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RELATIVE CONNECTIVES
IN PRESENT-DAY ENGLISH:
A CORPUS-BASED ANALYSIS

FRANCISCO TAVIER DIAZ PEREZ
UNIVERSIDAD DE. SANTIAGO DE COMPOSTELA

I. INTRODUCTION

The complexity entailed by the description of relative clauses in English has
resulted in a great number of studies devoted to different aspects of this type
of construction. One of the topics which has aroused most interest is the ex-
amination of the factors which condition the selection of the relative pro-
noun. Grammatical, stylistic, and psychological or cognitive aspects com-
bine to determine to a greater or lesser extent the choice of the connective
which introduces the relative clause. The purpose of this study is to shed
some light on the subject of pronouns introducing relative clauses. My data
are the I80 relative clauses contained in three files of the Lancaster Parsed
Corpus of British English (an abridged version of the Lancaster Oslo/Berger
Corpus. These three files are LPCA (8188 words), which contains 728
clauses from written press, LLPCJ (7537 words), containing 450 clauses ex-

* tracted from scientific English, and LPCK (11279 words), which consists of

1119 clauses from general literary texts, The whole corpus, therefore,
amounts to 2297 clauses and 27004 words. The reason for using this corpus
is that it constitutes a fairly representative sample of present-day written
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English. On the one hand, it is a homogeneous corpus, since all the clauses
belong to a formal written type of language, but on the other hand, three dif-
ferent major styles—literary, journalistic and scientific—are represented,
which allows a comparative study of the way the stylistic differences affect
the choice of relative pronoun. This paper partly draws on Yamashita (1994),
but its focus and objectives are different. The aim of Y amashita’s paper is to
analyse the language processing principles by means of which the processing
effort involved by relative clauses can be minimized. In our paper, however,
it is the factors which condition the selection of the relativizer that have been
focused on. Some of these factors are determined by strategies which
facilitate the production and understanding of relative clauses, but other
aspects, such as for instance stylistic characteristics, have been found to be
relevant. On the other hand, while the corpus used in Yamashita (1994}
corresponds to the spoken language, ours has been extracted from written
material. This fact may be responsible for some differences in the results
obtained in both papers. In section 2 grammatical factors conditioning the
selection of relative pronoun are dealt with; section 3 concerns itsef with
cognitive strategies which affect the choice of relative connective, namely the
closure strategy and the non-ambiguity strategy; section 4 is devoted to the
analysis of the effect of stylistic characteristics. over the distribution of
relative connectives: Finally, section 5 summarizes the main conclusions
reached in this study. s '

2. GRAMMATICAL FACTORS

The most frequent relative linkword in this corpus is which, with 69 occur-
rences (= 38.33%), followed by zero, which occurs 44 times (= 24.44%) and
at a distance by who and that, with 21 occurrences each (= 11.76%). These
data indicate that, as an-alternative to which and above all to who, that is not
chosen very often, which is probably a consequence of the fact that all the
relative clanses of this corpus have been extracted from written material. The
general data of the frequency of the relative linkwords in the corpus is pre-
sented in Table 1. - .

WHO WHICT T WHEN | WHERE] WHOM | WHOSE[ THAT T ZERQ | ab

N 21 69 10 9 3 2 21 44 1

% | 11.76] 3833 ] 5.35 5 1.67 1.11 | 11.76 | 24.44] 0.35

Table 1. Fre'qﬁency of the relative linkwords.
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One problem which has to be faced in an investigation of this type, as
Taglicht points out (1973: 329), is the separation of the restrictive from the
nonrestrictive relative clauses, since there is no single criterion that can be
considered satisfactory on its own. Phonological and punctuation criteria
have proved insufficient to distinguish between both kinds of relative
clauses. Thus, for instance, several examples have been found in this corpus
in which, contrary to the prescriptive rule, the nonrestrictive clause is not
preceded by a comma:

(1) the mass of oxygen per year at this rate would be approximaely
§x10 givear which is a quite insignificant quantity,

(2) she was afraid and could only hope that the girl had gone to Erich
who loved her, however hopelessly.

The converse phenomenon, the insertion of a comma before a restrictive
relative clause, is much more infrequent and the only example found in this
corpus is due to the introduction of a prepositional phrase between the an-
tecedent and the relative clause: :

(3) it was fate, in fact, that was making Jfools of all of us.

