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SPEAKING LIKE A GOOD GUY: SPEECH CARNIVALISATION
ALGORITHM

Summary. The presented article looks at the problem of portraying good and bad characters by means
of their speech self-representation in the original American western novels. The main objective of the paper
consists in finding a syntactic code of the positive personality in western as demonstrated in the good cow-
boy’s speech party. Employing the cutting-edge methods of cognitive linguistics and text analysis along with
traditional syntactic theories, the author argues that a stereotypic clash of good and evil conditioned by the
genre results already on the level of syntactic carnivalisation of the literary dialogue within good and bad
cowboys’ speech parties. Accordingly, the latter reflect the author’s view of national moral and ethical con-
cepts of good and bad, while his/her main characters in a certain way embody these concepts on the level
of their speech representation in the novel. The results of the carried-out linguistic analysis permit building
up syntactic algorithms of good and bad cowboys’ speech which make the characters easily recognizable for
the readers and manifest deep-lying cognitive associations between man’s surface speech structures and his/
her assessment by the audience in terms of good or bad moral standards.
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Problem-setting and recent papers survey. The problem of linguistic analysis of personal
speech peculiarities belongs to those of paramount importance both in cognitive and linguo-psycho-
logical studies (works by I. Arnold; A. Babushkin; M. Bakhtin; D. Bell; A. Brudny; S. Chatman;
T. van Dijk; G. Fauconnier; J. Humes; Yu. Karaulov; G. Lakoff; I. Morozova; V. Vinogradov;
J. Weisgerber; R. Wodak etc). Any homo lingualis invoices ideas in speech accordance with the
way the latter are formed in their minds. While dealing with the artistic prose, one can usually
single out three types of communicants: the author, his/her characters, and the audience made
up by the readership.

In no narration are authors impartial to the events they are describing. Voluntarily or not,
they manifest their ideals, moral standards and in general express their concepts of good and
bad directly in the personage parties of their characters, or indirectly, by means of structural
organization of their characters’ speech.

The protagonist of the author’s ideas in fiction as a rule reflects the moral frame of the author
codified in the literary work. «Speech has an author, who conveys in it his thoughts and feelings
and chooses words and sentence structures for the purpose» [17, p. 414]. Hence, we shall argue
that the author’s personal ideals, moral and ethical concepts of good or evil, are expressed in the
speech of his/her characters. In spite of there existing a vast amount of research dedicated to the
problem of verbalisation of mental processes in speech (V. Avrorin; L. Bloomfield; N. Chomsky;
V. Karasik; G. Lakoff; A. Luria; V. Vinogradov; L. Vygotsky; W. Wundt etc), a great number
of questions have not yet received a proper linguistic treatment.

Task-setting. The urgeney of this paper is motivated by the anthropocentric orientation of
contemporary linguistics and follows from the cognitive needs to disclose the hidden mechanisms
of verbalising mental concepts on the level of speech. The objeet of work is the original liter-
ary dialogue in the American western novel. The subjeet is syntactic peculiarities of the main
characters’ speech in the American western.

The main objective of this investigation consists in finding a syntactic code of the positive
personality in western as demonstrated in the good cowboy’s speech party. The immediate tasks
of the work are predetermined by its objective and can be outlined as: disclosing the meaning of
the «concept of the positive» in the western; analysing the concept of the positive in the Ameri-
can western within the framework of carnivalisation theory; working out criteria of analysis of
the syntactic portrait of a literary character; determining the main speech peculiarities of the
main positive and negative characters in the western novel and deducing syntactic algorithms of
their speech portraits; contrasting syntactic speech algorithms of the main positive and negative
characters.

