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W&, ZONBOEBBCHT T~ =D T, Jespersen MO » Hik L Fries 0%
hlzREEZEO L, TOREOWTOHEOHEEYHALMCL, M CHETOHNE B
RIS ETHE, EInbFEOFTCIvHANRIETHEYCEEAMEL 5, ik
B “ZEE” “AME” “BE” SF0RMBUBINL, MhoERBECEWTE, ET
3 (sentence) DFEHLLME D, FE (MF) OB EHELVS “TE” OF2irIo0
REFRENL, ThOOBRHOEL LOBE T/ “3X0” 2460BEMCE CEDE
TR EWCEETHSCEEL T3 16 TES, I, ThOOBFRE - #HiiRD
ke, BHTCEREThOGROPTO “E5E” “BNE" “BE” 0BRXALLICSh,
¥le—HERhEhDOXOLH (analysis of the sentence) HFEILTHDTHS. %o T,
WHOFELYR Y EZ S oW, TE Jespersen KD The Philosophy of Grammar? o>
Preface W CHEBHOERFICEB L, ‘“the subjects they (i. e. the chapters) deal with
interlock and overlap in the most bewildering way” (p. 8) LFE~_C\20rAENE
BUELDZDOTHSDH, LrLI T, 5~ {HERMERENCIROREDT —=F
GIB, ZOED LU EEBNEROFEL D LCHHM LEBIIER ),

1. Jespersen [C&IT % “XEE” “EMYEE’ MR

The Philosophy of Grammar (LLF PG LB%3) Wi\ ~T Jespersen 1Y, xiE LihzE
(subject and predicate) DPIFR%Y, D nexus FTPIH-IIT T
The discussion of the two members of a nexus has already to some extent antic-
ipated the question of the relation of subject and predicate, for in those nexuses which
constitute complete sentences, the “primary” has been shown to be identical with

the subject, and the adnex (secondary member) identical with the predicate; (PG

* EEFCUF SRS (MFI574E 9 A30AZ)



144 "R OK ¥ LB IR

p. 145)
LTG5,

# f- Jespersen vI, EDFIA Lokt ¢, £h: ToORFMBGH, F 72 school grammar
B omd “EE” oEEPB LT3, ok zif, “The subject is sometimes
said to be the relatively familiar element, to which the predicate is added as something
new,” WL, “Who said that?” Eu 5o+ 58 % “Peter said t.”
W, Peter RFILLERZTHI bW bre “E8” THHELT, LOBRONT
LEAEFFHFEL TS, i 5—>0%FF “The subject is what you talk about, and
the predicate is what is said about the subject.” &2\ T3 “John promised Mary a
good ring.” kT, [FRIEDWTEAIIA bR T 530 ] 2255 | (1) John,
(2) a promise, (3] Mary, (4) a ring B FhTHSHL LT, “TF/” KO X 5 W,
Tibb G E—HKIELhTVWAISLERCORERILMAETS, S0y
fTlco T d (ZOEZEOEROHMIT Fries % The Structure of English (p. 173> T
il TWBHDERIUTHSB), F0HL subject L\ 5 FED G OB LLBEHRT
WERNEE | CHLTOSE L ORBICH V- TREAZFIER LT 5T &%, Jespersen
T “EFE RB LV OMBENEMRTRCR , CTHEAT A EEXRAL, WENE
DR E A OFERTEVATL L RFRT 5,

L, &0 IMEMEE] 3, &vi o i s s, TOHiRED ‘three
ranks' OFHIRVE - THD L SV IET:

Clearly to understand what the word subject means in its grammatical applica-
tion, it will be well to recur to what was said in the chapter on the three ranks. In
every sentence there are some elements (secondary words) which are comparatively
fluid or liquid, and others (primary words) that are more firmly fixed and resemble
rocks rising out of the sea. The subject is always a primary, though not necessarily
the only primary in the sentence; (PG p. 150)

HoT, ZZThhbhil, #o XEW FEEOBEWRLXEEDHLHIT, O ‘three
ranks’ F T HOFH IS ‘Junction’, ‘nexus’ OLhEFhOERIEHEYHEFN LciTh
i bz,

