Jespersen OLHEARITEBIT S
Verbid Of&IzDWT

B oM®m —

I

Ak, AHBEREED CBROBLLTRESNE IO THLDT,
EEL, EAHBIITBODE 7 -~ BATAS LI L. AF#E
i, BRI OEMARSIEIRE, Eby i thy, BHRERC
L BIh, toRFEREDY, ¥4, MIERIA TV LY b,
5 v < — 7 OFRF » Otto Jespersen |2, FEHIZERA I N TV TBTTH
St Xz, JetEo DB, Morphology X b, Syntax O FEK
LTy, 2o, Verbals Hizbiz, —F K& REBRLI
TELNAEZOTRRWPESRIFTERE. o 2BFE, AHBEEO KRB
Lb, EEXRACHEL T BROARK, EREORFIREST,
BHER L HH L TR BRICHZEEER, B LA ETNT, TER»EA
ArEFEOMIEET o Th - .

2 = C, AFETE, Otto Jespersen ONEMARIZEIT S Verbid o#f
AR OCTOREERY B, *0oEROBRLLOREIZDOWT, I
PPREBERTR > THAZWERD.

II

Jespersen ORI BT, Verbid oif&s BHicBEh 30,
A Modern English Grammar Part II (1914, LI'F MEG II »Bg3) I



2 Jespersen OWEEARRIZ BT B Verbid Of&ic DT
BWTThE. SLELS LD, ZhiBEL BB IhT-280 %5 H
T5E, ROL5Ihs.

1.41. If we compare the two combinations the barking dog and
the dog barks, we find that the same two ideas are combined in
different ways, though the logical subordination is the saﬁe. Dog
in both cases is the primary word, and barks as well as barking
is secondary to it. A tertiary word may be added in the same
form in both cases: the furiously barking dog (the dog barking
Suriously) | the dog barks furiously. But though the two combi-
nations have thus much in commen, they are felt to be distinctly
different : the group of words the dog barks is rounded off in a
way that the barking dog is not. The former is a complete piece
of information, while the barking dog makes us expect some con-
tinuation (like: does not bite). We express this peculiar kind of
finish, which is found in one combination and lacking in the
other, by saying that a combination containing a verb form like
barks in our example is regularly capable of forming a senternce,
while a combination containing no verb can only in exceptional
cases form a sentence. This will be illustrated in a following
chapter.

1.42, This sentence-building power is found in all real verb
forms (often called finite verb forms), but not in such forms as
barking or stolen (participles) or in infinitives like to bark, to
steal. Participles are really a kind of adjectives, and infinitives
have something in common with substantives, though syntactically

they retain many of the verbal characteristics. We shall therefore
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do well to restrict the name of verb to those forms that have the
eminently verbal power of forming sentences, and to apply the

name of verbid to participles and infinitives.

19274z 7> MEG II @ “ Appendix to the First and Second Edi-
tions ” 233\ ~C, Jespersen E &, “the important distinction between
junction and nexus ... was not clear to me in 1913.” (p. 486) x4H
LTWwa X3z, MEG II 2EhREEICH T, 377, Junction
& Nexus D&%, Jespersen OEHOFT, WEIZEZRINS Z TITE
BoThhhofor bk, BERCHED, Pl rd, Zizdsn
WA PRI, #4E, Junction r Nexus k&4 X3¢, Jespersen kD
PR BT EAFOERTHE - L, BETH S,

X, (A the barking dog

(B) the dog barks

L ToDREAIZE T, Jespersen IZ LA, Q) B 0EGDRA
1%, ®7 “a complete piece of information” ThHBDIZK LT, AIF
TrwizrTthB 0ED, O
Wiz bk, BRBESICERB, @G, 505, M EREY AR
EWIZrThB. FLT, ZOERPAETE LD IR, barks & bark-
ing OBIEOENIHB LI P, Jespersen OEXTTOEKRTH 5.
barks ic AE S5 & 5 7%, I finite verb forms LTEERB b dlciE,
“the sentence-building power ” 2320 51 %23, barking icfFEXh 3
£ 97 verb forms izi&, £0 X 9% “power” FFED LRV VI

