Appendix 1: Fundamental Principles of Corpus Linguistics

against observable, relatively objective data, we are able to use the apparatus that has been
developed over centuries to support inductive reasoning, including through statistical analysis.

hypotheses against observable, relatively objective data, we are able to use the apparatus that has
been developed over centuries to support inductive and quasi-inductive reasoning, for example
through statistical analysis.

make claims claim about language itself, with those claims bound by space and time in the same way
as our data.

informed by concepts from science — it is the study of observable language on which experience may
be tested in accordance with Principles 7 and 11.

possible, to transition hypotheses from the realm of metaphysics to one where important principles
of corpus linguistics may be brought to bear, especially Principles 4, 5, 6 and 11.



perform a genuine test (corpus use) and a genuine test must permit the possibility of falsification
while also achieving surprise.

perform a genuine test (corpus use) and a genuine test must permit the possibility of conditional
falsification while also achieving surprise.

conditional falsification produced by that test. As conditional falsifications accumulate, rejection may
be warranted.

very least, both should be reported unless the report is on a previously falsified hypothesis; then
neither corroboration or falsification is of value.

corroboration. At the very least, both should be reported unless the report is on a previously rejected
hypothesis — then a falsification of a falsification which led to rejection is of particular interest.

proceeding from dogmatic positions. They are the negation of everything we wish to achieve through
an appeal to evidence and objectivity.

produce arguments proceeding from dogmatic positions. They are the negation of everything we wish
to achieve through an appeal to evidence and objectivity.

cycle of hypothesis formation is driven onwards with the goal of reducing the range of those
hypotheses.



experimental falsifiers; iii.) maximise the empirical content of the system under examination and iv.)
minimize range. All of this is done in the pursuit of simplicity.

those which maximise the potential falsifiability of that hypothesis while also abiding by other
principles, notably Principle 7.

those which i.) maximise potential falsifiability; ii.) maximise experimental falsifiers; iii.) maximise the
empirical content of the system under examination and iv.) minimize range, while also abiding by
other principles, notably Principle 7. All of this is done in the pursuit of simplicity.

However, this abstraction away from the individual should not exclude or obscure the individual and
variation from the normative.

confidence we may express in convention, is proportionate to the severity of the test to which we
subject our hypotheses.



interactions. Our approach to analysing it should take this into account, recognising the value of the
theoretical, the historical and the applied.

and users may weaken the nature of the quasi-contact with reality established in Principle 14. When
doing so, the rationale for the simplification should be presented and its impact on theory and the
validity of any tests undertaken considered.

there are a large number of forces acting on linguistic propensity, which we need to actively model to
the best of our ability, in order to use statistical inferencing meaningfully. The forces form an
important context within which language is produced, interpreted and transmitted between
generations.

U = the set of all forces relevant to the propensity of language
A = the set of forces that the corpus selected allows, on publication, the corpus user to explore
B = the set of forces which, post-publication of the corpus, a corpus user may infer

C = the set of forces available on publication that the corpus user may also seek to derive after
publication of the corpus

Wherever possible, i.) corpus builders should maximise the size of A\B; ii.) corpus users should
increase the size of B\A; iii.) both corpus builders and users should maximise the size of AUB as a
subset of U.

appropriate and well formed from the point of view of their speech community for the purpose of
communication in the cognitive, social and physical context in which the utterance was produced,
bounded by time.

learners of language. The way in which it acts as evidence for them is a way in which it can act as
evidence for linguists also.

feature or structure based on Principle 40 may occur where appropriacy and well-formedness is
rejected by a person in the intended audience of the linguistics production in question.

feature or structure based on Principle 40 may occur where appropriacy and well-formedness is
rejected by a person in the intended audience of the linguistic production in question or the producer
of the language.

production (hearer) —they choose to accept a linguistic production, reject it or, potentially, to modify



their own view of what is appropriate based on the communicative event in question. Accordingly,
the corpus linguist may come into quasi-contact with such reflexive events also.

publish will remain repeatable. This entails archiving versions of corpora and tools used in such
studies, describing clearly the goals and methods of the study and ensuring that analytical
abstractions on which a study is based (e.g. linguistic analyses, statistical analyses etc.) are well
described in such a way as to promote repeatability.

within which it may be expected that language varies, i.e. the sampling structure is composed of
nominal forms within which language variation occurs, typically genres, registers or modes of
communication. They embody ontological knowledge.

investigation, how elements of ontological knowledge can, by convention, be assumed to be
meaningful when used to structure our observation of language through sampling. This, in turn,
controls our view of the process of replication enshrined in Principe 48.

they are doing, and their goals in doing so. Treatment design and experimental design should be
clearly identified and, in the case of replication, a clear explanation given of what surprise has been
introduced, what hypotheses are potentially impacted by this, what potential outcomes were
anticipated and what results were achieved.



