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Research Questions The Case for a Single-Genre Corpus: Why Sermons?

Grammatical Change in General With a single-genre corpus, only a glimpse of the vast mass of language

* How do grammatical forms or rules change, if all factors except time are production in the past is possible. Why (exclusively) sermons?
controlled for?

* What mechanisms govern the development of grammatical change?

Uniformity and continuity

 Sermons are one of the earliest documented (prose) genres in German (from
Grammatical Change in the History of German the early 9th century)

* What is the impact of societal and sociolinguistic factors (such as the * They had to be in the vernacular to be understood by the congregation in an
Reformation or standardisation)? oral communicative setting

* What are the concrete dynamics of grammatical change in the history of  Sermons have a relatively uniform and consistent tradition of transmission
German, and how was it influenced by geographical, linguistic and other factors?  Function and communicative parameters are practically invariable over time

Il. Conceptual Orality

)  Sermons represent a specific type of historical orality, even in their written
Design and Structure of the Corpus form

* Even reading sermons, which were never ‘performed’ orally, imitate oral

Manuscripts .
; presentatlon

iz ’ - * Sermons are —in some respects — “conceptually oral” (c koch/esterreicher 2012)
. ) — L - : * Written sermons are “le ‘vestige écrit” d’un proces oral” (de reu 1993)

Number of texts 68k words e “intended virtual Orality” (my translation; “intentionale virtuelle Miindlichkeit”, Mertens 1991, 83)
* “orality markers are constitutive for sermons, also for reading sermons”

Prints (my translation; “Miindlichkeitssignale sind fiir die Predigt, also auch fiir die Lesepredigt, konstitutiv”, Wetzel/Flickiger 2010, 16)
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