“makes us expect some continuation

2

Yz 3. #oC, “the power of forming sentences ” %, “the emi-
nently verbal power” HEL, 20X I % “verbal power” 2 BfEL
Tw3 verb forms &%, “verbs” YEERI Xickh B, oFbh, o=

Tw3 “verbs” kX, \whW B “finite verbs” ThB L EML TI\-
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Wiz, =@ X 5l “the eminently verbal power of forming sentences
FBEMEL T verb forms (3, Verbid ¥ WIOZHTE L HIL T
5. Z#bo verb forms (¥, “the power of forming sentences” % H
L TwRWiRbiz, BRRiEREOMC, BAEFRIERFAD] HEEbb
o TR LI DN, TORHETHEELWABTHSI. ¥ LG &
@ MEG II {Z %\ TiX, “to apply the name of verbid to participles
and infinitives ” L EESTFHITW5. Db, 1913EOBERE R,

Jespersen (%, “the power of forming sentences” % B f#f L 7~ (finite)

B

verbs 12359 %, “the power of forming sentences ” % B{# L T\ 72
\~ verb forms } L Ci%, Participles & Infinitives & L, &FEIZ 7o
Sl END DB D, o TAL B RAEERIE, 74, Gerunds 7,
Verbid ofIix SN TR 2 n) EThH5. Z ORI DLW,
BTHEDTEERTIZLRLT 22T, ZoRMEERT LTI
LEDHTEL L &iTT 5.

jass

wiz, Verbid oz Bl s ik, The Philosophy of Grammar
(1924, UF PG xBE9) iKBWTTh 3.

It is nearly always easy to see whether a given idea is verbal
or no, and if we combine a verb with a pronoun as in the exam-
ples given (or with a noun: the man eats, etc.) we discover that
“the verb imparts to the combination a special character of finish
and makes it a (more or less) complete piece of communication—
a character which is wanting if we combine a noun or pronoun

with an adjective or adverb. The verb is a life-giving element,
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which makes it particularly valuable in building up sentences:
a sentence nearly always contains a verb, and only exceptionally
do we find combinations without a verb which might be called
complete sentences. Some grammariahs even go so far as to re-
quire the presence of a verb in order to call a given piece of
communication a sentence. We shall discuss this question in a
later chapter.

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 barking dog lacks
that peculiar finish and makes us ask: What about that dog?
The sentence-building power is found in all those forms which
are often called “finite ” verb forms, but not in such forms as
barking or eaten (participles), nor in infinitives like to bark, to
eat. Particii)les are really a kind of adjectives formed from
verbs, and infinitives have something in common with substan-
tives, though syntactically both participles and infinitives retain
many of the characteristics of a verb. From one point of view,
therefore, we should be justified in restricting the name verb to
those forms (the finite forms) that have the eminently verbal

«

power of forming sentences, and in treating the “verbids” (par-
ticiples and infinitives) as a separate class intermediate between
nouns and verbs (cf. the old name participium, i. e. what partic-

ipates in the character of noun and verb). (pp. 86-87)
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oM E, MEG II 251t % b0 I & HEREF L TAh B &, &
E D OFEH MR R HICF U ——MEG 11
OBRMY, BEAYTPBRDLOREVWEIIIREXS. LrL, $54L,
FHELLHRIIDA ST, BEELEDCAD L, BETOErROo5ND
IHicEbh 3.
4235, MEG II iz3\~Tlk, “...barks as well as barking is secon-

P74

dary to it.” <63 CH Y, X512 “The primary word with which
a verb is intimately connected as a kind of adjunct, is called the sub-
ject of the verb.” (1.43) rFBAINTWBZ L i2EXEDbE, Tk,
» .. the logical subordination is the same.” ¥\~ 9 323 % A 3017 s 11,
o O EEBEClLE, Participles @ X 5 % non-finite verbs 7715 Cid 7z ¢, finite
verbs % 34» T, verbs (X, £ff: LT, Adjuncts O & TERE &
L2 bR TWhEOTRRWrEELLRE. (X562, Language p. 335,
11, 9-11% Lot AS p. 145, 11, 17-20&08.)