Practical research. Conceptually, we follow I. Morozova who in the course of her investiga-
tions has arrived at the conclusion that mental structures of one’s mind are iconically reflected
in the syntax of one’s speech [3].
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The samples for analysis (6,000 speech patterns) were taken from the original American
novels in the genre of western by consecutive selection. The choice of «western» as material for
investigation was motivated by the fact that this genre of literature gives a strict and rigid sub-
division of characters into ‘good’ and ‘bad’ boys, (i. e. those who manifest positive and negative
moral values), hence creating practically an ideal area for linguistic research. J. G. Cawelti, a
well-known scholar in the field of literary semantics and cultural studies, terms western stories
«stereotypic» due to the predictability of the storyline where the good guy in the end mostly gains
the upper hand over his enemies or rivals [7]. F. Emery and D. Martin, in their turn, stress a
psychological impact made by the «western» genre upon common Americans and the role it plays
in shaping their general mindset and understanding of good and bad [9].

We take a concept of the positive in western as given by the literary critic N. Silivestrov in
his study of «western» as a genre. «To be a real man in the Wild West meant to be a leader, a
hero, for whom it was possible to kill, but never to betray» [4, p. 32]. Thus, the positive character
in the western should display characteristics of a leader, be loyal, noble, kind and honest. More-
over, ‘honesty’ in the western can be fore-grounded as a leading feature of the main character’s
image. In all western novels, the main character is opposed by the so-called ‘main scoundrel’. The
latter manifests a concept of the negative as the author understands it. Together with the posi-
tive character they represent an ‘adjacent pair’, which is built on the contrast of moral standards.

In the process of creating national symbols, the images of heroes and their foes gradually lose
their individual peculiarities and become puppet-show, carnival masks which are easily identified
by their stereotypical characteristics. Carnivalisation as a term was introduced into linguistics by
M. Bakhtin, who claimed that «carnival gave way in the language to a variety of symbolic and
sensorial forms [5, p. 47]. Despite its wide use in language studies, this term hasn’t acquired an
unequivocal treatment in linguistics. Today, the events going on in the real life find their reflec-
tion on the language stage as well, carnivalisation of the surrounding world triggering carnivali-
sation of the language itself [2, p. 78]. Within the framework of our research, carnivalisation
is understood as intentional typesetting of the character’s speech which can be easily recognized
and pinned down both by the readers and listeners. The characters become recognizable just by
their typical speech characteristics.

We find this approach quite motivated and to the point in disclosing concrete regularities
of representing and prophesying syntactic speech standards of the main positive and negative
characters in the American western. A carnival in itself and almost a legendary black-and-white
narration where good and bad are counter-put in an eternal mortal struggle, western is an ideal
field for speech ecarnivalisation in the written text.

At the present stage of work we have tried to find an algorithm of syntactic speech orga-
nization of the two opposing main characters in the western novels. We have tried to unmask
the carnival displayed to the reader and to expose on the cognitive level true associative links
between the character’s speech and its perception by the audience — both virtual and real.

The term algorithm is usually defined as a totality of fixed mathematical operations directed
at solving a certain problem [18, p. 120]. We shall use this term for the purpose of establishing
a certain grammatical matrix for marking the good guy and his social and psychological opponent
and telling one from the other.

Table 1 looks at the main speech portrait peculiarities of the main positive character in the
western. In the process of analysis, we used the sentence structure classification of I. Morozova
who classifies sentences with one primary predication structure as simple and those with two or
more primary predication structures as compound or complex sentences. Sentences with second-
ary predication structures, a chain of homogeneous members, or a prolonged direct address are,
hitherto, treated as complicated [3; 14]. From the point of view of their communicative loading,
sentences in dialogue fall into declaratives (stating a fact), interrogatives (asking for information),
and imperatives (urging the interlocutor to carry out an action) (the same opinion is shared by
M. Blokh [6]; V. Ghak; R. Long [12]; J. Lyons [13]; R. Zandvoort [16] etc).

