

In this light , Diward M. Anthony { 2,p.93 ) differenciates
teaching approach, wethods and technicques. The approach cemprises the
besic assmepbions underlying langwage and langmape teachingy the me-
thod is precedural, but, ih the biersrehical arraongemont, must be coms
sistent with the approach, The technique is implementobional i.e. |
tricks or contrivances 4o aecomplich an fmmediate objective o It
hardly concernd us here, -

A languege teacher , who is alse a linguist nemed C.C.Frics
woposesg o lingmisticelly based teaching approach vhich he calls
the orael approach, This epproach has twe festures i.e. ¥ o mmeh move
clearly defined goal for the first stege of Bangusge learning, and a
mach more complete understanding of shat is cesential in the msteriels
to be studicd in order $o gain this geals {2,p. 84-85),

What we have just mentiomed is an exsmple of ¢he existing tm»-
poration betveen the seience of linguisties end languege tesching,
1t seems that these twe desciplines have not yeb coopersted in any
great way, We will nov memtion what actually hes boen dome "to eclose
the gap § to come to Wﬁw eooperstion end Mmeen of the
two deseiplince, :

Friting in 1952 Carroll says ( 6,p.142 ) "thet an inspeetion
of recent educationel 1literstuge shors Iittle evidence that educas~
ters at large have been signally influenced by the pronuncements of
linguistic scientists™s Furtber ™ there is considearbla evidemee
that contenporary educatdon kas Meen influcnced by now doctrines en
the mature of lenguage and meaning, even theugh these new deetrines
may mot have originated direetly in linguistic sciemce.” { pe142).
Carroll*s roviev in the same book and that of other suthers show |
that, especially beceuse of war-time needs, o greet step forvard im -
foreign lengunge teaching bas tskem place, led hy lingnists theme
selvess This step, which was started in the United States Armed
Forees, epread out and vas later ﬁnkeu over and develeped by sivi-

lisns,. . \!
” It wes not mntdl 1941 that any consideorble body of linguists

y



% the Yimguists sre discovering " MMng which langsage

ammd the role of aetive laam@ teachers and attempted
vholehoafbedly to apply the fin@im@s of their science to the
Mﬁﬁiﬂal problems of dangnage teaching,”

} ﬁmﬁm «,m&%)a

: !‘hﬁa hna m inta gamal mwmt. ymm is Wﬂing out beyond

the horders of the mm wawm The general suggestion is that

, mmuuga teuebem am:m aemim a a‘ﬁrtain imoviedge of lingunisties
_ thrwgh a mae,‘ and mﬁmw mﬁriuls have been prepared and po-

blished to show the way m whiah mw mmtion between the two

daaciplines ean be achim M one mmla will be given here to

shm that it still has mme weahn&aaem Hartin Joos in "Cwrront Trends
in Mnguiatiem" ( 24y pott ) asserts -z».m vhat vas soceded wam @
theorctical and o ﬁp!m‘&ic salution \. One way he suggests im which
linguistics aen enter the wedmgiml‘ ﬁald and be sceepted there is
the audio « visual methed whieh ummm advocates and whichy he
says, would be sceepted by the %&auhmw This suggestion lobks very
simpia bat we have shown that a aw@er understanding ammitim
of cach other's own ubjmtiWE and i’i@lﬂa would offer a more setis-
factory and permsnent basis for mnmt!«m :

It is sigxiﬁmnt, hovevery to m%e that i‘& is not emly line

. guisties slone that helps languwage temphmg . apmniﬁe is alao
~ trde, Martin Joos in the same artiela mﬂmﬂ ahove sayss

* Hore or less practical wmam%m stimalating the develop~
ment of linguistics theory amm vsy especislly as the typie~
elly Americen developments have mearly emerged always from
practical tasks; and agoin becsuse the nsture of the stimmlus
helps us to gneau tha dirwtiw of the theeretical develep~
WSU

He montions that the mahaniwl tmshﬁim work hos invelved detaile

" od observation of Transformtionsl or mwm Grommarg that the

spplication of linguistic theory te pwyehiaﬁmm rosearch bas especial- |
1y stismlsted develomment of the theory of pars-langusge, and tbat |
the National Defence Act of 1058 has &mxy influenced foreign lan—
guage beaching, ~ i

Moulton, & the same work m&im@a befére is more specifie. He
ventions four mam dm&wlm in !ﬂinmintim vhich seem %o have
direct application to classroom languapze teakhing: In fact however,
teachers
have long known and used though net waa as effectively as thay could
have & hey had hed & sound theory o befk
formational Grammar is @ new thing in 1iifizu mm, the conecept of
transformation, howevery is not newd | sngusge teachors, whoy for
instance, have found that the passive i | L mstly effee%ve!y tanght s
& transform of bhe aebiwm "He see debelopi
matical theory which mekes such transform
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languee utmm": ( P80 ) ﬁimilnr!y "Pagmenics"y which we ‘bave
not mentioned earlfer , is a ﬁwary vhich "up to now lenguage teach-
ers hove been applying unu sore & less iutmeiwlyu“ The new linm
gmia&ia thwry vl:ieh dividen the weamlw ai’ au langwgea inw two

“raﬁher alemrly pepamﬁa t-ywa s function wréa am& mm&m& vordsy is
something thet had edlier been accepted; children were tought all the

i\amﬁim words at an mﬂy stagey M Lept, on learning contont m&a
tm-mghm their livese { pe82 Y« Finally, all lsnguage teschers !wm

_mﬁ for a l»ng tim that " the vast majority of wistakes owr stadents

make come fmn a Many diffemmp source s they vesult from carrying
over inﬁu the fmign ‘mmge the speech hsbits of Englishe"{ps8)s
This mew mekes @ methodicsl amalysis of those mistakes possible,
and thia lamia to s xww liuguiatie Mmrm whikh bas 8 very ammm
waﬂti«n in the meﬁg of laumgw, emiuuy the fweign am,
ealled "eontrastive limiaﬂas ' '

As @ conclusion ve have to admii Shot. m@p betveen linanfmta
and lunguuge teachers mn needs o be nmm wwwxmmy some
pemoml feenaga mauma dominate the migundorstanding end saspi-
cion bmm he tw sides. If both sides roalize and apply this, we

. gan m that in tha near future Mm dmlnwm in both fields

because of their mutusl inﬂumm, will talw places 14 is oar con-
vicliion thet o gweml imigm- into linguistiw will be & aigniﬁeant
help for !mgmge teachers to make themselves ready for o better coo-
peration and interactica;iinguists vhich will be bemeficial to their
work as wun;;‘ '
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