REVIEWS

Transformational Grammear and the Teacher of English., By Owen Thomas.
Pp. x, 240. New York: Holt, Rinehart and Winston, 1865.
Reviewed by Ruta Nagucka, The Jagellonian University of Cracow

Dr. Owen Thomas, assistant professor of English at the Indiana University,
Bloomington, wrote this book with the following aim in view: “it seeks to describe
those aspects of transformational grammar that, in my opinion, have the greatest
relevance for teachers and prospective teachers of English” (vii). Although this
book Is meant chiefly for teachers of English it has also been used and appreci-
aled by students of linguistics interested in the application of {he early wver-
sions of the transformational model for pedagogical purposes. Besides, being writ-
ten in a systematical, clear and nontechnical form it serves as an introduction
to transformational theory, to boih native and nonnative speakers of English.

The book consists of eight chapters each of which is followed by a number
of questions for discussion; most chapters are also provided with exercises. The
exposition ends with a highly selective, annotated bibliography and an index.

Iin Chapter 1 a sirong emphasis is put on the distinction between a scientifie
and pedagogical grammar. The former “is concerned wilh logical generalizations
about the way language operates” (5), the laller is “such asg a teacher wants to use
in a classroom with students” (5). Since the auther’s interests concentrate on the
pedagogical problems, the theoretical explanations ave offered in a simplified way
when  absolulely necessary, Therefore, the introductory exposition gives only
a brief outline of haszic terminnlogy (linguistics, compelence and performance,
ransformational and generative, synlax and semantics ete) In erder to show the
function and the nafure of grammar n general and o show in what respects
a fransformational approach differs from a fraditional une.

Chapter 2 deals with the English sentence and ils basic elements. After hav-
ng presented a clear distinetion hetween surface and deen structures of language,
Thomas devoles much allention to the problem of defining a scntence. The dis-
cussion is based on an article by Lees. The concluding statement that “the lack
of nolinnal definilion of zentence will net in any way hinder the presentation of
a fransformationnl grammar of Fnglish” (28) and that scertiainties» ... are bevond
our grasp” (29) may not satisfy every reader but obviously will eut short any
discussion of the subject. The rest of the chapter is a step by step procedure
to introduce a student into notational conventions (rules and symbols) used in
a transformational grammar. The description, purposely oversimplified.is modelled
in parts on T.ces’ The Grommar of English Nominalizations {1980). It starts with
8, rewritten into NP -5 VP, VP info Aux + MV, MV into be + Pred or V.
Further, the verb is subcategorized inte Intransitive (Vi), transitive (Vi and
copulafive (Ve)} being provided with confexts in which particular types of the verb
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can appear. The notion of a kernel sentence is used in the sense described in
Syntactic Structures (1957}, A first approximation to the formulation of a model
grammar is offered on p. 38,

The second model grammar suggested by Thomas in Chapter 3 is preceded
by a discussion of words and morphemes which are used in the furlher expansion
of the grammar, that is for the morphographemic rules. Such rules *combine lhe
various motrphemes of the derivation into a graphic ropresenlalion, that is, into
the form of written words. If we wore inlerested in how the final senicnce was
pronounced, rather iban in how it is wrillen. we would have a scf of rnorphao-
phonetic rules (ie., rules of pronunciation) rather {lian morphographemic rules
(i.e, rules of writing}” (58). It is more than surprising that the author dedieat-
ing his book to teachers and prospective fcachers of English is interested only
in morphegraphemic rules. Tt is true that Thomas had in mind a student whose
nitive language is English and who knows how to pronounce it; still, ihe rules
of writing are, from the linguislic point of view. of muech less imporlance than
the rules of pronuncintion. If morphographemic rules had to be introduced at all
they should have heen given together with morphophenemic ones.

In the nexi chapter, 4, on nouns and nominals, Thomas speaks about de-
terminers, adjectives, subordinate clauses, appositives and locatives which he util-
izes in the third model grammar. Ilere alse formulations of pre-Aspects are
applied: nouns are subclassified inlo groups according to gender, commonness ete,
The author admits in footnote 2 (78) that “Chomsky has recently proposed a ma-
trix system of indicating the various fealures of nouns... but it is not sufficiently
well developed yet to be included in this lext”., However convincing this excuse
sounds the reviewer would have wished {o find al least an illustralive example
of this imporlant innovation. The chapter cnds wilth a scelion, called Numinals
Roevisited (105—115) which deals with faclive, agentive, gerundive, infinitival and
action nominals and nominal compounds. Tt is a very short, summary-like descrip-
tion of nominalizations which operate thanks to the presence of an optional re-
cursive clement, S, appearing after every nominal, Derivalional historics of ex-
amples are given; here again a formal sample rule, even in a footnote, laken
from T.ces (19603 would have heen much appreciated.