—7J, PG %, Nexus & Junction @ RFIMHREI &k - 7258 L LG,
“ Rinite forms of verbs can only stand as secondary words (adnexes),
7 (p o 100) &FBBI LB L D I2 i b, finite verbs B L T Adjuncts
BRBRBECORTLE L Too el biz, Elonl9274E0 Ap-
pendix ¢, Jespersen %3, “I should not now say that a verb is

gl_:g

connected with its subject as “a kind of adjunct”:” (p.486) + Q&
DBEEEITR > QB I L TIHRTE D,
ZoX iz, finite verbs (234 ZWED LD L FTLTC,

“ verbids ”

Verbid iz o\~T 4, “treating the (participles and infini-

tives) as a separate class intermediate between nouns! and verbs ” &

1 PG p. 72 ZHWT, ROLIBHEVHELNS.
... I shall use the word nmoun...for the larger class of which substantives

and adjectives are subdivisions.
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—BHRMIZARLRT5. ZOMICEITBEICE VT, PG ok
T, —HFORNBPEBINIZE VA0 TEEV»EEDRS. Lk
L, #h @R, Verbid oSz o3, PG itk Tk, F0RE
ORI, BWREEPECHRD CHEoTREVWI EEDbRS.

v Td, PG oBMuc s\ TH, M, Verbid %, Participles »
Infinitives @ o7 FIZR 5Tk b, Gerunds 23, 2oz, KK x
SRTuRVC L, WETHS. '

v

19314 I R S 7 MEG. IV jz&\¢, £ 7%z, “Tenses of the
Verbids ” &\ 9 —FEN 3 55N TR Y, ZOEIZBTE, Infinitive
(7.1-4), Participles (7.5-7) AT, 7.8 LT, “Tenses of the
“ing”” LWIOEBDPBREINTLE. FLT KOLS RIBETHDS
FONGRP-R

7.8(1). Substantives do not ordinarily admit of any indications
of time (cf. PG 282); his movement may correspond in meaning
to ‘he moves (is Amoving)’, ‘he moved (was moving)’ or ‘he will
move (will be moving)’. Similarly the ing (the verbal substan-
tive in ing) had originally, and to a great extent still has, no
reference to time: on account of his coming may be equal to
‘because. he comes’ or ‘because he came’ or ‘he will come’,
according to the connexion in which it occurs. I intend seeing
the king refers to the future, I remember seeing the king to the
past, or rather the iﬁg as such implies neither, and if different
times are thought of, it .depends on the meaning of intend and

remember, . . ..
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FE 7.8(2)-G) LEIFLNTWBARAXHKRAL T4L2 &, By
P53 X512, ZoIET, Jespersen REL Y - T2 R, B, EXE
Iz C, Gerunds EFRE LN TWENENEETHL 2 Lk, BETH
%. 772, Gerunds & BRI, R INTCH5O TR AL, ‘the “ing ”’
EWH I IBRERT, ok, IORORBREBEIN TS LA, F
72, EF, Jespersen oD FOEDLWHENRTWBEORI LAk
(EEG 23.9, i%, “Tenses of the Gerund” %7z » T\ 5.).

ThErdbh, ToBMET, ¥5L T, Verbid o ERIAINT,
Gerunds 3 2O EDHLNE L SR RBCE 70O, TOBRHBEES
BeiEine. 772, Verbid oz Gerunds S0 515 & 5 Il - 1off
B Verbid (¥, ¥, #ExEEC Verbals :HeonTn33d0r, A
B E 7.