Table 1
Syntactic speech features of good cowboys in the western novels
No SENTENCE TYPE USAGE FREQUENCY, %
1 Simple sentence 65.2
2 Compound and complex sentence 21.4
3 Complicated sentences 13.4
4 Declarative sentences 64.9
5 Interrogative sentences 11.7
6 Imperative sentences 23.4
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EXAMPLES TO ILLUSTRATE TABLE 1

1. She swung around, her eyes growing wide. «Are you hurt?»

«No,» he (Grigsby) answered dryly. «They shot like a woman.» (Rigsbee L. L.)

The sentence presents one subject-predicate nucleus and belongs to the class of simple sentences.

2. «You folks always toughen up when it comes to shooting my guts,» he neered (Hyks)
(Thomps C.).

Bi)asting an adverbial clause of time ‘when it comes to shooting my guts’, the sentence is
complex.

3. This mount’s seen dust, and dirt, and rock of all the tracks hundred miles around from
here. He’ll find the way.» (Davis D.)

The chain of homogeneous objects ‘dust, and dirt, and rock of all the tracks hundred miles
around from here’ necessitates considering the sentence complicated.

4. «About time some of my friends were showing up,» Dick remarked jovially (Payne S.)

5. Lomax asked explosively. «All the rest I can understand now. But why plant the money
on me? Tell me, Ted! Why?» (Haning B.)

The underlined remark is information-seeking and, thus, interrogative.

6. Wait here. Not a sound! (Bochmann J.)

The sentence is a command and belongs to imperatives.

In the result of analysis, we have come up with the following findings. Leading positive
cowboys use mainly structurally simple sentences, their relative frequency amounting to about
65.2 % (while simple sentences are used in ca 56.5 % in the literary dialogue, according to
the recent linguistic research [14]). Good guys’ remarks are basically positive and grammatically
finished. Compound and complicated sentences make up 21.4 % and 13.4 %, correspondingly. It
is noteworthy in this aspect that the characters under analysis display an evident preference for
non-elliptical sentences, using them in 42.3 %, in contrast to their average frequency of 38 %
in literary dialogue.

Lineally the sentence length in the speech parties of good cowboys doesn’t exceed 7-8
word-forms.

E. g. ! We ?shall *move *westward,» said Rio Jim. (Thomps C.)

The example above is lineally and structurally typical of a good cowboy’s speech organisation
and is grammatically expressed by a short, non-elliptical positive simple affirmative sentence of
the declarative type.

To sum it up, we claim that the good guy is speaking confidently. He’s responsible. He gives
orders. Hence, he tends to statements (64.9 %) or imperatives (23.4 %). All of them are clearly
built, transparent, final. His questions are mostly special, i.e. asking for new information. They
make up only about 11.7 %.

The algorithm of the good cowboy’s speech presented below is built up in accordance with the
traditional understanding of algorithms as «abstract entities», «mathematical models» [10], and
sets of rules that govern the transmission process starting with the data input and presupposing
a number of stages and successive states, which result in a certain final pre-determined output
[1; 8]. This definition allows us to represent the results of the carried-out linguistic analysis in
the form of algorithm, or syntactic model-formula of a good cowboy’s speech (see Fig. 1). The
indices here stand for the average frequency of the linguistic phenomenon in the speech parties
of good cowboys. For the purpose of making the algorithm more wholesome and representing
the general tendency, the data are given in round numbers.

Si65 COMP21 Coi4 D65 Im.23Int.;2 L~

Figure 1. Syntactic speech algorithm of a good cowboy’s speech, where:
Si — simple sentences;
COMP — compound and complex sentences;
Co —complicated sentences;

D — declarative sentences;
Im — imperative sentences;
Int — interrogative sentences;
L — lineal length of the average sentence.