The punctuation criterion, therefore, was relied on only in those cases in
which either the grammatical structure or the context could not offer a better
tool. The distribution of restrictive and non resirictive relative clauses is the
following: there are 143 restrictive relative clauses, which amount t
70 44%, and 37 nonrestrictive relative clauses, which represent 20.56%.

As could be expected, nonrestrictive relative clauses are introduced by
wh- pronouns or adverbs. There is not any nonrestrictive clause which is in-
troduced by that or zero. As regards restrictive clauses, although there are
more wh- clauses than that or zero clauses, the difference is not very signifi-
cant. Seventy-seven relative clauses contain a wh- pronoun or adverb, and 65
have that or zero as relative connective. Table 2 shows the distribution of the
relative pronouns in restrictive relative clanses.

The choice of relative pronoun in nonrestrictive relative clauses is much
morte limited, since, as has been said above, the use of that and zero in this
type of clauses is extremely rare, and in this particular corpus no instance of
these cotinectives has been found. The distribution of relative connectives in
nonrestrictive relative clanses is presented in Table 3.
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Apart from the absence of thar and zero, there are not many other diver-
gent aspects in the two types of relative clauses with respect to the distribu-
tron of the relative connectives. If the percentages of who and which in non-
restrictive clauses are added up (81.08%) and compared with the percentages
of who, which, that and zeto in restrictive ¢lauses (87.41%), the results are
fairly equivalent. Assuming, as De Haan (1991) does, that zero and that are
alternatives for who and which, the implications are that relative pronouns of
basically the same sort are used in both types of relative clauses. There is a

difference with relative adverbs, since where is more frequently used in nonre- .

strictive clauses and when in restrictive ones. However, due to the small
sample of nonrestrictive clauses, these results cannot be considered very sig-
nificant.

The function of each relative pronoun and relative adverb has been ana-
lyzed and the relation between syntactic functions and relative connectives is
depicted in Table 4. All the functions fulfilled by the different relative con-
nectives are illustrated in the following examples from our corpus:

SUBIJECT:
(#4) Labour should not take any steps [which would appear 1o prop
up an out-dated institution],

DIRECT OBJECT:
(5) he guoted from this letter [which Gaitskell had received].

PREPOSITIONAL COMPLEMENT:
(6) but governments should be free to negotiate and refuse propos-
als {with which they did not agree].

DETERMINER:
(7) I feel rather like a father [whose child is bleeding to death),.

ADVERBIAL:

(8 t.lhey were a reminder of the time {when the districts had been
little hamlets before they were swallowed up in London’s vast
sprawl].

(9) he was ashamed of the way [ (} she credited other people with
her own memory]. ’

When the position occupied by the relative connective is that of subject,
wh- pronouns tend to be selected against relative that. While who acts as
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subject on 21 occasions, which amount to 25.61% of the subjects, and
which on 44 occasions (= 53.66%), there are only 16 examples (= 19.51%)
in which that is subject. An aspect which is worth mentioning is the fact
that when the subject relative has a personal antecedent, it is only who that
occurs as relative pronoun in our corpus. In none of the 16 examples in
which relative that functions as subject the antecedent is personal. There is
not any example in this corpus either in which the zero relative pronoun
occupies the subject position,

The relative pronoun which most often functions as direct object is zero,
with 34 examples, which represent 73.91% of the object relative pronouns.
Which is direct object on 9 occasions (= 19.57%), that on 2 (= 4.35%),
whom. on one (= 2.17%), and who does not fulfil that function in this cor-
pus. The total number of objective relative pronouns is 46, Of these 46 rela-
tive pronouns, only 3 have a human antecedent; two are zero relative pro-
nouns and the other one is whom. With such a small sample, no final con-
clusions can be drawn with regard to the choice of relative pronoun acting as
object when the antecedent 1s human.

SUBTECT OBJECT . PREP. COMP. ADVERBIAL DE’l‘ERMlNER
N %o N Do N %o N %o N %
g2 45.55 46 25.55 22 12.22 28 15.55 2 1.1%

Table 5. Frequency of the syntactic functions fulfilled by the relativizers.