Libl, Zo—Kik —RRIoiTEy, 2ok, Verbid o
B S AU RR, #ilom, Verbid o AR, ILICKIEI
BEXNE R RB0THE.

v

S35 —oHER E Lis\ Gerunds OB b 75, Jespersen @j[{ﬂ_g‘
HROFT, PHILAIND L IIR5 0k, 1933FI MRS hic Essen-
tials of English Grammar (LT EEG rE3) 28\ TThB.

AEOBRD, Y0r5kh-Thdh v b, FEI0ERND, H28E
F ¢%8, Independent Nexus, 0% b, Sentences DEELH I EIC
TRy, FObk, H295) 58358 % ¢35, Dependent Nexus |z
BI$2E LI Z i »> T3, LT, =@ Dependent Nexus %X

b > EOWMEU, KO L S BREFIC R > T 3.
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Dependent Nexus (Simple Nexus) (£529%)
Nexus-Substantives (Z30%)
The Gerund (E31%E)
The Infinitive ($£32%)
Clauses as Primaries (#533%&)
Clauses as Secondaries (££34%)

Clauses as Tertiaries (535%)

ZLTC 0k dBEOEIIOMLAIE - Twd L kiconwTiE, EEG
DLbIEHE s LTEh I The System of Grammar (1933, LIF SG
W) 32 ITBWT, RO LT, BRI T3S,

Comparative grammar long ago discovered that the infinitive
in our (Aryan) family of languages was originally a verbal sub-
stantive (nomen actionis) i.€. what is here called a nexus-sub-
stantive. And though the infinitive has in many ways losi much
of its substantival character and has adopted many syntactical
constructions originally reserved for finite verb-forms, it has never
lost its capacity of expressing a nexus. Hence its place in my
system after nexus-substantives and gerunds and before (depen-

dent) clauses, which generally contain a finite verb. (p. 42)

2% b, Nexus-substantives (¥, B&ICKFH L L CORMLZAEFL Tk
b, Gerunds—Infinitives 8 T IR C, fRAK, FEEER
BELTTE, 2000 & L ¢, finite verbs IC[EH Th 2 HAENREE:,
Berlt%l BETDHISCR-TRDIEZELALNTWEDTHD. *L

1 Gerunds [z, AL L, SG pp. 4142 T, RO L HIZBBAINT WS,
The gerund is a nexus-substantive, which differs from other nexus-substan-,/
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<, Clauses IZ¥\~ T, 5247 finite verbs AWV LNTVB 9 h
FThB. ZhT, Jespersen OEHRFROPFIZE LT, Gerunds LD
IR MBEEDTWEP 0I5 2L, —EHEC R - 29, T,
Verbid @8lfh H\v» T, Gerunds (X, Yok ) BRIKEG-FEIhT
WEBREWwI Zkickd &, EEG TR, BEIELARE, HREE L
dhed, cofoshki, &£ ARShvoths. Lirl, kL
3, o EEG B¢, Jespersen o AR O HIZ 5 5 Gerunds
OB, BEER->TWE o L2, #rThs.

VI

Verbid o@lar b\ ZOEDBECTTL, WHEIZE - Tk 0k
19374212 R 8 Wtz Analytic Syntax (LIF AS rBE9) IBWTTh
3. KBIZHWTC, ZUWDT, Verbid ZBI¢ 22, i, —E3
5565 LERkY, FolBWT, ZOfEY exhaustive BT,
By FEbN T3, TOLHE, FFE Part IT HIF BT RO LS
KARIN TS,

39.1 Infinitive
39.2 Y
39.3 Gerund
39.4 Nexus-Substantive
X5z, MEIL1 TR, ‘a verbid 4, G, X or Y)’, 38.1 ¢,

¢

verbids ” ; infinitive, gerund, nexus-substantive, participle’ &R

N tives, in so far as it has acquired some of the syntactical peculiarities of finite
verbs: it can have an adverb (tertiary) joined to it, it has a perfect and a
passive ; this verbal character is also manifested when it can take an object

without of and when it can have a subject preposed in the common case.
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RN TS,

DB, YIRDOWTE, HTOHENLETHS 5. Yk, Jespersen
BHICE-C ROLICHFHPIh T3,

It

The letter Y is used in this system as a common denomination
for what implies a nexus, though not really denoting one. It thus
comprises both participles and agent-nouns (nomina agentis). (AS

p. 157)
ZTOEFETRTE, KOLIRIDOTHS.