The bad cowboy’s speech portrait boasts structural and lineal complication (see Table 2).
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Table 2
Syntactic speech features of bad cowboys in the western novels
No SENTENCE TYPE USAGE FREQUENCY, %
1 Simple sentence 48.2
2 Compound and complex sentence 38.1
3 Complicated sentences 13.7
4 Declarative sentences 67.3
5 Interrogative sentences 20.6
6 Imperative sentences 12.1

EXAMPLES TO ILLUSTRATE TABLE 2

1. «Why not?» Harper was saying. «You all want homes. Can you find a more beautiful
country than this?»(L’Amour L.)

Both of the underlined sentences are simple as they have only one primary predication struc-
ture each.

2. «Once I can move from here, I'll set a match to that house» (Davis D.)

The bad cowboy’s remark contains an adverbial clause of time which makes the sentence
complex.

3. «Haw-Haw,» explained Mac quietly, «I ain’t going after Barry. I’'m going to make him
come after me.» (Brand M.)

The underlined sentence is complicated due to the secondary predication structure represented
by the complex object with the infinitive ‘him come’.

4. Starbeau whistled, «Ya don’t know whatcha up to,cowboy»(West Ch. G.).

Starbeau informs his opponent about his unawareness of what his cheek might bring upon
his head. The sentence is declarative.

5. «If Barry comes to me, ain’t he the one that’s breakin’ the law? If I kill him then,
won’t it be in self-defense?» (Mac) (Grey Z.).

Here two interrogative sentences follow each other, showing Mac’s reasoning expressed by con-
ditional clauses. His remarks demonstrate lack of confidence and over-dependence on circumstances.

6. «Start prayin’ The deep, thick voice of Mac Strann broke in: «Start prayin’, Haw- that
Barry is left for me to finish.» (Brand M.)

The command to start preying is an imperative to Mac Strann’s partner in the set-up against
Barry. The data obtained show that the bad guy’s speech is both structurally and lineally com-
plicated and prolonged, with the main scoundrel using simple sentences only in 48.2 %, and
compound or complex sentences in 38.1 %, correspondingly. The average number of complicated
sentences remains practically the same as that of the positive character, 13.7 %. It should be
noted here that the negative personage tends to complex, but broken constructions, like:

You... you... just if you happen to cross my way. Well, you’ll be sorry about it. (Tuttle W. C.)

The relative frequency of different communicative sentence types also differs quite significantly
f{lom thalt) of Mr Nice Guy (the depicted embodiment of the author’s concept of the positive in
the novel).

The leading negative character uses minimum imperative sentences (12.1 %) in favour of
declarative and exclamatory types,

e.g. And you can ride right out of here! (Tuttle W. C.),

and conditional complex sentences, sounding suggestive and hesitating:

e.g. Perhaps I could do it if things go right (Haning B.).

While both good and bad guys prefer in their speech declarative sentences, the distinctive
feature of the main scoundrel’s speech is putting questions. He seems to be subconsciously find-
ing himself in a dependant position. His interrogatives are mostly rhetoric and often follow each
other in a chain. Big bad boys sound as if doubting their own ideas (interrogatives make up
about 20.6 %). Their remarks are lineally long, but structurally broken, testifying to their lack
of confidence and duality. As a rule, an average sentence comprises about 10—12 word forms.

E. g Harper’s head came up sharply and his eyes leveled at Bannon. «' Have *you 3ever *been
Sover Sthe trail "I Ssuggest, ‘my ’friend?»( L’Amour L.)

As shown above, Harper’s remark represents a comparatively long, complex interrogative sen-
tence. It contains an emotionally coloured adverb of frequency ‘ever’ and a self-centred parentheti-
cal sentence ‘I suggest’ which makes the remark milder, on the one hand, and gives the speaker
a more knowledgeable air, on the other. The noun ‘friend’ aims at coming on closer terms with
the stranger he is talking to and, thus, throwing dust of the faux friendly terms into his eyes.