Among all the possible syntactic functions (see Table 5), subject is that
which is most often fulfilled by the relative pronouns, followed by direct ob-
'ject, adverbial, complement of preposition and determiner. In 82 examples
the relative pronoun is the subject of its clause, which means 45.55% of the
total. The number of relative pronouns which function as object is 46
(= 25.55%). Twenty-two relative pronouns (= 12.22%) fulfil the function of
prepositional complement, 28 (= 15.55%) that of adverbial, and 2 are deter-
miners (= 1.11%). In this connection, it has been suggested that those
clauses in which a subject has been relativized are easier to process than
those in which a genitive, for instance, has been relativized. Thus, Keenan
and Comrie introduced the theory of the Accessibility Hierarchy, according to
which certain syntactic functions are more easily relativizable than

others.
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Table 6. Distribution of linkwords by realisation of noun phrase antecedent.
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They have established a scale in which the last positions can be relativized if
and only if the previous positions in the scale can too. This is, according (o
them, a universal principle which applies across languages:

We argue that languages vary with respect to which NP positions
can be relativized, and that the variation is net random. Rather, the
relativizability of certain positions is dependent on that of others,
and these dependencies are, we claim, universal. The Accessibility
Hierarchy (A1) below expresses the relative accessibility to rela-
tivization of NP positions in simplex main clauses. Accessibility
Hierarchy {AH) SU>DO>10>0BL>GEN>0 COMP (1977: 66).

If the occurrences of relevant examples in our corpus are counted, the results
will be: Subject: 82 (45.55%), Object: 46 (25.55%), Oblique: 22 (12.22%)
and Determiner: 2 {1.11%). The data of our corpus confirms, therefore, the
Accessibility Hierarchy.! As Schmied indicates, this hierarchy is related to
the psychological principle of ‘right-branching’, according to which “the eas-
iesi structure is when a subject relativizer is attached to the last matrix noun
phrase” (1993: 89).

Another aspect which influences the choice of the relative linkword is
the realization of the head of the noun phrase, that is to say, whether it is a
pronoun, a proper noun, a singular count noun, a plural count noun or a
non-count noun. Table 6 shows the distribution of the telativizer over the

‘realisation of its antecedent noun phrase. Which scotes high on singular

count nouns, with 33 occurences and 42,31% of the relative pronouns which
have a singular count noun antecedent. It is followed in this category by the
zero relative pronoun, which appears in 21 examples (= 26.92%). Who, on
the other hand, is used after more than half of all proper nouns (7 out of 11=
63.64%), followed by where, used in 3 examples (= 27.27%) and zero, which
appears in what constitutes an exceptional example (= 9.09%}:

{(10) in the large airport bus she had a better view of the London () she
had not secn for over hwo years.

With respect to plural count nouns, the most frequent relative pronoun is
which (20 cases and 45.45%) followed at a great distance by that (8 cascs=
18.18%). With pronoun antecedents, the zero relative pronoun scores high,
since it is used in 9 of the 17 examples (= 52.94%). As regards the category
formed by those examples in which a non-count noun is the antecedent,
which is the most frequent pronoun {11 cases= 40.74%), closely followed by

zero (7 cases= 25.92%).
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3. COGNITIVE STRATEGIES

The relative clause constitutes one of the possible constituents which can
function as post-madifier of a noun phrase. Adverbs and non-finite clauses
can also be noun phrase post-modifiers. However, relative clauses add infor-
mation which neither adverbs not non-finite clauses can provide. According

to Quirk et al., “part of the explicitness of the relative clause lies in the spec- .

ifying power of the relative pronoun” (1985: 1245). Yamashita (1994 73)
believes that the facts that the relative pronoun concords with its antecedent
in gender and (hat it has a function within the relative clause on the one hand
result in more explicit information, but, on the other hand, create difficuliies
in language processing, both from the perspective of production and of under-
standing. However, language has developed some lingnistic principles which
have belped to minimize the problem, among which we encounter some Cog-
nitive strategies. These cognitive strategies often influence the choice of the
relative pronoun and they are also related to the function which the relative

pronoun fulfils.

3.1, The Closure Strateqy

One of the cognitive strategies which simplifies the production and under-
standing of relative clauses {s the closure strategy, which Prideaux and Baker
define in the following terms:

CLOSURE. In processing a pariicular linguistic unit (phrase,
clause, etc.), the language user (speaker or hearer} attempts to ob-
tain closure on that unit as early as possible. (1986 32)

The closure suategy'predicts that non-interrupted structures, like example 11
below, are easier to process than interrupted ones (example 12).