PG B T7ETHR T Jespersen i3, BOMAXHF XL DE, REAXECERTEY, #HE
FRFECHEERATHS LV ZMACEENBREL vV, #EEMMRKCK VT, BEHX
AR Ih 30 L ABICHLIRBEFRE S D EEHL, kO X5TiliNg:

In any composite denomination of a thing or person..., we always find that there
is one word of supreme importance to which the others are joined as subordinates.
This chief word is defined (qualified, modified) by another word, which in its turn
many be defined (qualified, modified) by a third word, etc. We arc thus let to es-
tablish different “ranks” of words according to their mutual relations as defined or
defining. In the combination extremely hot weather the last word weather, which
is evidently the chief idea, may be called primary; hot, which defines weather, sec-
ondary, and extremely, which defines hot, tertiary. (PG p. 96)

THWEEE, BERNCRGORICARES, AANCAVLREBERES (—RIbT
equivalent &\ 5 A CEEEhB) U Ehi kL AORKOEE LOBOREY, X
DARCERMCAB LB HELWOINETHHIH, I THAEEROE, FEO
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BEOFEHBLRIER2WTI DX 5 syntactical /¢ level W60 F 035 U)tﬁﬁ‘éaﬁk—
BB T, HECHKED ‘rank’ 2RETLEIIMHHE V52 L Th %, Jespersen i
XhiZ, define () Ficilqualify (HIFR), modify (45fF) &\ 5 SEXMEHR, de-
fine $5 4Dk define ThHLDL VIR TOMREMRTHY, HHFT I THE
RETHEELILMMOFE %ﬁﬁ?é&%kt<ﬁﬂbfbb B —REE LY, —RFEY
BETLOEY K, “RERZRETIELSRELHS., I TEBR L - T30
HEHRTHD, Bfi- gLV k?é% L L, ZOHEREY RED 4K
ot LI, EURBLEONGERb L, URAEBROBBELEL LR T
WV, FRbbAALRRASEERRO level OZ L THELZNL, - THEOERBREAYMS
i, Ho6 UDEOHBNERNS » ChaiFhEnbhvwZ Ekins, 2% h Bk
COERKELEThERLRLT THS, bobd, ZIRIFRO S LIEANOEHE
L LTHEOMNVBERRIEYBEEI CEDSLR TV L3842 5, ChPhiiEHEYE
FHMTEZEE S T ERE DI, TR ELRBATR OWT, fEX D school gram-
mar i %5V % T4, REARBHTLHE, TabbER REFAKI-TREhDS
OREBEIIEHTHE) Lo S REBC X AERY TTHE, 030 BoXHOMEN
# (EESHEE TS ‘distribution’) W5 L ORFEHROMBLELTV20EMHEL
T\ %, SEEE Jespersen 2iEZ % ‘junction’ #48 L CHRb ;5 FE &, Fries 2% The
Structure of English ©>vp@> Structural Meanings: “Modifiers” &, EOMFEAF &
BEFZLZROEBC LIABEMEYIOI R - T 20 L —RABLAEEY L » T3,
L L, Jespersen Tik, Z5 LiciREFEOMBREARLEEECIRD EFHh Tz
WOTHD, ThitFhIEBBOEEL LTOWHBEIL—FHEdU48FL T,

