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Valeng theoryin thedescriptionof English:
D.J.Allerton/ R.Emons

R.Emons

¢ Studentaudiencedidacticapproachaimsatfairly completecoverage
e Thesentencastheminimal unit of communication.

e No “selectionrestrictions™for sentenceasin TG.
(cf. xHe goes the house vs. The tree drives his car)

¢ Hierarchicalsggementatiorof sentenceby commutation.

e No differentiationbetweenobligatory and optional complementspnly complementand ad-
juncts.

Elements of valency description

¢ Quantitative valeng: number of obligatoryor optionalcomplementsEnglishverbsconsidered
eithermono-di- or trivalent,zero-\alentasa specialcaseof monovalent.

¢ Qualitatve valeny: thekind of complements predicaterequire(— casegrammar').

e Subcatgories:differentrequirements on element structure to fill apredicatesvalencies.

Complement categories

Five complementateyories,solely determinedhroughcommutatiortests:

E1 commuteswith he, she, etc.(~ subject)
E2 commuteswith him, her, etc.(~ directobject)

E3 prepositionaphrasesif the prepositions semanticallysignificant the semantiosariantsarecon-
sidereddifferentlexemeswith equalvaleng, — phrasalerbs.

E4 commutingprepositionabndnon-prepositionatlements
E5 complementsvith certainrestrictionsin passve formation,oftencommutew/adjectives.

Subcategories

SubcatgoriesNOM (“Nominal”), IK (“Infiniti vkonstruktion”)and ES (“Erganzungssatz™jor each
of theabove cateyories.

NOM pronounspropernouns,demonstratie pronounsconstructionswith prepositionakttributes
or “genitive”-s etc.,unlesscharacteristicéor othersubcatgoriesarepresent.

IK only IK1 markedby -ing or to
e.g."Peterlikesdriving a car”; “He heardhim shout”

ES  subclauseshown sentencetructure canhave own adjuncts
e.g.“Who(ever) arrivesis my friend”; “Things areas they should be’
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D.J.Allerton

¢ Linguisticaudiencemorein-depthtreatmenbf asomavhatsmallerfragmeniof Englishsyntax
e Valengy asa“deepstructure’phenomenon

e joint omissior/ joint permutatiortestsonly asanadditionalcriterion

Foundations

e Division of constructionsnto subordinatre/endocentriccoordinatve/endocenticexocentric;
extension:semi-subordinatie — specifiers; irreducible— cornerstones.

e Elementsin grammaticalconstructionspure markers, contrastve grammaticaitems, lexical
items.

o Covariation:grammaticabgreementpcutionalandsematiaestrictions.

e Semanticategorizationimplied in classedik e “head” or “modifier”, but syntacticdescription
shouldbekeptasfreefrom it aspossible.

Verb valency

¢ Valeng frames:semi-subordinatie construction®of lexical core(verb)+ lexical specifier
(— verb elaborators).

e Semantiaolesof elaboratorsdeterminedy theverb, preseredin passie transformation

e By-phrasesn passie constructiondiave specialstatusasirreducible“countersubjects”
— perjects

Elaborator categories

e Subjectvs. objectadjuncts

e Object resenedfor passvizableelaboratorsptherscalledobjoids or predicatives (cf. dama-
ge/resemble/remain).

e SubcatgoriesMatch objoid (e.g.with “resemble”),Measure objoid (“weigh”), Posession
objoid (someusesof “have”)

¢ Varioustestsfor elaboratorcateyories:elaboratorfronting, insertionbetweenv and NP, NP
replacementv/AdjP, clefting of NP, passiization, NP exchange synorymy of “how much”
and“what”-questions.

e Categoriesmaybefilled by NP, AdjP, PPor ADV

e Possiblequantitatve valencies:avalentto tetravalent(the latter dubiouscasedike “pay” or
“transfer”)

e Catgorieslooselyrelatedto semantiaolesof elaboratorsthoughinvolvesan“elementof the
arbitrary”