Final:  (11) beiling the effluent with more than § ml of acid resulted in
gravimetic recoveries [which were too low to be tolerated].

Medial: {12) she found no dzjj‘ict;lty in assuming for convenience that the attack
[she had begun on Martin] hadn’t happened.

Therefore, the closure sirategy conditions the position that the relative clause
occupies with respect to the main clause, since it favours relative clauses in
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final position as opposed to those which occupy medial position. In this cor-
pus there are 155 relative clauses (= 85%) which occupy final position, and
only 27 which are placed at medial position (= 15%). In this conne(;tion
Kuno argues that center-embedding reduces comprehensibility, and this “is re:
]132[8;1 {o the limitation of the human capacity of temporary memory” (1974

’ljhe prediction that non-interrupted sentences are mote easily processable
than mterrupted ones implies that OS and OO sequences (in which the first
letter mc}icates the function of the antecedent NP and the second one that of
the relative pronoun) are easier (o process than SS and SO types. To test this
hypo?hesis, only those examples whose relative pronouns and antecedents
function as subject, direct object or subject complement have been consid-
ered. Th.e reason for including subject complements in the analysis is, as
Yamashita points ot (1994: 79), that object and complement (ake the same
position, and in this analysis what is important, rather than the grammatical
function, is the ordering or syntactic position. Examples of CS and CO in
our corpus, included under the category of 08 and QO are:

CS:  (13) stones in a soil profile are those things [that have failed to
weather to form a soil].

CO: (14) there are sides to me [ () you'll never know].

Categories SC and OC have not been able to be included, since there is no
example in our corpus in which the relative pronoun functions as subject
complement. The hypothesis is confirmed by the data of the corpus (Table
7), since the number of OS sequences is 23, which added to the OO ones (29
ex.) make 52, whereas SS (12 ex.) and SO (5 ex.) types together constitute
17 cases. Examples of these four types are the following:

0S: (13) you just wait tilf you meet the girl fwho thinks you are a god].

O (16) hel looked up into her eyes and saw the immeasurable depth of eter-
nity [a‘hqr God has put in there for man to lose himself].

S8: (A7 A corre.spondent [who traveiled yesterday within a few miles of
Vang Vieng] was told by officers that this village was still held by
the procommunists. .
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SO (18) anything fwhick physical principles suggested might be relevant]
was included, and the advice of experienced forecasters at London
Airport was sought.

858 S0 L) 00 TOTAL

N % N %o N % N % N %o

12 17.39 5 7.25 23 33.33 29 42.03 69 100

Table 7. Distribulion of relative clanses by the types to which they belong.

Cofer defends the position that the deletion of the relative pronoun in
medial relative clauses responds to a psychological principie, since it “aids
production and comprehension, because it minimizes the interruption of the
higher sentence, thus insuring continuity of form and meaning” (1975; 31).
Therefore, the fact that in relative clanses which are embedded in the middle
of another clause the zero relative pronoun is preferred over wh- relative pro-
nouns and adverbs is also related to the closure strategy. This demonstrates
that this cognitive strategy has an effect not only over the position of the rel-
ative clause and the function of both NP antecedent and relative pronoun, but
also over the choice of the relative pronoun. The data obtained from medial
relative clauses in our corpus are misleading at first sight, since there are 21
wh- relative pronouns and adverbs (12 which, 2 when, 1 where, 4 who, 1
whom, 1 whose), 7 zero relative pronouns, and 2 instances of that, bat it
must be noticed that some syntactic functions fulfilled by these pronouns,
like subject, determiner of prepositional complement preceded by the preposi-
tion, cannot possibly be fulfilled by zero. If we consider relative pronouns
which function as object, adjunct, and prepositional complement not preceded
by the preposition, functions which all the relative pronouns can fulfil (Cf
Quirk 1957: 107), the tendency to select zero against wh- pronouns in medial
relative clauses is self-evident. As Table 8 shows, there are 7 zero relative
pronouns,1 which, 1 that, 0 who(m),
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WHO(M) | WHICH THAT ZERO TOTAL

N % N %o N % N % N %

0 0 1 11.11 1 11.11 7 T7.78 9 100

Table 8. Distribution of relative linkwords in medial clauses.

