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TEXTUAL AUTHORITY AND INCONFORMITY IN THE LIGHT
OF THE STRUCTURAL AND STYLISTIC THEORY

BY
Omar Abdullah Nayef Al-Anbar

Supervisor
Dr. Mohammad Hasan Awad Prof.

ABSTRACT

This research comes in context of the questions struggling to build a critical
theory which reads the literary text discovering the patterns that build it. It also
addresses a methodology based on utilizing the structural and stylistic theories in

reading the text through its internal context to clarify the codes that constitute it.

The present research is composed of three main elements: Firstly, the textual
authority : which is the effectiveness that regulates the control points in a given text. It
also accomplishes meaning diversity, melding prospects as well as the manifestations
of individuality. Secondly, Inconformity: which means freeing the text from the
relationship between the signifier and the signified as well as the openness of the

semantic prospects to the text deviation.
Thirdly, two theories in reading the text:
1. The Structural theory.
2. The Stylistic theory.

It has been proven that stylistics embodies the striking features that control the

semantic meaning resulted from the accuracy of the stylistic choice therefore putting



linguistic utterances in its befitting place accomplishing the aesthetic meaning derived

from the literary of literature.

It seems that the structural theory addresses reading the codes dominating text
semiotics that explore the objective laws controlled by the movement of elements

within special relations.

The present research denies the notion that : “ Textual authority is the text’s
capacity to present a binding meaning for the interpreter ”, the cause beyond this
denial is that the assumption of the presence of a “ binding meaning to the text ”
presents a call for a layout that deals with the text as a group of meanings which
constitute and articulate the reader’s awareness. While it is noticed that the text breaks
any layout rules in a frame that exceeds the relationship between the signifier and its

significant which would lead to the divergence of sounds and readings.

It also observes that the relationship between the text and reference frames for an
effectiveness from which the structures take its cultural, social and psychological

canon, the thing that calls for the metalanguage.