LAaL, Z® ‘junction’ {3sit 2 BEMBIRDFED ‘ranks’ DEEEIT “stone wall” “a
queen bee” “You had better bow to the impossible.” ZHDFERD, F A CEBEOHD
HOER EORDF LA D level OEMOE AL BT, TTEHE « XFOFTH
HEOBREREFRE W 5@%5&713614"(5"3%% L, Thb% &/ primary, secondary, tertiary
LS FEEY BT ‘ranks’ (JRAX) WRWTHR S EKR, E3ED equivalents OE % X Hit
BBE—BEHEODLT-THLICbORDHB, LT HH, Jespersen ITEREATIO
‘ranks’ OE L FHY, SOS0BRT-RERLETOMFEEZL X5 HBHO AEAKER D
sE4fr ‘sentence’ b\ bh AR DORDILITFEMT 5, “a furiously barking dog (=a dog
barking furiously)” } “the dog barks furiously” r# H-~T, HiZEOHGHEREEED
EEBRRCALE (8) BoRBEKEZRED20THS, £ LT, FhZomBFoMi
RAOBEANIEEXHH L LT, WEOEGE ‘junction’ RSO K LTHEEOKEY
‘nexus’ F} &S5, fo LK “a furiously barking dog"” (=¥~ ‘‘a furiously barking”
DEME dog HHELERIEDLTHBLTVHEELBKS S, % LT “the dog
barks furiously” & \~C, Fh R UEFE%L BT ‘the dog’ T ‘barks furiously’ o #i4
o THELEMBRIN TS LT\ % b, Jespersen {I ‘junction’ } ‘nexus’ DD =
D X5 RERBERIOWVWT, ROL I RFEROBLIAL THEROFE LEHIL LS
b B

Paul thinks that an adjunct is a weakened predicate ..., and in the same way Shef-

“involves a latent copula”.

field says that an adjunct
While Paul thinks that junction (attnbutwverha.lmls) has developed from a pred-

icate relation, and therefore ultimately from a sentence, Sweet ... says that “‘assump-
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tion” (his name for what is here called junction) is implied or latent predication,
and on the other hand, that predication is a kind of strengthened or developed
assumption .... (PG pp. 114-115)
LiL, Thicdb ¥ LT, WEbhbhoOMAORBEE 75 DL, Jespersen A%
The relation between the dog barks and a barking dog is evidently the same as that
between the rose is red and a red rose. In the dog barks and the rose is red we have
complete meanings, complete sentences, in which it is usual to speak of the dog and
the rose as the subject, and of barks and is red as the predicate, which the combination
is spoken of as predication. (PG p. 114)
ERBRTNBZETHSD, ChIE EROREFRHLO5IA L ELBE LT, LD sub-
ject & predicate &\ BB LEEMOZ L0 X ST “it is usual to speak
of the dog add the rose as the subject...” I BRTWABFHEIIIESELTYH,
#5/3 Msubject LiX%® sentence hCHL LIS HELERMREM) TH Y, predicate {3
% subject DHLLTLOYHELMATHLOTHS] L\ 5, Jespersen HIHH,
ZRBRIGEY PG FUNEOCFECECTHHULTWIERC G E-TLES BDOTHS.
EBE, #HAE113 ¢ Grammatical Subject DIFOFEFC ‘three ranks’ B 2
UHBREAHZ ERHEF LB TRAT S “In every sentence there are some elements
(secondary words) which are comparatively fluid or liquid, and others (primary words)
that are more firmly fixed ....” %, 2 7 EC ‘junction’ o\~ T® “In the combination
extremely hot weather the last word weather, which is evidently the chief idea, may be
called primary: hot, which defines weather, secondary,” W.—H LT\ T, HETHLO
L¥hBdo (B - #E8, dLOIENN) LWHEFRDY, LrbEALED
‘junction’ KT HFEOL DL ) IE WEROPLEDLRLHIMERFY IS D ) &
X BFTBBRE, ‘nexus I\ TRERD L ORK EOBPOMECRRL T, £ B
FelsBHEBR E LCoOBRERIN S LR TuEvDOTHEND, FIkiTh sub-
ject } predicate ¥X syntactical 7r level DEER K\ el D%;ﬁ:ﬁ:,ﬁ@?ﬂ@ﬁﬁﬁﬁ
—EfH @GR T3 Tl)ﬂ) EEIRBIO—ICHEL B D LEbRE b, B
‘junction’ i‘hﬂﬁj—‘od)fﬂ;ﬁ;&'ﬁﬂ?% D L, ‘nexus’ }I actor & action 2 \» 5_..@0)
BESEETEHATHY, &L IXEH (copula) KX > THAS hizHIKf (Fries OL»
5 Class 1554 be tREINDBH2MOPED Class 2FEDO—2DBH L B » T [
Al OBREDHBEHCLD) FLRTHCRLLRRTHDLELLD, CCRTKE
& L‘Cﬁﬁbf‘]ﬁxlo Ty hb;t;.;éfgjt (complete sentence) FHHET 2D ‘nexus’ i
LDTHB, “ORELLHENBRT %%ﬁb_‘] (finite verb) X\~ 5 D% Fries D\~ 5
[Class 1 EBHBALOZAIRIGIC Y o TEIWTHR D Class 28] Do L ThHDH I L
D55, Jespersen (L&D @A OBFOIAT
If now we compare the two combinations the dog barks and the barking dog, we
see that though barks and barking are evidently closely related and may be called
different forms of the same word, it is only the former combination which is rounded
off as a complete piece of communication, while the brking dog lacks that peculiar
finish and makes us ask: What about that dog? The sentence-building power is
founded in all those forms which are often called “finite’” verb forms.... (PG p.
387
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LR, F - Yunction’ }k ‘nexus’ OXFNTRE LTI
One (i. e. junction) is unfinished and makes one expect a continuation (a red rose,
~— well, what about that rose?) and the other is rounded off so as to form a connected
whole (the rose is red) .... 'This is generally ascribed to the presence of a finite verb
(PG p. 115)
ERABOZ LXEDEL TS, o TIOEEB) (finite verb) 2\ 5# 213, Jespersen
THoT (Flth i T school grammar 5 - TH) TOREMN e Xk BN
FA ST, ‘junction” iFdk B ‘ranks’ O ‘nexus’ ~OBEAFEHRFLOFEHDEA L
M- TCHAOFERIY B>, Fries M5 Class 155 ¢ Class 25 L OBR LD
HANEBEARCHAIREC X - CBEILTAC L, ERALCZEXBRALTWADTHS,