3.2. The- Non-anbiguity strateqy

Non-ambiguity is another cognitive strategy which is at work to make the
production and understanding of relative clauses easier.

NON-AMBIGUITY. The language user assumes that the unit being
processed is not ambiguous. (Prideanx and Baker 1986 32)

The fact that the zero relative pronoun hardly ever functions as subject is a
consequence of the non-ambiguity strategy. In other words, the fact that a rel-
ative pronoun functioning as subject cannot normally be omitted is due to
ambiguity reasons, and not (o its syntactic role, This can be proved by the
fact that a relative pronoun which functions as direct objeci cannot be substi-
tuted by zero if this creates confusion. Thus, an example like 7 They are girls
boys don’t like to date (Bolinger 1972: 12-13) is doubtfully acceptable, since
it is a source of ambiguity, due to the tendency of nouns to function as pre-
modifiers in English. It seems to suggest a compound girls-boys or a Saxon
genitive girls’ boys. According to this, the greater trequency with which the
zero relative pronoun is used before a personal pronoun results from the fact
that there is no combination noun-noun in that case which can lead to confu-
sion, In this connection, when the relative connective is not a subject and it
is followed by a subject personal pronoun, a marked tendency can be
observed in this corpus to select zero as relative pronoun. As Table 9
displays, zero has been chosen on 37 occasions (= 68.52%), which appears in
8 examples (= 14.81%), where in 5 (9.26%), whom in 2 {3.70%) and that
and when have been used once each (1.85%).




a2 FRANCISCO TAVIER DIAZ

WHICH [ WHOM WHERE | WHEN THAT 7ERG [ TOTAL

N 3 2 b 1 1 37 54

% | 14.81 3.70 9.26 1.85 1.85 68.52 100

Table 0. Distribution of relative linkwerds followed by & pronoun.

WHICT [ WIOM | WHERL | WHEN | THAT ZERO TOTAL

N 15 1 3 9 7 4 30

% 38.46 2.56 7.65 23.08 17.93 10.26 100

Table 10, Distribution of relative linkwords followed by a noun phrase.

However, when a noun phrase functioning as subject follows the relative
pronoun (See Table 10), the tendency is the opposite one. The relative pro-
noun which is followed by a noun phrase subject in 15 examples
(= 38.46%), when appeats before a noun phrase on 9 occasions (= 23.08%}),
where on 3 (= 7.69%), and whont on 1 (= 2.56%). Who does not appear in
this context, because it fulfils itself the function of subject in all its oc-
curences. With respect to zero and relative that, the former is followed by a
noun phrase subject in 4 examples (= 10.26%) and the latter in 7 (=
17.95%). Thus, while wh- relative pronouns and adverbs precede a noun
phrase on 28 occasions (71.79%),that and zero do it on 11 occasions
(28.21%).

Another consequence which derives from the non-ambiguity constraint is
the influence which the length of the relative clause has on the selection of
the relative pronoun or adverb (See Tables 11 and 12). In Cofer’s opinion
(1975: 31), the relation between length of clause and selection of relative
pronoun is connected with a psychological principle, ease of sentence pro-
cessing. In long relative clauses, the use of who ot that, instead of zero,
makes the structure and meaning of the clause easier to identify by the lis-
tener or reader. If the zero variant i selected, the relative ¢lanse structure may
not be recognized until the place where the co-referential noun phrase used (o
be is reached, and by that moment, the beginning of the claunse may have
been forgotten. Short clauses (1-4 words, excluding the relative connective it-
self) tend to select zero relative pronoun, whose presence declines slightly in
clauses of medium length, from 25 short clauses (= 55.55%) to 19 medium
ones (= 42.22%). There is only one clause with more than ten words in
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which zero oceurs (= 2.22%). All in all, the average length of zero clauses is
4.59_ words. This average goes up to 7 words in the case of which clauses

Which occurs mainly in clauses of medium length (35 ex.= 50,72%). On thé
pther hand,. the proportion of which clauses that are long (10 words (31’ more)
is much higher (15 ex.= 21.74%) than that of zero clauses, while, con-
versely, the percéntage of which clauses that are short (19 ex.’: 27 521%) is
lowa'. As regards relative that, it occurs in the same proportion in sh.()rt as in
mediom clauses (9 cases of each), while the occorrences of that in long
clauses go dqwn to 3. That clauses have an average length of 5.90 words

The average length of ¢lauses with who is the highest, with 8.52 words anci
the percentages of short, medium and long clauses with who are respectively
28.57% (6 occurences), 38.09% (8 occurences) and 3333% (7 occurences)

Thg analysis of these data reveals the length of the relative clause as an inﬂu:
encing factor in the selection of the relative pronoun.