(1) Participles
An admired employer 2 (Y®) Yo
An admiring employee 2 (Y Y°
The young girl waiting on us
212 (Y 0)
He had the book bound
SV O (S, POY™)
(2) . Agent-Substantives
The discoverer of America
Y pO 74z Y 2 (pO)
His supporters 0% Y
A believer in the Trinity Y pO
A constant reader of the Times

23 Y po

Wiz, AS Part I o135 KHEE ORI D <5 &, kDX STk
- T3,
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Dependent Nexus [Nominal] (£514%)
Dependent Infinitival Nexus (§£15%)
Split Subject or Object (Z516%)
Infinitive (FE17E)

Infinitive Continued (£518)

Gerund (519%)

Nexus-Substantives (££203%)
Agent-Substantives and Participles (£21)
Clauses as Primaries (#522%)
Clauses as Secondaries (£523%)
Clauses as Tertiaries (243

TR BRBEV ok s, EEG Tk, ‘X-Gol-
Clauses’ L \WHEFNCR > TCotc e 2B, YREDAATECNDZ L
Wik, Thinb, ZOYHEYRALTELIDIZ, ZoBNOMEF
KB REAPAETTE LI e ThE. Y, Elom<, Agent
Substantives » Participles #8323 L& Th 5. “oWHE, HEE
DEHEIZ BT, PROIRELERES > T0BE0T, YEELB LT,
Agent-Substantives ZruiMzZ UL CRET B, ZTh it $, Participles #
FRDIBEETENT, 2RVZOWMYPTERR > THRE. T0FER
L THBDH, AS @ Partl ¥ Part Il itk 33 2oV HFbh o
2B Th3 X5 THASH. Part II 0398 ¢, Participles—Agent-
Substantives QJHIZI Y b T B0 T, I-Y>G-X olEr%k - T
kb, —J, Part 1 821% ¢1¥, Agent-Substantives—Participles » 15
BBy Fbh Tnb 0T, I5G>X->Y DlEFick-Tw3 2 Ex bh
50 Th5.
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VII

XC, 19401 S MEG Vich 3 &, bR b HFuig, &
DL RIEF T3,

Simple Nexus (282~ 6 &)
Nexus-Substantives (BB 73
The Gerund (58~ 9 &)
The Infinitive (££10~20E)
Clauses as Tertiaries (5521%)

Implied Dependent Nexus (££22%)

toth, —FEHxoEHR0 0k, X, G LY oftF, &b,
YORbFFTh 5. &4EomFE, Simple Nexus—X—->G—I—-Clauses
EVIEFRIZE - Clb, ohid, EEG ka8 Hm—CHE. +
L, Y&, ‘Implied Dependent Nexus’ &\ BB E MR T 5T
rohcHbhs L5z, LRORINL, FFshTnE. Z0OH)
%%, Jespersen 25, YOH bW CBIL €, ERIZEFEIEFWNL T
PEBERTZID0OTHD EBbh 5.

VIII

¥C 4ETR, REOEMEI, Jespersen OIKERIZI T,
Verbid #3, Yol 5MoBbhT&b%, FEL Chibd<cbs
B, WiT, ¥, Jespersen OIEARIZIWC, Verbid o#E&NENE
L, ZEL TR0, ZoRELZEHT LI ERS TRV

EPE R ELRTIE RS RV g, Verbid 25 0%,

(1) Bfdilc, finite verbs X O} HOFTE X LD,
rThed,
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(2) Dependent Nexus &\~ Hilo AL B4 % 0,
LI ETHB.