BEo Jespersen L:}:.H' % subject t predicate OREKHNFA BN THheE, #HE Eljﬁg
ﬁik_:h\n"cigtcm% (chief idea) TH % —H&FE% subject & L, £ @ subject ‘%:ﬁﬁ[,
‘%ﬁfﬁ Lﬂﬁ:‘?’ HHA% predicate L LicoOTHDH, LOBERO—KEBXYSUHBICEY
FRPNERETOBE LTED, ZORO—KilY “EE” L350ThHh, BEREL
OEHOHMCLDOTHEEVLD, L LinkXho “EB” “HHiE” & be B EE
THRO “EFE” “HET 0BF, RUMHPCENEORIH—-KRENBIZIHED “E
BT YHME” “BBERET OB EBHCEWT, —BERPLERS T3S,

Bi%, “EfE” E “ER” M be AT X o THIZhAFES ORI OWT, BIE (“E
B DI EL) Wi il ERCESOBFRNOREL DA, HENLLO
TiriowvE LT “A scoundrel is Tom.” X Hs *“Great was his astonishment when he
saw the result.” W5 HIE BT T5 (Fries ©k\WWCit, AL Ba] oBBECH B
FCh SREEER” (Class 158) &, ThrlRAUEMCdbhh 5 (Class 358
EORBAETYEETE “FBE” L\ ONEEHCTOVWTREANE L LR Ty,
DX 5ciEa, BT 5 predicative §I subject [T EMBETEDOTCHEND,
predicative @523 subject X b 4 & b —RBIEV-AIE {extension) ¥ $ 2L\ 5 Z LIZEH
LTEHIT 3 L\ 504 Jespersen OFXBTH5H, TORYEHN PG ES5ETH - EH
EREFEOLOBOBRNAT (connotation) « SE (extension) DR (PEFILIEH
BEBEFHRN TR, ¥FRALERTHEREMIBEFAME D EERNY Thyv) L3t R
B - Edmase this, that & (Fries O\ b¥p % ‘determiners’) OFEENERIT L3,
€5 T “A scoundrel is Tom.” (I ‘Tom’ REFETHDH, “A lieutenant is an officer.”
% ‘lieutenant’ DFH X WHFBRCH D “EFE” ChHDH. BERT GEIECEFELL) 8
CHELLb0L—BlL b THEIR D, COFERIEEOHENBHRY M- Thie
Fhidhebd, BRPEEL1LLLOTEISD, Fries oMETRRE LRI VWED
A0 “Coward are thieves.” (ZDOBG [TRTCORBEREBRE —3hbbREREOH
CEENhDHE—ThbH. ] LizroT ‘thieves REFEE I D) Lol HATE
BZEMEbL2EZA.