WHO WHICH THA ZERO
N % N % N | % N | %
Short 6 [ 2857 | © [2758 | 9 [ 28| 2 | 355
medinm T 3809 | 33 |02 | 9 | %286 | 10 |22
Tong T B3| 15 |24 | 3 | ®®m| 1 | 222
Total 7T | 00 | & [ 10 | 20 | 0 | & | 100

Table 11. Distribution of relative linkwords by the clause length.

- ] WHO WHICH THAT ZERO
| Average length | §.52 words 7 words 5.90 words 4.95 words

Table 12. Average lenth of the relative clauses according to the linkword.

The influence which the separation or non-separation of the relative pro-
noun from the antecedent has on the choice of the relative pronoun seems to
bea consequence of the non-ambiguity strategy as well (Table 13). Although
relative clanses normally follow their antecedents immediately, when this is
not tpe case, wh- pronouns are preferred over thaf and above all over the zero
relatwq pronoun. This fact reflects another cognitive strategy which helps to
1‘ecogr}me the structure of the clanse, since a relative clause which does not
come immediately after its antecedent is more difficult to separate from the
material that intervenes if there is no relative pronoun, and on some occa-
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sions, it could produce ambiguity, as in the man at the musewm John ad-
mires is beginning to speak.” (Cf. the man ar the museum whom John ad-
mires is beginning to speak.). Of the 25 relative clauses in which the relative
pronoun is not strictly adjacent to its antecedent, 10 are introduced by which,
4 by who, 3 by when, 3 by that, 3 by zero and 1 by as. The wh- series, with
17 ocentences is therefore preferred over that and zero, which together total 6
OCCUELEnces. :

WHO WHICH | WHEN THAT ZERO AS TOTAL
N 4 10 3 3 3 1 24
Po 16.67 41.67 12.5 12.5 12.5 4.17 100

Table 13. Distribution of linkwords in relative clauses separated from their an-
tecedent.

4, STYLISTIC FACTORS

As has been mentioned above, three different genres are represented in this
corpus: Press, Fiction and Learned & scientific writings, The number of rela-
tive clauses which correspond to each of these genres are 51, 82 and 47 rc-
spectively, Each genre corresponds o a different style with its own defining
characteristics, The aim of this section is to find out to what extent the
stylistic differences condition the selection of the relativizer.

The distribution of the relative linkwords over the three genres is shown
in Table 14. The percentage of zero relative pronouns in the fictional sample,
which is equivalent to 41.46% of the relativizers {34 out of 82), is much
higher than in the relative clauses extracted from scientific English, where
only 4.25% of the relativizers are zero relative pronouns. The subcorpus
which corresponds (o a journalistic style occupies a mid-way position in this
respect, with 8 zero relative pronouns of its 51 relativizers (= 15.69%).
While in the Fiction group, zero is the most frequent relative pronoun, in the
Press sample it is the third relativizer in frequency and in the science one it
occupies the last position. The distribution of which is the opposite cne. It
is the prevailing relativizer in the scientific subcorpus, with 35 occurrences
and 74.47%. The percentage in natrative texts goes down to 20:73% (17 oc-
currences), even though it is the second relativizer in frequency. The journal-
istic genre is again in the middle, since the percentage of which, with 17 in-
stances, is 33.33%, making it the most used relative linkword. The differ-
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ences with respect to the distribution of that ag ignifi

hoes 3 tic ate not so significant. The high-
es.t‘ pc1centgge corresponds to fictional texts (13.41%), %ollowed by thaltggf
written Fe-xts taken from newspapers (11.76%); scientific writings occupy the
last position (8.51%), - Py e

_ WHO WHICH | THAT ZERO OTHERS® | TOTAY
Fiction |N 12 17 11 34 3 82 -
| 14.46 20.73 13.41 41.46 :

Press N 9 17 6 S : 91.716 15010

%| 17.65 33.33 11.76
Science |N 0 35 4 152I69 21657 14070
%% 0 74.47 8.51 4.25 12,75 100

Table 14. Distribution of the relative linkwords across the genres.

