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Cognitive approach

Chaski 2001

Idiolect is fundamental

The individual is unique in the use of
syntactic structures

Analysis of syntactic structures

Variability caused by differences in
cognitive structures

Stylistic approach

McMenamin 2002

Idiolect not necessary
The individual is unique because of style
Analysis of style markers

Variability caused by socio-historical
differences
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Grant & Baker’s Method

“““h

Discriminator(s)




.gou Centre for

.."
e}, .¢ = Forensic

+% ® Linguistics

Grant & Baker’s Method

Replicability Analyst’s bias

Undefin. . Explanati. ..
concepts variation
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Cognitively realistic

e Neurolinguistics; Natural Language Generation
e Correlation with findings in social psychology
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Dialectal Variation Codal Variation Registerial Variation
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Derek Bentley Case

Statement (constant)

— Police officers

— Lay people

Clausal Theme = Textual Semantics
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Variables

* 300 words
* Introduction only
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Results
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e Determinative e Relational | e No difference
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Number of . Distribution
. Subjectivity
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Biber’s Multidimensional Experiment 2
Analysis
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Biber’'s Multidimensional

Analysis

Dimension6

Dimension5

Dimensionl
25
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Dimension4

Experiment 2

Dimension2 :
—*—Academic prose

“*Humanities
Social science

—<Authorl
Author2

Dimension3 Author3
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Cognitive approach

Idiolect is fundamental

The individual is unique
in the use of syntactic
structures

Analysis of syntactic
structures

Variability caused by
differences in cognitive
structures

Stylistic approach

Idiolect not necessary

The individual is unique
because of style

Analysis of style markers

Variability caused by
socio-historical differences

SFL approach

Idiolect is theorised

The individual is unique
because of cognitive
differences in style

Style markers =
syntactic structures

Variability caused by
cognitive structures
caused by socio-
historical differences
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Thank you