Chapter 0 is a restotement of the verb and a more detailed discussion of
a furlher subclassification of the types of verb, Separate sections deal with
vuxiliaries, yes/mo queslions and preverbs, The chapter ends with the [fourth
model grammar.

Chapler 6 is concerned with adjectives and adverbs and different operations
vannecled with these calegories. Embedding trasformations iniroduce comparative
constructions.

The next chapter, 7, discusses how the basic sentence can be rearranged to
yield Inlerrogative, negative and emphatic sentences, passive voice and impera-
tives. A few remarks are suggested about conjunctions, genilives, subjunclive mood
and preposilions, With this chapter the exposition of the gramimar proper finishes.

The next and the last chapter, 8, deals wilh “grammar and the school”
‘1o the understanding and appreciation of literature™ (205).

There is no question of the value of Thomas' book, It is perhaps the first
fully successful attempt to present the most importani problems of the trans-
tinmational grammar of English for actual pedagogical purposes. Not all the
problems, however, mentioned in the book, have been given equal share. The
essenifal introductory remarks and notions are carefully and accurately presented
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un to a certain peint: those which are either more complicaled or not satisfuc-
tf;rily worked out vet have hoen treated only marginally and suporficially {(e.g.
asuhordinate clansest, T seems 1o the reviewer thal the aitthor, although he denics
the fact, is quile competent io give a much more detailed account of certain
srammatical problems. He does nol do so heeause of some preconceived conception
abont the icnorence ol linguistic prohlems on the purt of average American
IWhether his opiaer of their poor linguisiic background is exosggerated

toachoers:
ar net, is of e dsane Leees

Tt s (rue thal none of the books published before Themas is specially designed
Tor a teacher of Fnolish, nevertheless there ave o couple of texibooks wrillen [rom
Ll transioroationa) stodneint oo il v Toam thinking ol Exolizsh Syniax
(19641 by Roberls and .1 Begivecr's Mopwe! [ur Wreitlng Transformorionel Grérne
rars (18841 by Moutsoudas, Neither of Thom complels, o exhaustive, but both
vlear and easy. Since the author ie rether sceplic:l aboul suggesting Lo his readers
hishly lechnical books, why does he not recioenmend these two, one of which at
lf_'—;\.w.t.“n';Llst bave heen fully recosniccd ond avinowledscd at that siage ol the
development of the lheory and [for the purpesc il was desipned, since Chomsky
himself bothered to wrile an inlroduction to it

The spelling system of Fnglish has been traditionally described os chaolic
and Thoras cxpresses ibis view wwith the only proviso thal il is so “at least ou
the surface” (24). Since Thonas himsel! pows much alicntion te morphographerios
it is really puzzling how he fiuds any morphographemic rules in the chaos he
ascribes to English spelling. It may be worth while mentioning here thal recent!
phanological research chows thoi the Lieslish spelling system is opiimal when
regarded from the viewpoint of lransiormaiional phenolosical rules.

Belfore T conclude 1 should like to make a few more specific erilical remarls
aboui statemenrts which in my opinion ask for reconsideraticn. The expianation
that Polish ¢&) in pic *is pronounced like the -ts ending on the English word
cats’ (11} is\duwnright wrong. If any comparison is neccssary for an Ilnglish
speaking person he would {ind more similarily between the Englizh zound repre-
sented v spelling by ¢chy eg. in pedch aud the Polish <&: pid than uny other,
The paragravh aboul the rule of intuition in linguistic research seems to be
self-contradiclory: if “the transformationalisis ... insist ihat such veliunce (l.e. on
intuition) iz 1 nccessary prelude 1o the fornsulalion of grammatizal vules” how
can they “seek to describe, and more imporianily. to explain u nutive speaker’s
intuition” (16)7 A “descriptive” term flip-flop for the rule Af + v — v + Af (E.i(]),
perhaps very useful for class purooses sounds o funny and unnecessary invention
in a lingunistic description of ihis sorl. On p. 188 Lhe senlence: The moan has seme
money can be analysed as an example of elther

