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

R. Emons
� Studentaudience,didacticapproach,aimsat fairly completecoverage
� Thesentenceastheminimal unit of communication.
� No “selectionrestrictions”for sentencesasin TG.

(cf. � He goes the house vs. The tree drives his car)
� Hierarchicalsegementationof sentencesby commutation.
� No differentiationbetweenobligatoryandoptionalcomplements,only complementsandad-

juncts.

Elements of valency description
� Quantitativevalency: number of obligatoryor optionalcomplements.Englishverbsconsidered

eithermono-di- or trivalent,zero-valentasaspecialcaseof monovalent.
� Qualitativevalency: thekind of complementsa predicaterequires( � casegrammar!).
� Subcategories:differentrequirements on element structure to fill apredicate’svalencies.

Complement categories

Fivecomplementcategories,solelydeterminedthroughcommutationtests:

E1 commuteswith he, she, etc.( � subject)

E2 commuteswith him, her, etc.( � directobject)

E3 prepositionalphrases;if theprepositionis semanticallysignificant,thesemanticvariantsarecon-
sidereddifferentlexemeswith equalvalency, � phrasalverbs.

E4 commutingprepositionalandnon-prepositionalelements

E5 complementswith certainrestrictionsin passive formation,oftencommutew/adjectives.

Subcategories

SubcategoriesNOM (“Nominal”), IK (“Infiniti vkonstruktion”)andES(“Ergänzungssatz”)for each
of theabovecategories.

NOM pronouns,propernouns,demonstrative pronouns,constructionswith prepositionalattributes
or “genitive”-setc.,unlesscharacteristicsfor othersubcategoriesarepresent.

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

ES subclauses,show sentencestructure,canhaveown adjuncts
e.g.“Who(ever) arrives is my friend”; “Thingsareas they should be”
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D.J. Allerton
� Linguisticaudience,morein-depthtreatmentof asomewhatsmallerfragmentof Englishsyntax
� Valency asa “deepstructure”phenomenon
� joint omission/ joint permutationtestsonly asanadditionalcriterion

Foundations
� Division of constructionsinto subordinative/endocentric,coordinative/endocentic,exocentric;

extension:semi-subordinative � specifiers; irreducible � cornerstones.
� Elementsin grammaticalconstructions:puremarkers,contrastive grammaticalitems,lexical

items.
� Covariation:grammaticalagreement,locutionalandsematicrestrictions.
� Semanticcategorizationimplied in classeslike “head” or “modifier”, but syntacticdescription

shouldbekeptasfreefrom it aspossible.

Verb valency
� Valency frames:semi-subordinativeconstructionsof lexical core(verb)+ lexical specifier

( � verb elaborators).
� Semanticrolesof elaborators:determinedby theverb,preservedin passive transformation
� By-phrasesin passiveconstructionshavespecialstatusasirreducible“counter-subjects”

� perjects

Elaborator categories
� Subjectvs.objectadjuncts
� Object reservedfor passivizableelaborators,otherscalledobjoids or predicatives (cf. dama-

ge/resemble/remain).
� SubcategoriesMatch objoid (e.g.with “resemble”),Measure objoid (“weigh”), Posession

objoid (someusesof “have”)
� Varioustestsfor elaboratorcategories:elaboratorfronting, insertionbetweenV andNP, NP

replacementw/AdjP, clefting of NP, passivization, NP exchange,synonymy of “how much”
and“what”-questions.

� Categoriesmaybefilled by NP, AdjP, PPor ADV
� Possiblequantitative valencies:avalent to tetravalent (the latter dubiouscaseslike “pay” or

“transfer”)
� Categorieslooselyrelatedto semanticrolesof elaborators,thoughinvolvesan“elementof the

arbitrary”
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