Bflxlsing on the afore-mentioned principles, we have built up an algorithm of the bad cowboy’s
speech:
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Figure 2. Syntactic speech algorithm of a bad cowboy’s speech, where:

Si — simple sentences;
COMP — compound and complex sentences;
Co —complicated sentences;
D — declarative sentences;
Im — imperative sentences;
Int — interrogative sentences;
L — lineal length of the average sentence.

Conclusions. The research undertaken results in the following. The two developed algorithms
show that both structural complication and communicative aim of the utterance have concept-
differentiating potential in the speech portraits of leading characters in western novels. However,
it is not so much the generally prevailing sentence type that is of highest importance here, but
the syntactic parameter showing the striking difference between the types of characters under
analysis. It operates as a relative index in the literary dialogue altogether, but functions as a key
factor in the conceptual understanding and estimating the speakers on a deep cognitive level. One
can deduce that the syntactic structural complication of the speech portraits of the two opposite
character types reflects deep-lying hidden psychological processes of perceiving the surrounding
world by human. The appealing model of speech behaviour of the positive character goes hand
in glove with the psychological theory of the «message matrix» suggested by D. Lewis [11],
where surface simplicity grants better understanding the speaker’s message. And it is quite clear
that we take in those better whom we understand better. Hence, the author’s protagonist sounds
convincing, and his message is effective. We can also assume that psychologically the concept of
inner ‘positiveness’ of the speaker is associated with the so-called «primary, or basic knowledge»
(after T. Slama-Cazacu [15]) which is cognitively understood on the level of inner associations
between one’s speech peculiarities and one’s shape of mind.

The perspectives of the paper we see in studying the speech of female characters as well as
in comparing national peculiarities of verbalising ‘positiveness’ in different languages.
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TOBOPUTH KAK «XOPOIINiIl IMTAPEHD»: AJITOPUTM PEYEBOW KAPHABAJIM3AIITANA

Annoranmua. B mpencraBieHHO#l cTaThe aHAIMBUPYeTCA NPoGJeMa MOPTPETUSALMYU IOJIOMUTENLHOIO W OTPH-
IIATeJbHOTO IIePCOHAMEl ¢ IIOMOIIBI0 WX pedeBOil caMONpe3eHTAIWM B OPUTWHAJBHHIX POMaHAX B jKAHpe aMepHu-
KaHCKOTro BecTepHa. OCHOBHOfI Iiesbio JaHHON PabOTH ABIAETCA YCTAHOBJEHHE CHHTAKCHIECKOTO KOJa IOBUTHBHOMN
JUYHOCTH B BECTepHE, KaK OH IIPEJICTaBIeH B PEUeBON MAPTHU XOPOIIEro KOoB6OA. ABTOpP NPHMEHAET COBpeMEHHEIE
MEeTOJbl KOTHUTWBHOH JWHIBHCTHUKY M TEKCTOBOI'O aHAJWM3a, & TaKie TPAJUINOHHBIE CHHTAKCUYIECKHE TEOPUU U
JIOKa3EIBAET, YTO CTEPEOTHUIIHOE CTOJKHOBEHME N0o6pa U 371a, 00yCIOBJICHHOE ;KAHDPOM, OTPAKAETCA yike Ha YPOBHE
CHHTAKCUIeCKOll KapHaBaJIM3alldy XY/[0ECTBEHHOTO AMAJOra B PeYeBHX NMapTUAX XOPOLIETO M ILIOXOr0 KOBGOEB.
ITocnenHue oTpakaoT aBTOPCKOe BUAEHBE HAIMOHAJBHBIX MOPAJbHO-3TUUECKUX KOHIIENTOB n06pa U B8Ja, B TO
BpeMs Kak IVIaBHEIE T'epOM OO'beKTUBHUPYIOT JAHHEE KOHIENITH HA YPOBHE HX PeUeBOil peIpe3eHTAlMd B POMaHe.
PesyabraTsl NpOBeIeHHOTO JMHIBHCTHYECKOI'O HMCCAEJOBAHUA IIO3BOJMJIM IIOCTPOUTH CHHTAKCHUECKHE AJTOPUTMEI
pedr XOpoIlero U IJIOXOr0 KOBGOEB, KOTOPHE JeJalT UX o0pashl JerkoysHaBaeMBIMM [JIA duTaTesteil u MaHH(e-
CTUPYIOT TIJIyOUHHbIE KOTHUTUBHBIE ACCOIMAIIMU MEHIY PEeYeBHIMH CTPYKTYpPaMU TOBOPAIIET0 U €ro/eé OLEeHKOH
OKpPYKAOIIUMY B IlapaMeTpax IPUHANIEKHOCTH K HOCHTEJNAM IOJOKUTENbHEIX WA OTPHULATEIbHHIX MOPAJbHBIX
TPUHITATIOB.