CTOBENPSLRB E, Verbid 23 dolk, MEG II 0B clz, B
LRI, OB THEBIh Tz eELSbh3. 2% b, “finite verbs ”
¢, finite verbs @SB WF oMo “verb forms” iz CEL L
hlwzdoetBbhd. ZoddhFEXHICES T, Verbid 233348
TN T35k 51, Verbid 23 Participles ¢ Infinitives & (C[R4E
ST wd s, toBRByPESCEIbY by, i, o
IHRELATHERSL L, “OBMET, &Y, Gerunds 735, Verbid oruc#
AbN TR oo wI B, HUSTRERLZ50THS. AS &
5\ ~C, “The English gerund in -tng is originally a nexus-substantive
(X) and still shares some of the peculiarities of X,....” (89.3)
NHRTNED, Zhbd, Jespersen o GIZRT 5 EARLREHREZOTH
%. ¥ L7, “The development by which the gerund has acquired
more and more of the syntactic characteristics of the verb has been
very gradual and has been furthered by the formal identity of the
gerund and the participle.” (MEG V 81y) <Tha 5. 9Fb, G
¥, #Rxiz, ‘verbal nature’ REB/L TR TUX-ED, T rHETHS
+—EEG 32.1, = #\~C, “The infinitive is now a purely verbal
form.” RS TB——F 7 7, ¢ substantive nature ’ p38H < 5%
w5 (EEG 29.1; 1238\~ C, “a gerund, which is a special kind of
nexus-substantive ” WA ST B) EELU ST T-0TH 3L *

1 “On Some Disputed Points in English Grammar” (S. P. E. Tract No.
XXV, 1926) 265\ CiE, RO L3R5 T\ 5.

Ing in Modern English is neither a substantive nor a verb, if these parts

of speech’ are to be defined in the strict old way. Or we might say rather

that the ing is nowadays both a substantive and a verb, a combination of both

not recognized in traditional grammar. (p. 834)
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ORERELT, ZOBEMTE, G FK72, Verbid od~@Exbh<
WP oI DEEXALNBEDTHEL

IX

Verbid o Hx DRATTH, KES BHERY LT 301, = ORikEs,
Dependent Nexus X\ I EARD, ELHLABEINLZIIRETHLT
bo. ZOLSRFEEY, OEMND Jespersen OEHOPTE L EHHL
F o, BHETEZV. G, Nexus OME&SHEE R LEbRS
PG 0BT, #75, Dependent Nexus {ZoW\CoEEIE, T4
BHIN TP - LS Bbhds, PG #10%, ©Nexus-Substan-
tives ” b, ‘Infinitives and Gerunds’ * WIS EEMNZTHR T3
DI, BEREGZ 2 ThB. '

Dependent Nexus O#E&4, —ILBREINCHT, #RENLZDE,
EEG o\ TThsd. +o RBED Hmik, Nexus-Substaniives 7n5
Clauses N ¥ BRI XN T\ 5. Nexus-Substantives &5 Dl¥, —5 T
%1%, Nexus 73FEffi S T, substantive ORI HAENTE DT
% %. Independent Nexus %3, Nexus-Substantive o ~JEffF I3 &,
0 LD RITHENBEREZT NI OWTE, AS 394 KT, ko &
FIRIIL T B.