If: the distributions of the wh- series and the thar { i [
e)_cammed across the three genres (Table 15), it wglialrt)ed?gulel?nfteﬁlfﬁ flllg
d1ffe1'ences are quite outstanding. In the Fiction genre the thai-zero series
with 54.88% overcomes the wh- series, with 45.12%. In the other t ’
genres, on the other hand, that and zero are surpassed by the wh- pI‘OI‘lOl;TlCS)
a.nd adverbs. _However, there are still differences between these two genres
since, while in the scientific style the that and zero series (12.77%) igs ver ;
widely overcome by the wh- series (87.23%), in the j0u1"na1istic style thz
ggr;:gr;a%)f;s txﬁ:hlchl ctql'l*csiPoEd to both series are slightly more equilibrated:

59% e relative [ i :
oo o gt Zer]; words belong to the wh- series and 27.45%

WH-SERILS THAT & ZERO TOTAL

: N % N % N %
Fictlgn 37 45,12 | 435 54.88 82 100
Pr?ss 36 70.59 14 27.45 51 100
Science 41 87.23 6 12.77 47 100

Table 15. Distribution of the wh- and thar-and-zero series across the genres.

. A‘poss.ible explzlmation for these divergences in the distribution of rela-
t‘1v1z‘eis across the dlffgrent genres is, as De Haan points out, that in fiction
texts “very often the dialogue parts are aimed at representing a more collo-
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quial style” (1991: 63), which explains the high proportion of zero relative
proncuns and the predominance of the that and zero seties over thewh- series.
The scientific style, on the contrary, is very formal, and this fact is reflected

in the overwhelming supremacy of wh- telative linkwords and the very few
j Iso formal, but

instances of zeto relative pronouns. The journalistic style is a
not as rigidly so as the scientific one. This results in a prevalence of the wh-
series, but not as absolute as in the case of scientific English.

5. CONCLUS3IONS

The main conclusions which can be drawn from this analysis can be sumina-

rized as follows:
1) The syntactic fupnction which the relative pronoun fulfils clearly influ-
ences the selection of this relative pronoun. Thus, the zero relative pronoun
never acts as subject, a funciion which is mainly realised by which when the
antecedent is non-personal and by who when it is personal, When the relative
pronoun occupies the object position, Zero is the most frequent pronoun.

2) The most often relativized function is that of subject, which is fol-
lowed by object, advetb, complement of preposition and determiner. These
data confirm the Accessibility Hierarchy proposed by Keenan and Comiie.
This hierarchy is nevertheless even more strongly confirmed by the data in
Yamashita (1994). This may be dug to the fact that the need to lessen the ef-
fort imposed on addresser and addressee O process relative clanses is more
pressing in spoken than in written Janguage.

3) The realization of the noun phrase antecedent also conditions the

choice of the relativizer. Proper nouns tend to be followed by the relativizer
ingular and plural count

who, and pronouns by the zero relative pronoun. 5
nouns, on the other hand, seem to prefer the relative pronounl which.

4) Relative clanses which occupy a final position are preferred over those
which arc embedded in the middle of a superordinate clause. ‘When the relative
clanse is in medial position and the relative pronoun functions as object, ad-
verbial or prepositional complement not preceded by the preposition, Zero

tends to be selected (7 zer0, 1 which, 1 that). Thes¢ two facts are related to
in relative clauses

the closure strategy, according to which 0O8$ and OO types
are more frequent

this corpus.
5) There is a relation between relative pronoun and length of the relative

clause. The shortest clauses are those introduced by the Zero relative pronoud,
with an average length of 4.59 words, followed by that clauses (5.90 words)