Nom + Tn - have = X which leads to: Hus the man some twoney?

v Non: - Two oV, | Noam which  leads to: Does the man Fecroe sone ey’
To ¢lassify have us V, (transilive verb) because it is followed by Nom is all
right, but ihe reader should have been reminded by a cross-reference that it be-
lenes o n suhgronp called middle verbs which cannol undergo passive trans-
fr;rfnaiiun, nor be followed by a manner adverbial (see p. 122),

The book is very useful and for quite some time will obvicusly be treaied
as a relinble introduction for the teacher to transformational grammar - but il
should be kept in mind all the time that already at the moment 1t was leavi.ng the
printing house il waus outdated in gquile a number of poinis. If appcared in the
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wame vear as  Jlspects of the Theory of Synfax in which Chomsky, revised, refined
A rﬁodit’ied practically every synlaclic problem on the bhasis of his own and
olher linguists” research. Therefore o reader musl be warned that although the
hasic assumptions sboul lhe grammar presented by Thomas have nol undergone
any changes, there are many important and interesling poinis in which his ex-
position differs from the recent formulations,
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e Siress i Prosaos oy Beogbidh {receised provencintios). By Arne Vanwvik,

Borgen Oslo: Norwegian University Press, 1960 (108 p., 12 Speclroprarms:
Reviewed by Marin Sulowska, University of Warsaw
Siress in preseni-day Fnelish s undoubledly  a comulicated  phenomenon
which has been approached from various ansles. The peed of a broader concept
of stress rather than force of alleranee hias been fell by many phoneticians and
iinguists, .
To this day there are <lill differenves of opinion as 1o whether or not it
should bhe reparded o8 a phoneme isuprasegmentaln or which altribute of strese;.—-
piteh, length, sound guality and others — should be considered lhe most essential.
The author of the hook under review holds {hal siress cousists ol several
irctors resulting in the “phonctic commnlex”. Vanvil’s book is in fact a compendium
ig'ic viows op stress. Tne avihor underlines the rols of ges-

O ophonetic cad lingu
ticulation which, in his opinion, is the most imporiant altribute of stress.

All the material is contained in 18 concise chapters followed by an extensive
hibliography of recommended books and references (pp. 105—108) and 12 speciro-
HTHITE. Tan

Chapter I, Phonemic Systems of English, deals with the differcnce of opmlon
among phonemivisis as te the number of vocalic phonemes and diphihongs in the
Fnglish language.

Vanvik is of the opinion that stress as a distinel concept eould be eliminated
il the number of vowel phonemes were increased from 20 {o 39, However, this
i only a proposal which he does not clucidate any furiher and continucs to use
tphonemes. ]

yenerally speaking, chapter II, The Concepts of Stress in English, 1s a sum-
wary of views prevalent mainly among British phoneticians on ithe subjeclt of
i'r‘l-r-:r:_ The lerm is used here in the wvery broad scnse, encompassing polential

dure, lensth, intonation, aquality of sound, and other factors.

The aulhor asserfs that the conditions under which accent occurs in various
Dineuares are not identical and should be examined closely. The fact that the
aevent is free in une language and bound in another is proof that there is no
nte necent which holds for all languages, E. g, A, W. de Groot’s deflinilion
af ._‘:tr("w!-i as the concentralion of aliention is not acceptable for English. Vanvil
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also rejects D. Jones' definitions which state that siress may be described as the
degree of force with which a scund or a syilsble is uttered (p. 14) but in his
opinion there is something in one of Jones' definitions which is worthy of par-
ticular menlion. It is gesiure which, according to Vanvik, is an essential clue of
stress hitherto completely disregarded.

While listing other views concerning various factors which affect the essence
of stress, he is inclined to share the opinion of American linguists thal a sum of
certain factors has an influence on this essence, the mosl important being: 1} A po-
tential isvlated (or large) geoslure, 2) Length of sound, 3) Inleonation, 4) Sound
quality, b) Loudness.

In chapter III, The Syllable, Vanvik takes up the relalion between the syl-
lable and stress. The syllable, according to him, is “the unit in a sireich of speech
to which T attribute a certain degree of stress” {p. 35). Furthermore, he maintains
thal the element of gesture, which is a crilerion of stress, also accompanies the
syllable,

Chapter IV, Remearks on the Phonemic Composition of Stressed and Unstressed
Syliables, is a short review of the phonemes of English with regard i{o their
position in the aforemcntioned two types of syllables.

