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tentatively, three main underlying c

finite and categorial, the latter b

Formulae may be difficult, or by a s

A formula may be difficult. Quan

definite or indefinite (with certain r

correctly (i.e. many of the questions

out the ambiguity of a sentence such

either 'six of the elephants' or 'six

interpretation being definite. Howev

have The six elephants will be show
solution to this problem.

The sixth chapter deals with verb
are distinguished, present and pret

be added.

In Chapter 7 predicate nominals and copula-verbs are considered. Among
the many phenomena observed, two may be singled out as particularly
interesting. First, there is the fact, in Dutch and many other European lan
guages, but not in English, that the noun in predicate nominal-position does
not have an indefinite article if it indicates a role or function of the subject
(which, in this case, must be animate): Zijn vader is artiest (His father is an
artist). If the indefinite article is present, as in Zijn vader is een artiest, the
sentence means that the subject has artist-like qualities, but is not a professio
nal artist. Likewise, one cannot say Zijn vader is muggezifter (His father is a

hairsplitter), unless a context is pre-supposed where the subject plays the
part of one of a group of hairsplitters, as in a comedy with a chorus of hair
splitters. This fact is, of course, well known, but it is not at all clear how it
can be accommodated within a grammatical description. The authors hold the

view (pp. 146-8) that nouns indicating a function should not be regarded as a
nominal constituent. Such nouns lack many features common to nominals.

For example, they do not occur without an article in other nominal posi
tions: *Artiest is thuis (*Artist is at home); they do not take relative clauses
or adjectives: *Zijn oom is bekend artiest (*His uncle is well-known artist).
They suggest (p. 149) that such nouns should be regarded as adjectives.
Secondly, they illustrate with a wealth of examples that some participles,
present or past, can occur as adjectives, while they provide all sorts of tests to

decide whether a participle is used adjectivally. They point out, among
other things, that such participles are not gradable, unless used metaphori

cally: *This flat is very self-contained; but: Your friend is very self
contained.
Chapter 8 is about transitive and intransitive verbs. The active-passive
relation is discussed, as well as the indirect object, which is correctly dis
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tinguished fromfor-phrases (or ra
analyses are given, one for the verb

(to refuse), which is sometimes equ
to 'refuse to accept'.

Some problems are raised in conn
Thus, it is pointed out (p. 178) that,
reluctantly is not equivalent to The

employee. They propose that adve
outside the deep structure subject

imply that this is not the first disti

so, however, the passive transform

tic effect. It is perhaps better to trea

we would have the approximate un
inform the director, and The dire
employee, respectively. This woul
dictory' time adverbials in Dutch

verbials as are equivalent to relucta

was still willing to inform the

Dutch as: Gisteren lichtte de werk
in (literally: Yesterday the employ

tomorrow).
Adverbials are discussed in Chapter 9. Some incipient order is established
in the apparent chaos. Especially manner adverbials and modal adverbials
are beginning to show some system in the light of the observations made

here.

Relative clauses are the subject-matter of Chapter 10. A highly suggestive
explanation is proposed for the distinction between restrictive and non
restrictive relative clauses. The latter are to be derived from two and-con
joined underlying sentences, the same noun-phrase occurring in both. Thus,

The men, who missed the train, were late can presumably be derived from:
The men missed the train and they (i.e., the men) were late. If the relative
clause is restrictive, however, this derivation is impossible. Then it seems

more appropriate to assume an existential quantifier in the relative: Some
men missed the train; those men were late. Unfortunately, the authors get
confused when the antecedent noun has a universal quantifier, i.e., in their
terms, when it is categorial. On p. 226 they distinguish between a restrictive
and a non-restrictive relative clause in: We do not catch whales which are too

big, whereas on p. 230 they claim that such antecedents require a restrictive

relative clause. Yet, obviously, we can have: Whales are too big and we do
not catch whales.
Chapter 11 is devoted to coordinative constructions. As far as and-con
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1 G. Lakoff and S. Peters, 'Phrasal Conju
NSF-17, Cambridge, Mass., 1966.
2 G. Lakoff, 'Stative Adjectives and Ver

Mass., 1966.
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tional grammar and modem work
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It is no empty praise to say of this
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market.

Darwin College, Cambridge PIETER A. M. SEUREN
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