(a) a nexus is represented as a junction,

(b) primaries (subjects and objects) are made into secondaries

1 TXGEizH$ 5 Jespersen OFFli%, MANKRLTCWB0k, KBVICEIHE
Liz SG » 505 |[fIhoERROERTES 5.

1%, “has adopted many syntactical constructions” ¥ % %25, —JF, GiZ,
“has acquired some of the syntactical peculiarities of finite verbs” + 53,
SO “many” ¥ “some” O, TOLIRMOIPOHOBENCHR 7RI D
LRbh3s.
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by being put in the genitive, or else made into prepositional
adjuncts,
(c) tertiaries are equally made into secondaries (adverbs into
adjectives).
Thus “the doctor (1) arrived (2) speedily (8)” becomes “the
doctor’s (2) speedy (2) arrival (1)”. (p. 159)

Wb, X@E, ‘tadpole’ ThHB. Zhird, FHHT, BEHT R
Enrhdl, ‘frog’ khsbdchd. ‘frog’ X, o4, Clauses
ThbrELLNSE F LT, tadpole 73, frog WAEREL TTBEOR
Rikbhbdo, GThb, I1Thb, £ L, Participles T3 &5 2
rizkd. MEGV E8FERIVCHEIET, FMic~bhTw3 L1z,
Gz 1%, Substantive Nature } Verbal Nature r233EFELTEb, I &
H#E U784, Substantive Nature OBPEORED, B3I KELE
EALNTWBZ 2R, EBRoBEE»LIBFTHS. LT, XX
Y HIFE L7 Ba, X~>G-I->Clauses &z oB{LoBER, LEST LR
T5 DX, reasonable ThHz rEX bLhb. |

W, YeEATHES. Y&, Lo, Jespersen OITHEARIC
BTk, “a common denomination for what implies a nexus, though
not really denoting one ” (AS 39.2)! Th b, Bkryizi%, Participles
¢ Agent-Substantives #&b¥7~30Ths. * LT, Agent-Substan-
tives ¥ \~5 DX, Substantives o—FfETh b, —7F, Participles (X, &l
FRNEEEED TE 3 - Tkh, BENCE, 505, Adjunct th
5. &5, grammatical LT, BHTRELRIODN, YL T

1 ZhicBLTC PG T, RO LIABRSHRTHS.
Agent-nouns ... and participles ..., presuppose-a nexus, but do not signify

the nexus itself in the same way as action-nouns ... or infinitives.... (p. 141,
footnote 1)
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FEDODT LMD I LI -7 BRAR, koM, notional b 0T
BH5. ThWwxiz, syntactical R COBEEROMHEYELXLLT, %0
Verbal characters ®& A ipnic X - TEFIE iz X—»G—I->Clauses
LW FFIORT, YOEDENEMEBY, —HOKREL LS 2 ThE,
EEESET 20, BRoOZeThs5. o v v=h, ERofil,
AS @ Part I r Part Il 2 icRF2E 0B FOMERLENL W3 L&
AIUE, THEMBI bDEEXORD.

Jespersen 23, Y oMo F/~FiT, BEE TELLLEEE, MEGYV
sTsYoRFJiodiz, BAHETWE LI iKBbhs. MEGV
T, kEdom, Y, X-»>G-oI-Clauses & \35—HEORFIH5ET
INC, M LAHEC2FIT T, “Implied Dependent Nexus” & LT,
KoL HSEHPI LTS,

A dependent nexus is implied (not directly denoted) by

(1) agent-nouns,

(2) participles,

(3) certain adjectives which in rﬁeaning resemble ﬁarticiples.
The syntactic formula common to all this is Y.

(MEG V pp. 399-400)

X

Ll E&E 3512, Jespersen OIEGFROFICE T, Verbid offé&
1, FOBRMOBMI Tk, finite verbs X732 ATH D, F
@ hiRiE, Infinitives & Participles o “fEICEE X Tk b, Gerunds
T5, FOoRIZEEL LTV 572, FORE b Tk, Verbal forms %
#ihiz L7 syntactical REIE Ch v TEWTHS .