than SS and SO types, which is confirmed by the results of

RELATIVE CONNECTIVES
&7

and which clanses (7 wo
) § rds); ar .
words). ( 8); the longest are clauses introduced by who (8.52
6 Relative clauses strictly adj .
s £ strictly adjacent ir
those which ar . (jacen to their antecedent are pr )
mediately fo?ll ;3 Vﬁ]sarated from it. But when the relative c]gluié) lébfen o iy
percentage than .s antecedent, wh- relative pronouns occurr d(?es not fm-
p ' zero ot that, 17 occurences of wh- pri ¢d in 2 higher
ocgt;mnces of that and zero pronouns and adverbs and
In those cases i ic :
pronoun, zero, wiliegénogzglsignt?f(z—s %bject of the relative clavse is a personal
connective. = 08%), is preferred over any other 1'elatix;e
8) Conclusions 5, 6
: . 6 and 7 are relat -
mak . _ : ated to a cognil : .
b?.:s e.,as1el.the production and understanding of r %n!tlve strategy which
ambiguity strategy. elative clauses, the non-
9) Differ vies are 1
well. )While llﬁﬂ&lzt)ifllgtsl alellelated to the choice of the relative linkword
onn. in the scientifi onal style zero relative is the prevailing relad orc as
rarely; used, and thn o style, which is in the opposite Oleg ALve pro-
, e prevalence of the wi- series is overwhghniﬁ Zgl%ls very
§ .

NOTES

1. As Yamashita sta i
it tes, 10 (indi i i i
(complement of preposition). Theraforé InOlirse?rtlcflﬂzgti)nISBEL:,nghSh comesponds with OBL

2.. Example taken from Cofer 1975: 31.

3. Under the cat
when, wi 1e category GTHERS the followin ivi i
, whose, and, just in the Press sample, the Conjungctl;f)lsctzfsvié?; ;Sriéﬁ(égd?(_]:kwko‘rjn, where,
e linkword.

4, IntheP
s . ress subcorpus 3
hich is not included in the table there is an example of the conjuction as used as relativi
\ zer
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EL PROCESQ Dl_-"j CAPTACION RACIONAL VY
SU EXPRESION LEXICA EN INGLES Y ESPANOL

NATIVIDAD FERNANDEZ DE. DOBADILLA LARA
UNIVERSIDAD DE GRANADA

1. INTRODUCCION

¥l objel i i
H ubjiczloeclli:r[;zfse;lgeeeftudlto es tanto delimitar la parcela semdntica en la que
: captacidn racional” como off i
o . de” o ofrecer un estud i
medi& zgs unlda:d.e% 1éxicas verbales que la conforman en inglés y ':a?lizmriml
mediante u(l; anal}m; det_:all'ado de las mismas. Este analisis incluye inl’(])?r??lo
ter]ingﬁfsﬁc semanbt{coﬁy sintdctico y se va a llevar a cabo a nivel intra e irzi_
terlingfifei of);::ta Hecwndo las principales semejahzas y oposiciones a am-
s zles. Para ello seguimos las bases del mé Al '
08 nive segu étodo lexemdtico-funci
E;XE, ot c:i Essrf;)lxljr(t;: Ml?gorarllceL (1984, 1989,.1990), modelo de angljir:;?sl
e integra la Lexemitica d i
iexico 3 ' ' ( dtica de Coserin y Gecke
Gramd ;ffdilgzlof]éﬂifm de Dik. Dicho modelo presenta u{m gran 1;‘3;“}(’1;2
: 0—Y, por tanto, resulta mu pi
nel | : y apropiado para nuest
%)mepg rzlct?én paorqlllc,l co1dno afirma su propio autor (199%) co?misteu:strlz
rménica de dos modelos d Alisi , :
integrach s de andlisis complementarics:
Lexen étllc;aéglodelo estructurgl esencialmente paradigmgtico de I;llli)éffislia
desarr,o %110 o . modelo gramatical basado en el lexicdn, que proporciona uS
‘ 2 amente estructurado de las relaciones sint i s
unidades 1éxicas. nagmétices de fas
De ] iti
i’ ;1. ‘%fogagcf’ tomamos 10§ conceptos de estructura de campo
bico 0 P ]éXngo ee; g;{fl;g lrlqtue se '(erlgma por la distribucién de un continuo
c es unidades, dadas en la 1
e contenico midades, engua como pal
?13 Conten;‘g(c)lprocalminte en oposicion inmediata mediante rasgos cliiti:??il;ffs,
simples” (Coseriu, 1967: 294); articulacién en dimensiones y

Misceldned: :
isceldnea: A Jowrnal of English and American Studies 18 (1997): 89-114