“BEYE” k “TE” ORKCoWTi, Jespersen i34 < B L CEIED - LTS
2%, What is an Object? X \~53FFALADS LCEKD X 55

In sentences containing a verb it is nearly always easy to find the subject, for it is

that primary that has the most immediate relation to the verb in the form in which
the latter actually occurs in the sentence: (PG p. 157)
COXSRLTCEN L “X5F” Chv—2oF el on—KkES “BWE” T3 v
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50D ThHA, “OWBL “John beats Paul.” o ‘John’ % “FZE” L L€ ‘Paul’ » “Q
B LTARAEELZ TV XS BL (LT TLBROPEIRARD AT
WBDA AR AD,

BRYEE” BHEOEZHITDOWTit, Jespersen |t ‘“The object denotes the person or
thing on which the action of the verb is performed.” W H5RERBEIIE TR
TRICEZEZHAL T, “He fears the man.” L\~ 3R EWTT EDOER ORI
T, XELOERPEEL I SUHMETHDH LD Sweet? OFRG[\TW5, Lnl,
Z =Gl Jespersen ¥ Grammatical Object 2\ H R TCThHWizwvwl, A
“ERE” BB ELThviv, Mo THEH- T, “HWE” BEH B -#
B BRoOMhoE»bbiz LA YV %, B DEBRAORITERITR
S THEINRTWHRETTH D, TRFEBUADZOO—REI D DB, —2on TR

------

FEEHME] s MEEAE] THE o0 BMNELZ 2O, XIXL0O4T ‘nexus’
B % &0 BB Th B THSH L LTV 5, Wb s [BRRHE] OfFo—
WEE (ThiefvfOoTRKE HHEA L) X, “HWNFEY LT ‘nexus’ XL
T—{A®D ‘nexus-object’ + Eh b (- TEo [ QKIS ORADOEFITI—KEE ‘Ctz
QEKREBEIRD) EZAC—RENH DO, B ‘nexus’ ORI
BHEDEND, TOBELHRNERLZHE > ETHROBETHLOLENEII DT
H5 (¥ Fries thCy, oS EoEROHEERI LN Lho Class1EE, A 141
AU EWSLISREAILLDERTHARL 2O TH 2025 RTIERGITE oy,
Zhd FRBEDNERYAL AT hERTERREETH A 5).

Jespersen o> “FEFE” “HWWEE” “WE" COWCUEHRA LS, HoLhboR
MEBADOAFE, BLABEONFOEOMBEHFREBROPICEBCANTHICLT
LEEFOTHY, ML CHCERESNPG - R KL 5 HMIT L D, RHCIEE
CRELOBE - BHMEAR IV S BECEEL, FRIMARLIHESNERCED L\ 55
HSHWINHENBHETH D, chil—HERWTERC Y 20 WEESLTEEL T4,
R E A S A R EREN —HE /LD T, - TRFENERELTD
XEEEE L OB TABELE Y b2t vwbintthidilebivi25n 5,

2. Fries {ZFH(F335 “XFE” “ARYE" OBM

Fries 3 The Structure of English (LI'F SE LWM¥) k-, TEAMbERLIE
B LAWT, ¥FLEEYHEFBNLeEEoF iR, o Trhas#RLTw5
AFERLEJGLERL LCOEY R0 TR, £46MEOHCETHE () om
PHERTPZ 5 L5, REREHET 01, FEOFBENEROFIAIEH LY
VALARMERD LV S L E, FE () OBKICL 5EROEHC L AERNE
Bt WA & WAER MARAUL [LoolBEYyEbLTREl Tho7tob, BUSE
() BB THADOBEXYELLEYT 20T, MhlEROSEMELHRIRT25
HETHRREL{ATBLTEER D L DNLHTHS,