In chapter V, ,Srress Differentiating Words. that Have Identical. Spelting but
Belong to Different Parts of Speech, chapter VI, Stress Differentiating Words
of the Same Part of Speech, and chapler VII, Siress Contrast between Compound
atid Non-compound Words, Vanvik shows that stress has, above sll, 3 phonermie
function since it ean distinguish between the classes and the meaning of words
and, moreover, can differentiate non-compound words from compound ones.

In chapter VIII, Double Stress and chapter IX, Rhythm, Vanvik state; that
ihe question of rhythm in the English language is unimportant and barren. In his
opinien this problem comes down to isochronism, secondary stress and alternation
in both sirong and weak forms.

In chapter X, Secondery Stress, he comes out firmly against any distinctive
function of “secondary siress” but, on the other hand, he does admit that his
view depends mainly on what sysiem of vowel phonemes is taken into considera-
{ion, 20 phonemes or §,

The phonemic function of siress is faken up again in chapters XI, Stress for
Contrast, and XII, Emphasis.

Chapler XIII is devoted to Strong and Weak Forms where the author states
that the lerm “reduced vowel” is not appropriate for in his opinion the vuwels of weak
formsg are distinguished from the equivalent vowels of strong forms chiefly by
“shorler duration”, “less inherent sonority” and “the reduction of the exteni of
simullaneous gesture” (p. 84).

In Stress end Endings Beginnings, chapter X1V, Vanvik proposes several rules
concerning the accentuation of individual groups of words depending on their
"beginnings” or “endings”. 1le admils, however, lhat while thcse rules might be
useful from the point of view of a practical sludy of English, they would not
be very helpful from the theoreiical point of view,

In chapler XV, Stress in Sentences of More than One Word, the author feels
that only the important parts of sentences should be accentuated, and he goes
on to give several methods of accentualing individual expressions in writing.

Experiments with Gestures, chapter XVI, deals with experiments which Vanvik
carricd out in order to demonsirate a link belween gesture and accentuated syl-
lables.

g
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In chapter XVII. Spectrograms and Stress, Vanvik makes a thorough analysis
of some of the 13 examples, on two levels, that is perceptive and physical. He
believes i necessary to differentiate between these two levels and accordingly on
the perceptive level mention is made only of “length” and “loudness” and “in-
tonation” whereas on the physical level, there is a discussion of “duration”,
samplitude”, and “fundamental frequency”,

In his brief Concluding Remarks, chapter XVIII, Vanvik sums up his views
on siress, ending with the statement that “stress could be defined as the supra-
segmental phoneme in English” (p. 104).

All in all, Vanvik’s book can be considered merely as a compilation of views
concerning the stress and does not contribute anything new to the theory.

its only new feature is the emphasis placed on the element of gesture which,
in the author’s opinion “did not seem to have been studied in detail” {(p. 15
Indeed, with the exception of D. Jones, few linguists have devoted their atten-
tion to this aspecl. This, however, could only mean that gesture is of relatively
small importance for the theory of stress. Although there is unguestionably some
association between gesture and accented syllables, yet gestures, to a great extent,
depend upon the temperament of the speaker and cannot be considered as uni-
versal features of stress.

Furlhermore, one might object that Vanvik has based his work mainly on
views voiced by phoneticians of the older generation without taking into consid-
eration resulls of recent investigations. This does not mean that Vanvik ig not
acquainted with the latest papers on stress; the contrary is evident from the bib-
livgraphy he presents.

None the less some aspects of stress are handled without taking into consid-
eration the lalest views; ef, in the case of rhyihm the autmor wriles “whether
rhythm is a result of stress or vice versa appears io me fairly futile” (p. 7i). This
is rather a strange conclusion since, as is well known, rhythm in the case of stress
in English does play a highly imporiant rolel.

The final point of eriticism may be the division of the presented material
into too many parts (18 chaptlers) which is not justified on any grounds,

1 W, Jassem, Stress in Modern English, BPTT, XI 1856 especially p. 26,

The English language: An Introduction. Background for Writing. By W. Nelson
Francis. New York: W. W. Norton and Company, Inc, 1965, Pp. x, 273.
Reviewed by Andrze) Kaznows ki, University of Warsaw

The book under review contains a set of introductory information data on
the English language. The author’s attempt has been to provide a textbook that
might serve as a “primer” of knowledge about English — ils grammar, phonology,
history, vocabulary and usage. The announced purpose of the book is to “furnish
the composition student with the kind of information and theory about his lan-
suage, which can help him increase his skill in writing” (p. ix), as well as to in-
spire curiosity in him, thus possibly leading to furiher and more profound study
of his language. In the opinion of the present reviewer, both aims have bcen
achieved in Francis' intercsting book. The chapters are neither too long nor over-
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loaded with facts, which seems to he of importance {o the student at the level of
composition training.

