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1. Introduction

In this paper, we have made an attempt to introduce an
interdisciplinary research area called 'systemic functional typology'.
To do so, at first, we have briefly reviewed the dominant approaches
to language typology, i.e. holistic typology and partial typology, and
the studies conducted in the framework of those approaches. Then
parallel with the chapters of the book “Language Typology: A
Functional Perspective”, edited by Caffarel et al. (2004), we have
touched upon the key points in systemic functional typology. Since
the main objective of systemic functional typology is ‘to achieve
empirical generalizations’, a large part of the introduction of systemic
functional typology in this paper has been devoted to Matthiessen
(2004)’s typological generalizations. In the end, Matthiessen (2004)’s
analysis of ‘word order typology’ has been touched upon, too.
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2. Literature Review

As went above, there are two dominant approaches to language
typology, namely ‘'holistic typology' and 'partial typology'. It is
noteworthy that holistic/ individualizing typology, based on the
morphological properties of languages, was the dominant approach in
the nineteenth century and the early twentieth century while the
partial/generalizing typology has been dominant since the 1960s
(Dabir-Moghaddam,  2013:22). In the  framework  of
holistic/morphological typology, languages have been classified into
different morphological types such as ‘affixing languages', 'inflective
languages', ‘isolating language', ‘agglutinative languages', and
‘incorporating languages'.

In contrast, partial typology is concerned with specific aspects of a
language rather than a language as a whole. In his paper entitled
"Some Universals of Grammar with a Particular Reference to the
Order of Meaningful Elements”, Greenberg (1966; as cited in Dabir-
Moghaddam, 2013: 23,27), has opened up new horizons for the
researchers in partial typology. Within the Greenbergian typology
framework, Dryer (1992) has come up with a correlation between the
order of verbs and objects on the one hand and the order of some
specific pairs of elements, on the other hand. Dabir-Moghaddam
(2013) applied Dryer's results to the Persian language and found out
that the Persian language tends to be more like 'strong verb-medial’
languages.

3. Discussion

Parallel with partial typology and as a contribution to it, systemic
functional typology was started at the interface of Systemic Functional
Grammar and Language Typology. In their introducing systemic
functional typology, Caffarel et al. (2004: 5-6) touched upon some
important principles of systemic functional typology such as the
followings:

e Systemic functional typology is a typology of particular
systems of languages rather than of whole languages. [Hence,



11| Safaei Asl & Sahraei

systemic functional typology can be claimed to be a partial
approach to language typology.]

e Systemic functional typology is a generalized comparison.
[Regarding this principle, Teruya and Matthiessen (2013: 16)
have pointed out that in systemic functional typology, linguists
try to achieve those empirical generalizations that can be
principally applied to all languages in the world.]

e Languages tend to differ more at lower ranks and tend to be
more congruent with one another at higher ones.

In line with the second principle above and having studied the
ideational, interpersonal, and textual systems of various languages,
Matthiessen (2004: 537-662) came up with a range of typological
generalizations or universals. In connection with his proposed
typological generalizations, Matthiessen argued that they can be
utilized in the description of any language and in the attempt to expand
the typological explanations in the framework of systemic functional
grammar as well. However, he immediately stated that “It is not yet
possible to propose a generalized map; but we have to move in that
direction.”

Some of Mathiessen's above-mentioned generalizations are as
follows:

1. Systemically, all languages seem to differentiate mood
categories like declarative, polar interrogative, and imperative.

2. In many languages, including English, French, Vietnamese,
Chinese, and also Japanese, the Theme extends up to, and
includes, the first experiential element of the clause.

3. Some languages have a category of unmarked Theme that
varies according to the fundamental mood type; many other
languages do not have a comparable link between theme and
mood.

As for 'word order typology' and specifically classifying languages
into two broad types, i.e languages with “free word order” and
languages with "fixed word order, Matthiessen (2004: 553) argues that
“the terms are highly misleading, and it would be very helpful if they
could be abandoned because “free” is not free and ‘“fixed” is not
fixed. The issue is not one of freedom or fixedness but rather a
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question of which metafunction plays a more dominant role in
determining the sequence of elements in the clause. “Free” typically
means ‘determined by the textual metafunction’ whereas ‘fixed”
means ‘determined by the interpersonal or experiential metafunction’.
Textual considerations have traditionally been overlooked since
linguists have tended to work with isolated constructed examples or
examples elicited out of context. The contrast that has been made more
recently between “pragmatic word order” and “grammatical word
order” is an improvement over ‘“free” vs ‘fixed”; but it is still
unhelpful because it does not reveal the metafunctional origins of the
factors influencing the sequence of elements in the clause: the term
“pragmatic” is equivalent to textual, but the term “grammatical”
does not reveal whether the factors are interpersonal or experiential .”

Keywords: language typology, systemic functional linguistics,
systemic  functional  typology, = Matthiessen’s  typological
generalizations.
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Sl 53 eedSI Sk S LOLS o 5 a8 ol penay ks
Olllan) ol a4 65wy 2ass da hi3 Mﬁb RPNy
Matthiesen et al, «Caffarel , et al., 2004) . ,5 . 15 (bt
Mwinlaaru & Xuan, ;| | ¢Teruya & Matthiessen, 2015; 2008
doas o S5 1y gk s (Bls 53 eddal a5 ler (201617
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SLOL5 Care s 0T s 6w 3 5 (16T Glassas 5 0L slaels )>
Olea b (glablin wliaObs cn Kos 35m 55 53,8 o )15 dSl 2

1. generalized comparison

2. generalized comparative descriptive linguistics
3. generalized contrastive linguistics

4. Teruya, K., & Matthiessen, C. M. I. M.

5. empirical generalizations

6. multilingual studies
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1. contrastive analysis

2. machine translation

3. ranks

4. congruent

5. rank principle

Halliday &) col Caliswn glaossm 3 0L ladoly (oS 5 STtk (ST Jool a5 e Joof
(Matthiessen, 2014: 21

6. syntagmatic axis

7. delicacy principle

Halliday & Matthiessen, 2014: ) el 0bj <ol 55 ‘a5 o Jool” b blie 0L pllas s "3l b ool
23

8. paradigmatic axis
9. cline of delicacy
10. axial principle of congruence
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1. realizational
2. literary stylistics
3. typological generalizations
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Wy Ce] gzl S5 Lyl b0y 5 2T 20U 58 50 5 e ol s ¢ i
5 @ Oge Sl B plakise e sddol Dlio i S 558 S ol
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. Tagalog

. Telugu

. Pitjantjatjara

. metafunctional organization
. clause grammar

. metafunction

. experiential
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. TRANSITIVITY

. interpersonal

.MOOD

. MODALITY

. textual

. THEME

.RHEME

. ideational

. logical

10. typological generalizations
11. descriptive generalizations
12. divergences

13. convergences

Sl 0L B3l 5 oals o gos dalllan [dnplls &K s e 1] gmlidosy S ol 2 NF
(Caffarel etal., 2004: 1)
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. PROCESS TYPE
. material

. relational

. mental

. behavioral

. verbal

. existential

. existence
.MOOD TYPE
10. declarative

11. polar interrogative
12. imperative
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. WH-interrogative

. Hopi

. hon-specific

. unidentifiable/indefinite
. polarity value

. theme

. multiple themes
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1. unmarked theme
2. subject

3. finite

4. predicator
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1. complement

2. so-called “OV” sequence
3. negotiator

4. typological database
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1. word order typology

2. six-way typology

3. free word order languages
4. fixed word order languages
5. pragmatic word order

6. grammatical word order
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