EHICH LT3 Jespersen 23K school grammar (Y/rER L+ THAL, TES
BhEHLTHO SOIERR 2MATTES5 & LRREY Fries i1 —RBEHEC—HL
EEE LA OC, BBNERTELCBIFRCHLL o0, HELLCOEE
FRETHFHELZED LI L LI THS,. B, FPHFED testable 7B, i
ZOWBOBEOIYRARCRME LT, LrLHENC—BHE D0 HRE: X o
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HBAYHELLLbOTHS., 5T, BOEME (form) OE»SHOBREILTNTHBIN
B0ELT, BRAOKRESS, MEEFORKEYHEEE: LTHBEIRL) XoEBEYEL
LR EFhoXOROHRBL, BECXOBREROSN (ICHMY EHET, X
FoE () OBRBEE,OERTIEL, toZRMNTERL L Ui LCEYRL
Fﬁ@&%é@ﬁmﬁ AYEZ, Zhitlsn groups L4 fs ‘function words’ %=, Class
178 % Class 2B LOWRLEORGRARE IR LT, BT HEEREORLE
Bl b HAENC—BR 5 RB Tk 5 k'ﬂ'é@f@%.

TOLSRRBOER GO MEOTTES, LOEBEECKCT, HRELLO
EE Lt THE] b bbhs &\ 541 (dlstr-butlon) OWERHBE LCERHONER
{3 e Fries i\~ TlL, Jespersen o ) 5 disEHE{FE 0 THENEECE L TV
BRI E O\ C, TBEEIZINC ‘ranks’ ¥ CCEOHTEGEOMB YD THE S
BERAEV-EV2 5, (Fries L, BORRBOREXHEDELTAVIIERIST,
“their childhood days” ¢ childhood % Class 38E% L\~ T Class 1+ LT\ 5%.) F
TR E\WTh, Class1FE & Class 2FOBR OB A GG Wb B 5
& RED, MEOHAMLEN LXOEEYMY, MoEs OBRRER (HB) %3
FhERGRD « F XA —FOBBEEONNCRML, DEADIRETHAY IERBCART,
51 B L LCEIKIC sentence modifier & LTHENLTAL (“included”
sentence) LTSN L 5 b OnDbhIch by ‘307 LWV EEL, RO
Mt AWA L ORER#E % & » 7z Class 1554 Class 2% Fh LThoBMEZEd s bl
ST EFEDHHEL, FOREENEROBHOBTIT 2TEE L X OBMBECS T &
WO HEWRBEROBBIGILAY (I CHH) & Fries OX0BHOKEKTHS, Lol
R TRTCEOHBEHORBM BRI S LW ThiInd, #£-T, Whdb “E
E” “BREDF (EHEFE)” “BHE” “HE” %, {3k SVOC tarbbiIhic X 5 is#m
EXROBHEOEEERTI, 2ANBEORBNNTORAL L » TRAShDDTALEE
%, *z-C Fries 3 SE IR BT TW2DIE, HEED-HWD “subject”
“object” DENFHRARLI ELTWBDTHS,

LiL, ZZC Fries @ IC %4 LEMCRHN TS L, XOFHORYOBEE T,
FOX ORISR T Class 1582 Class 2B ¥ X OWEOHTHIELT, ThEh
OEME (W HWD HINEE OB T LR TS Class 2BEEETS) %3
Sl T it B, Class 1 B2 ED LR FH b, Class 2EX S
T NEPERD B YD, £0dLOBHRER VTR EREERE L 2O BHE ()
A3 AT, “BREE” 2 ‘eBF BT L TARAGRYRE, ko BaR
‘Bl RUE D equivalents W X BFELFBOME - i (FER) BRI Ta il
BREHS, ZOX5IBBC X A0WETE Jespersen ¢ ‘nexus’ - ‘junction” DG
CHEULCERL B THH S, LdL, Jespesen b - TEER K=< ‘junction’
L ‘nexus’ o CHEKREN DD, I “EFE” & “HOE” 02 - #Alvs
WTERBIEC L5 DR LOBREEV O BRIERELTTTVWA T LY, BEO
HBARUESHOREORH L\ 5 51, Fries 0—F Lo UM 7o 05EARK BRI R
WTHRANERRDD Evbhllsbinwv, L, 2o tid—greTtogiksn
TEBLPREHITERTVE LW Z LTV L Bbh %, Friesid “E5E” “HW
E” “SRIEFEH (predicate nominative)” “BEIKREE” “LiANKTMEE (noun adjunct)” HFEE
LoEROF EDEREVT ThbOFOXPERITHEL LTCERC X 2B %10ED 4