Dealing with the whole phenomenon of the English language within the limit-
ed scope of the volume, the reviewed book covers a large number of problems.
Consequently, the treaiment of the particular points must by necessily be brief
and skelchy, and so it iz, especially if the book is to provide background knowl-
edge of the subjecl in gqueslion. As regards the linguistic thecry the author has
assumed in presenling the material, one finds it not uniform. This, however, does
not seemn to he a weank point in a textbook like this since, for the sake of c¢larity,
certain linguistic facts can be better explained in terms of one particular theory
rather than another. Besides, the book is not intended for use in an introductory
course in English linguistics and therefore linguistic theories are not of crucial
importance. And so parts of speech have been delimited by means of substitution
procedure, noun phrases trealed in terms of immediale constituents, whereas sen-
tences have heen discussed with the help of extremely =implified transformation
rules,

The reading matler has been arranged in six chapters, each containing several
sections. All of the chapters are followed by collateral reading lists. Besides, as
it is the common practice with textbooks, the author has furnished some of the
sections with exercises for students. The exercises and also relevant items chosen
from the reading lists may serve, in accordance with the author’s intention, as
topics for compositions, discussions and suchlike. At the end of the book there is
a general index in which the most important terms are given specially marked
references to the pages on which they are defined.

In Chapter I, Language and the Study of Language, the author introduces the
student to the phenomenon of language — its nature or character as well as,
taking English to set an example, to its regional, social and functional varieties,
Moreover, the chapler contains a preview of five aspects of English, that is, its
grammar, hisltory, speech and writing, vocabulary and usage, all of which have
been given sufficient explanation.

Chapter II, English Grammar, has been divided into eleven sections, most of
which end wilh exercises. The tifles of the seclions are as follows: Constructions,
Parts of Speech, Morphology : Inflection, Morphology : Derivation, Noun Phrases,
Other Nominal Phrases, Verb Phrases, Negatives and Interrogatives, Verbal Phrases,
Simple Seniences, Compound and Complex Senfences. In the first section the
author has presented five main types of syntactic constructions. Apart from the
generally admitted structures of modification, predication, complementation, and
coordination (p. 19) Francis posils here another — the structure of subordination
as in the wheels of my car, where of is a subordinator and my car itg object. The
next three seclions conslitute, as it were, one major, topical group for they are
concerned with classificalion of words inlo parts of speech according 1o the cri-
teria of substitution, inflectional and derivational marking. The analysis of nom-
inal and wverbal phrascs has been carried out by means of the above-menlioned
basic synlactic struclures. In ihe description of {he verb phrase the author has
made usc of some recent works in this field done by W. F. Twaddell, M. Joos and
N. Chomsky. Negatives, inlerrogatives and also senfences are considered in terms
of simplificd transformation rules.

Chapter III, The History of English, contains a shorl survey of some selecled
problems in the development of the English language traced from Indo-European
onward through Old and Middle English ico its. preseni-day form, The “outer™
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aszpes! of the history of the language is kept apart and discussed independently
from the *inner™ one.

Chapter IV, The Vocabulary of English, is the most extensive chapter in the
boole where the author introduces the reader to the problems of meaning, word-
-formation, loanwords, and the like, The chapter ends with ten interesting ex-
ercizes.

Chapter V, English Speech and Writing, deals with the phonological and graph-
ological systems of English. Some of the section-titles may characterize the
contents: The Two Channels of Communication, Phonemes, The Conscnanls of
English, The Vowels and Diphthongs, Syllables and Phonological Words, Phono-
logical Phrases, The Relation of Writing and Speech, The History of English
Writing {the Old English, Middle English and Modern English writing systems},
The Writing Systems Today (British, Arerican and Secotlish).

In Chapler VI, Usage end Variety in English, the author presenls major region-
al, social and functional types of English and touches briefly cn some usage
probiems.