KoaoueBbie cioBa: BecTepH, XOpOIIHMHl KOBOOI, IIOX0# KOBGO, NpeijoeHHe, KapHABAJIU3AIA, AJOPUTM.
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TOBOPUTH AK «XOPOIMUN XJOIEIb»: AJITOPUTM MOBJEHHEBOI KAPHABAJIBAIIII

Amnorania. Y mpexpcraBieniii crarti aHadisyerhca mpobieMa MOPTpeTH3Alii OSUTHBHOIO i HETATHBHOIO IIEp-
COHaMKIB 3a JoIOMOrol0 iXHHOI MOBJIEHHEBOI caMoIpe3eHTallii B OPHTiHAJIbHUX POMaHaX y sKAHPI aMepHUKaHCHKOI'O
BecTepHY. ['0JI0BHOIO MeTOI0 POGOTH € BCTAHOBIEHHA CHHTAKCHYHOIO KOAY IIOSUTHBHOI 0COGMCTOCTI y BecTepHi, AK
BiH IIpeJcTaBIeHUN y MOBJIEHHEBifl mapTii Xopormoro koB60A. ABTOp 3ajJyda€ HOBITHI METOIYM KOTHITHBHOI JIHT-
BICTHKM Ta TEKCTOBOTO aHAJi3y pasoM i3 TPAJUIiiHUMU CHHTAKCAUIHUMU TEOPifIMH Ta TOBOAUTH, IO CTEPEOTHUIIHE
3iTKHeHHA n06pa i 37a, 3yMOBJEHe KAHPOM, BiA0MBa€ThCA Bie Ha PIiBHI CHHTAKCHYHOI KapHaBaJisallil XymosK-
HBOTO [iaJOry y MOBJEHHEBHX INapTiAX XOPOWIOr0 Ta IOraHoro ko6oiB. OcTaHHI BifI3epKaJIIONTh aBTOPCHEE
6adeHHA HAI[lOHAJBHAX MOPAJbHO-eTHYHHX KOHIENTiB Ao6pa i 31a, y TOH dYac AK TOJOBHI repoi NMeBHUM IHHOM
00’eKTHBYIOTH [JaHi KOHLENTH Ha piBHI IXHBOI MOBJIEHHEBOI pempeseHTanii B poMaHi. Pesyabratu npoBemeHoi minr-
BiCTHYHOI PO3BiIKM YMOJIMBUIN IOGYIOBY CHHTAKCHYHUX AJTOPUTMIB MOBJIEHHA XOPOIIOrO Ta IIOTAHOTO KOBOOIB,
AKi poOJAATH iXHI 00pasy JerkuMu AJiA BII3HAHHA YUTAYaAMH Ta MaHi(DeCTYOTb TMIMOWHHI KOTHITUBHI acoIfiaii Mim
MOBJIEHHEBUME CTPYKTYPaMH MOBIA Ta #oro/ii OIiHKOI0 OTOYEHHAM y IIaHI yHaJeHEHHA N0 HOCIiB IO3UTHBHUX
a60 HeraTHBHHX MODPAJbHUX INIPHHITHIIB.
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