150 Z‘ R R ERE IS

#A (formula) T X s TR LichETHROIOIKE 5 :
In order to identify and to distinguish these particular structures one does not need
to know the lexical meaning of the words, nor even what the sentence is about. He
must be able to recognize the Class 1 and the Class 2 words and he must control
enough of their meaning to know whether their referents are the “same” or ‘“‘dif-
ferent,” what ‘‘substitutegroup’ they belong to, and whether a word of that sub-
stitute group is structurally substitutible in the utterance. (SE, p. 195)

DX HInEROFE (control of meaning) &1, BREEOHFHENHEHREHM - TOLED
TET/evE Lich, BEEBEHKEIWIFRERL I - TERDLhIDTHS b,
Flex DX 5 BEOHTTH IOORAOBIILAL D, 1IC SicisvT

Didn’t you or he go and see her?

There was a book, not a notebook, on this table yesterday.

A scholar may or may not make money.

Is it all right for me to go there?
RERBBACEBCT TP CEBRETES .

EREDMHOERT, Flxi¥ Class2 —Class 1 DEFIT LA EM TRV DOBEE S
HIC A TR LT, (U B84\ Class 4 B2 EHICH bbh s Ba (of. Seldom is
she ready on time.), (2HEFEEE ‘there’ A CHHW KBB4 (cf. There is a guard there.)
HALLTWDE, ThLHIREROFEANEERLAV RS LAV 3B
5,

DL 5K Fries D HEOFBE - — BB+ DEECFELADAD X ML
ABRRERINDE, £HILRERKALLVWOXIbESL L, FRIEELTELLTO
REVHEENEC Y » TR, EEFCBTHXOBENERORE 2 LORBTRVTHY
BiELicbolvwr k5, THREET BRIAVAOEEY b, HCLtONBCFE
EEUDEDV I AL ELTEOERCRE«OFERDVED L, Thdbiulicbiny,
Jespersen {313 2 UTEKRBEHE» D, REOEBCELPLPATEFVOERBE R L,
Fries HAKRALC &%, JOBHECOXKL%-LRE, & LTEOTFTOHE
Bl BRI X - T, SBEVESR L I2RIO level OEISNER (LHEMER) ¥EHTC
EEDOVWT—BLTUARNRTYWHEIAR, ThEhDEREDL LWL L5,

&
1. Otto Jespersen, The Philosophy of Grammar (London: George Allen & Unwin, 1958, %

Wi31924), BT PG Lz L, DIMO_—JRACPICRT,
2. Charls Carpenter Fries, The Structure of English (London: Longmans, c. 1952), #3000

23T ST gL, HAOGR— IR RICRT,
3. Henry Sweet (1845-1912) 4 ¥ ) RpFEYH « MBS,
4. Immediat constituent analysis [EIEMHRERA~OTL WL T, I CaMr&id.

Summary

In this paper I study Jespersen’s and Fries’ grammartical ways of recognizing and dis-
criminating the elements of English sentence. Both Jespersen and Fries, in each way,
aim to treat this problem scientifically, rejecting old traditional school grammar which

has no accurate analysis of the structure of English.
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Jespersen analyzes English sentences in rather various ways, using, for exsample, the
terms of logic, “connotation” and “extension”, too.

Fries uses rather purer method to analyze the structure of English,

Comparing the two cases, Jespersen’s and Fries’, I try to find out the characterstics
of these two ways.