There are, however, two things that may be objected to in the lexthook.
While discussing inflection an@ derivation (chap, II, seclions ITI, 1V} the author
has used the terms “allomorph” and “morpheme” throughout the sections and
even further (pp. 27, 28, 29, 33, 35, 36, 40, 60) but the full definition of the lalter
did not appear until p. 114. Moreover, the definilion in guestion should have heen
pul either in one of the sections discussed or a note should have been given as
{6 where it could be found, as it has heen done in ihe case of verh calegories
menticoned on p. 32

In the sccond place chjections may be rajsed to the way the asuthor delimits
morphemes. The delimination is, as might be expccled, both paradigmatic and
syvntagmatic. Whenever it was only paradigmatic it led the author 1o unconvineing
claims that eg. {nat-} in nature, notive, wation, {-turb} in perturb, disturh,
{stat-! in stature, |pos-} in posture have the status of morphemes. Fruncis is in-
consistent in this respect since his definition of {he morphome as “the smallest
meanirgful unit of language” may make a careful reader lcok for the mean-
ings in these units, which will inevitably result in failure. The units in guestion
have been given the status of “word-differentiating morphemes” and neol mor-
phemes proper! and consequently cannot be viewed as meaningful units

All things considered, the booly, though not ali-embracing in its character.
provides the most important information about English and thus meets Lhe require-
ments of a good lextbook. Following A, H. Marckwardt's note placed on the
file cover, it is “a scholarly and selective approach io the English language, real-
ictically adapted to the needs of college freshmen’,

Miltor's Grommear. By Ronald David Emma (Studies in English Lilerature,
val 21 Pp. 184, The Hague: Moulen and Co., 1964,
Teviewed by Anna Keznowslia, Universily of Warsaw

Historical studies dealing with the Early Modern English period have not
been numerous and those which have appeared have rarely taken into account

U The term has been introduccd by L. Zabrocki in his "Sprawa fonema and gquolcd
by J. Fisiak in his Morphemic Structure of Chruecer’s FEngilish, University of Alabama
Press, 1565, p. 23.
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the encrmous progress made in linguistics during the lasl thirty years. In spite
of the occasional use of modern terminclogy, Emma’s book which aims at a de-
scription of Milton’s “grammatical practice”, is very traditional in its presenta-
tion of linguistic data.

The material on which the investigation is basged, includes eight samples of
Milton's writings. cach centaining about one thousand words. The particular sam-
ples arc drawn from the following works: Paradise Lost, Paradise Reguined, Sam-
son Agonistes, Comus, Areonagitica, The Reason of Church Government Urg'd
against Prelaty, The Tenure of Kings Magistrates, and Animadversions upon the
Remonstrants, against Smectymnuus. The great wvariety of language in the sam-
ples, intentionally chosen as exemplificatory material, seems tc bhe inappropriate.
In tlre first place certain distinclive fealures in prose are generally acknowledged
te be redundant in poetry and vice wversa; thus generalizations should not be made
about the languages of prose and poetry together, and consegquently should not
he tregted in pne gramnmmar, I

Emma’s textual analysis is not only limited to the samples mentioned above.
He also cxamines some samples of the works of Shakespeare and T. 8. Eliot and
consulis the following studies on the “grammalical practices™ of Milton’s contem-
poraries: J. V. Hagopian's The Morphology of John Donne, W. Sugden’s The
Grammaor of Spencer’s Faerie Oueene, E. A, Abbott's Shakespearien Graminar,
W. Frany's Die Spracke Shokewpeares in Vers und Prosa, A C. Patridge’s The
Accidence of Ben Jonson’s Plays and Studies in the Syntax of Ben Jonson’s
Plays. In this way DMilton's grammar is presented against a background of Eliz-
abethan and seventeenth-ventury English on the one hand, and Wodern English
on the other,

The purpose of the book is twofold. It is meant bolh for a siudent of style
and for a student of linguistic history. Conseguently, the final comments on the
material analysed may he roughly divided inlo those related to language develop-
meni and lhose related to Millon'’s style. The statistical method the author uses
throughout the book may be considered as not always suitable for the purpose
of his work sinve il often leads to too many generalizations on Milton's grammar.
Emma’'s examination of the freguency of occurrence of the parts of speech, which
is= made from the statistical peint of view, has a purely descriptive function, Zipf's

the freguency of their use was not treated at allt

In Emma’s words, seven chapters of the book are devoted to the *morphemics
of nouns, pronouns, adicclives, verbs, adverbs, prepositions and conjunctions’™; the
eizhlih deals wilh ‘clause und sentence pattern”. His classification of the parts
of spesch vaguely described as *based on the function of individual words rather
than that of the phrases in which they appear” (p. 21} may be viewed from the
text as heing made on morphological and syntaciical grounds.

