Lecture 4

The period of scientific grammars is the very end of the 19th c and the beg of the 20th c. Scientific grammars particularized certain grammatical notions – they explained them theoretically. They paid much more attention to the syntactical research. Some of them even introduced the idea of sentence analysis. They studied thoroughly the structure of composite sentences, they studied the hierarchy of diff levels both in a simple and in a compound sentences. They were not unanimous in the approach to the composite sentence. Some of them didn’t consider the compound sentence and the same level. In their opinion a real composite sentence was a complex sentence and a compound sentence was heated as a number indep sentences joined together they distinguished double and multiply sentences. Many of their ideas were like forerunners of the future development of linguistics that is of the structural approach. It was a great contribution both in the general theory of language (they found some universal ideas which could be used by other branches of linguistics) and in the development of the doctrine of usage.

The 40s witnessed the development of a new type of grammar – the structural approach to studying and describing the language. (they wanted to describe the way the language works)

The new haunches:

1. structural – descriptive approach

2. transformational – generative grammar

3. generative semantics

4. text linguistics

1) Zelec Harris

He formulates the aim of descriptive linguistics – “the setting up of elements and the statement of the distribution of these elements relative to each other” they concentrated their attention on formal operations the so-called grammatical discovery procedures (процедура, благодаря которой можно установить грамматический статус слова(дистрибутивный анализ)); sentence structure is represented in terms of immediate constituent. 

Some other: Charles Fries



     Whitehall

Before Fries’s and Harris’s books appeared they were several prominent linguists who already employed descriptive methods but H., F. and Wh were linguists who joined all the ideas together.

2) The aim of the g g is to find out mechanisms that account for the generation of the variety of sentences of a language out of a new Kernal sentences. 

The scheme of analysis:

There are several Kernal sentences and a list of transformation rules (T-rules). They have introduced the notion of the deep and the surface structure of each sentence. By the deep str they mean the very idea, and the surface structure is how it is expressed.

Transformational operations which help transform a Kernal structure into a sentence:

1. rearrangement

2. addition

3. deletion

4. combination

Some grammarians of the Past expressed those ideas (Bain, Jesperson). Implicitly they developed those ideas. (enlargement, expansion – зачатки этих идей)
Loan Chomsky – the former of American transformational – generative grammar.

3) generative semantics

It’s not so popular as (1) and (2). It’s based on that here is semantic level at which all the information relevant for the syntactic structure of the sentence is accumulated. This level is called the underlying or sem structure. It comprises (включает) the basic grammatical and selectional restrictions. Here they distinguish two semantic properties in the semantic representation of a sentence:

· the proposition (мысль, ситуация)
· the modality constituence (все то, что выражает отношение)

Lucoff

Charles Fillmore – теория падежей (6 basic cases): 





John opened the door.





The door was opened by John. (the agentive)





The key opened the door.





John opened the door with a key. (the instrumental)

  + the locative
the dative
the fasctative
the objective
4) text linguistics

Its aim is to provide a formal device needed for the theoretical description of discourse (речь). Attempts to describe the main features of a coherent connected text. It has been developing very rapidly for the last 30 – 000 years there are many interesting works in it and there are some achievements. The supporters of this theory even insisted that it is not a separate branch of linguistics but it is above linguistics.