The material arranged in eight chaptiers is followed hy two appendices con-
faining the list of all sammnles analysed and the summary of proportions of the
parls of speech in the samples of Ailton, Shakespeare and Eliot, In the bibli-
agraphy the author has included many general and detailed works in historical
Fnglish linguisties as vwell as some studies orientated toward lilerature, omitting,
however, the most important works concerning morphology and svntax.

PR P Guirand, Zegadniente i omelody stotysiyki jerylioznawezed, tr. hy M. Kniagini-
niowa, Warsrawa 1966,
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Chapter I, Nouns, opens the hook with numbers and proportions of nouns
occurring in the samples of Milton, Shakespeare and Eliot and general remarks
on Milton’s use of nouns. Then, the inflleclional categories of number, case (ac-
tvally the genitive only), and gender are dizcussed respectively. The subtitles are
niisleading to some exlenti. The seclion devoted to number covers Milton's use of
particular nouns of measure, collective nouns, mass words, and absiract nouns;
the seclion entitled “the genitive” includes the prepositional phrases with of; and
that on gender deals with the use of gender in personifications ?, The chapter ends
with o ecomment on the functional change of nouns. Surprisingly encugh, the term
morpheme appears neither in this chapter nor anywhere else in the booic,

Chapter II, Pronouns, begins as all lhe others with numbers, proportions and
general characteristivs pointing to the modernity of Milton’s usage. It is divided
into the following seclions: Personal Pronouns, Reflexive Pronouns, Relalive Pro-
nouns, Interrogalive Pronouns, and Demonstrative Pronouns. The treatment of the
problems is fragmeniary and brief. The relative pronouns are vicwed against the
background of corresponding Modern English forms.

Chapfer 111, Adjectives, has been divided intc two sections eniitled Adjeclives
olher than articles, and Articles. In the former the author oullines the order of
adjeclives, adjective groups, comparison of adjectives and their funclional change.
In the latler there is a discussion of Millon's use and “non-use” of articles in
comparison with contemporary English usage.

Chapter IV, Verbs, consists of seven parts with following titles: The Pres-
ent Systemn; The Prelerit System; Simple, Progressive and “Do” Forms; Perfecl
and Future Forms; Voice and Mood; Infinitives, Participles, and Gerunds; and
Aphetic Forms, “Be-" Prefixes, Functional Change. The first two titles are again
misleading as only some forms cut of ithe whole present and preterit system are
dealt with, Ilis description of the English verhb, which is quite a complicated sys-
{em, seems to be too gencral, superficial and merely statistical. His supecrficiality
is sometimes due to the insufficiency of the illustrative material as in the case
of strong wverbs. The fulure forms shall and will, in the light of modern ap-
proaches, should bo discussed together with olher modals.

In Chapler V, Adverbs, the author analvses various patterns of the formalion
of adverbs by means of compounding, prefixalion and suffixation, Since there is
nu clear-cut distinclion between these different word-forming processes, both
prefixation and compounding are discussed under one heading (p. 116).

In Chapters VI and VII Prepositions and Conjunclions are presented in terms
of the frequency of their occurrence. Ceriain differcnces between Milton’s usage
and that of Modern English are also pointed out.

In the last Chapter, Clause and Sentence Patiern, Emma turns to a discus-
sion of larger grammatical units, that is, hlillon’s clauses and sentences, including
some aspects of his style. The author is mainly concerned with the discussion of
the SVO order and iis mosl common inversions, Further in the chapler he touches
upen  Milton’s use of periodic sentences and the length, complexily and am-
biguity of his clauses and sentences in general.

The preseniation of Milton’s “grammatical practice” raises many doubts. Cer-
tain awkwardness and superficialily in handling the material may be due lo ihe
wide range of problems discussed. The author, evidently more concerned with
sty¥listic problems, commits several errors of fraditional grammars in the treast-

! Gender as a grammalical calegory already disappearcd in Middie Doghslb.,
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ment of Milton’s morphology. First of all when discussing the inflectional suf-
fixes he does not prescnt the systems they constiluted at that time. What one
finds instead is a diachronic description of separate forms at different steps of
development of English, neglecting the relationship among the forms in each of
these periods. What is more, the constant references to Modern English often
obscure the picture of the occurring changes. More suitable for the purpose of
this book would be the preseniation of how the Widdle English inflectional sys-
tems were transformed into those of Early Modern English.

Another feature of traditional grammars, characieristic of Emma’s hoolk, is
the use of meaning as a hasic criterion in some of the classifications. In the dis-
cussion of the grammatical category of number Emma divides the nouns into
nouns of measure, collective nouns, mass words and abstraet nouns, which ob-
viously leads to a mere listing of separate words. Another example of the use of
meaning criterion is the classification of genitives on the basis of the relationship
they express. In this ivay, prepositional phrases with of are assigned to the in-
fleettd genilives although structurally they hawve nothing in common and should
be treated in the section on syntax.

In conclusion it may be said that the purpose of the book does not seem to
be fully achieved. The student of language history is provided with a very gen-
eral and traditional description of Milton's language but is still in need of more
thorough and clear-cut study. The book seems to be more helpful to a stylist
since the discussion on Millon’s style is no longer grounded on “the basis of thc
isolated or eccentric” but on truly linguistic data.

Prohlems and Principles in Language Study. By David Abercromble. Pp. 83.
London: Longmans, Green, 1965.
Reviewed by Mieczyslaw Kobylafnski Adam Mickiewicz University, Poznan

Aore than ten years have passed since the articles writien by D. Abercrombie
were first published in bhook form by Longmans. The second edition, brought up
to date by the author, appearcd in 1963,

The book consists of six chaplers, the first {wo dealing more gencrally with
linguistics and the fcacher, the remaining four being more particularly concerned
with the teaching of pronuncialion, with English accenils, wilh making conver-
sation and with gesture.

Although these studies were originally written almost twenty years ago, they
have lost little of their lopicality. Indeed, some of the statements made therein
are more actual loday ihan they were in those days.

Particularly valuable appear the passages in which Abercrombie discusses the
various socinl functions performed by language. Books dealing wilh language
teaching problems not infrequently tend {o oversimplify the enormously complex
pattern of linguistic communication in society, ITence a teacher can find it very
refreshing to be presented with Abercrombie’s mature and sophisticated approach
to those matters.

While reading bis book, the reader is constantly reminded of these studies
being based on their auihor’s long and extensive experience. Many foreign speak-
crs of English have benefited from his expert leaching, both in Edinburgh and
glsewhere, Ilis approach is always fresh and often rather different from thal of
most other authors. Keen obscrvation and mature reflection make his explana-
tions, jdeas and suggesiions most valuable.
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llow often, e.g., do language teachers fight a losing battle trying to improve
their pupils’ pronunciation? Abercrombie explains their difficulty in a very in-
tercsting and highly probable way: “The inability of an intelligent pupil to ac-
quire a reasonable pronuncialion may not be due Lo a bhad ear; the pupil may be
resisting the attack on his persenality which he {unconsciously) feels is involved
in any atlempt to change his pronunciation habits.”

One of the great weaknesses of feaching the pronunciation of loreign lan-
glages consisls in setling the objective too high, or else not defining il at all. As
a rule, it is either expressly said or laciturnly assumed that the aim of ithe lcarn-
er is to achieve a native’s command ol the language. Abercrembie justly explodes
the myth by slaling: “It is not even remotely possible for the average learner to
go lhrough the whole course of development of the native acquiring his mother
tongue and to finish eqgually proficient. The language class is not for producing
bilinguals, but for gaining access to a new channel of theught and action.” {p. 24).

Chapter V on making conversation is a very useful and interesting presenta-
tion of the pari played in conversation by what the author terms “eomment”, lLe.
by the “reply made to a stalement or an exclamation, as distinet from one made
1o a question” (p. 57). In that chapter Abercrombie systematically presents the
use of comment and makes the reader feel that a great deal more rigorous ana-
lysis of ihis kind is required before the teaching of conversation in class can be
cffectively conirglled.

Chapter VI, which is devoted Lo gesture, makes fascinaling reading and can
be enjoved by various inlelligent readers, not by linguists and language teachers
cnly. Tt contains a host of facts and eobservations on that long-neglected part of
human communication.

It should be mentioned here that “Problems and Principles” are written in
an easy and elegant style which adds to the pleasure of rcading the boolk.

One can imagine that it will be read and appreciated by a fairly wide circle
of readers. For the teacher of experience, the one who is already familiar with
the standard works on language teaching, il is almost a musi.
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