&2 AP, iz, o Verbid o#f4»S, Independent Nexus, oF b,
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Sentences IZ%}37 9% Dependent Nexus X WHBRBORTE L LHE IR
FelE, TOBEE, WRBEAIhD XSk,

COL) RRBMOBERORER L L TALLEORT, —FRKEr -7
D%, Nexus-Substantives 43, Verbid o—olc¥x bha X3 ici -7
SEThY, WE—OR, YEW I BANEASh I L THS. Y&, |k
Rodn<, Participles & Agenf—Substantives PHERBIDE I TS
25, FHIZE, HT O Adjectives FTdREHT S E TR I TN
. Z0 &I, BMOBEST bR, Verbid X5 “ category ”
i, 7750 OEEI notional &3 DKL LD THS.

BRI, Jespersen @\ b3 Verbid oficiy, ko ki ki o
BEDLENTNZZ 25,

(1) Infinitives

(2) Participles and certain (Agent-)Adjectives which in meaning
resemble participles

(3) Gerunds

(4) Nexus-Substantives

(56) Agent-Substantives

ZL T, Jespersen O XSz, @QLB)RAHTEE, chidl, YEwd
sl B. BETNEER, “certain adjectives” B3, Yordir#ix bh
TWBEWIEETHS. AS T, ®HEO FHIE, “ Oblivious of every-
thing Y pO” (2L4) x5 —f Lp3EF SR Tl lads o 7245 MEG V
TR, ROLIBRHEBOTIR, HEOEAVTRIN TS,

22.15. Agent-adjectives are most of them formed by means of
Latin (or Romanic) suffixes like -ant or -ent, -ive, -ous. They in

some respects resemble first participles, but differ from them in
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not being capable of taking a direct object without a preposition,
except it be a clause, see vol. IIl 2.7, or an infinitive, see above
13.6,. Generally they require a preposition before their object,
in most cases of : k

Desirous of praise | indicative, suggestive, expressive of con-
tempt | tolerant of vice | ignorant of Chinese | impatient of noise |
jealous, suspicious of him |....

Oblivious takes sometimes of, but often to: Caine P 273 oblivi-
ous to all surroundings | London V 183 she seemed oblivious to

her husband (also Dreiser AT 1.145)....

22.1¢. With these may be compared the native formations fear-
ful, mindful, regardless and similar adjectives, which take an
object with of : regardless of consequences, etc. Thus also gen-
erally afraid of.

But fearful now most often has a passive sense=*terrible”

Note telltale of : Galsw NP 1915: his expression, as a rule so
tell-tale of his emotions. ‘

22, 17. Some adjectives in -ble which have a passive sense may
be combined with &y before what would be the subject in an
active sentence :

Defore M 240 it is a thing unintelligible but by those who
have experienced it | Fielding 8.416 Ryde was inaccessable by
friend or foe | Quincey 100 What burden is that which only is

insupportable by human fortitude ?. ...

DEoz s, BHATHS LI, Jespersen DOVEARRIIERTS
Verbid (&, LT, ‘Kfk Verbals 224353 9 Z st bl
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Verbid (%, Verbals %, &< HoRETHEEIN VI3 XEEA
ok, IBBT LY, HFETHELIILEDLRE. 2 \wWI 0,
RIBOE A, “finite verbs % nondfinite verbs” &\3 X 3 Bkl
% O T2 7 ¢, Dependent Nexus ¥\ Jespersen Hlo s b X
ERTHENS5THS. L0 &k BRIZ WiE- T 5025, Nexus
Substantives % Agent-Substantives % Verbid ol bh T\ 2%
EHCehY, ILITET, “certain adjectives” T 423, FOHFITED
NTCnBEWIERECHB.

Lo L, #7J5, Verbid iz, %%ﬁm’afﬁz’iﬁmovf@ﬁalﬁﬁ% TEAEIH
BLTLE - TnB0mE VA, BPLS, 23 Tkl Verbid i
F, FEFCRCBRCSCTOBFENEROEED, E@ge LT Rk
INTWB I, HEThE. w9 DIk, Jespersen ® Dependent
Nexus @9 %, Clauses %3 Verbid 7> 58k X T\ -2 0%, finite verbs
FH S T2 05ThaY, A, EEG 2k 5\-hw¥w 5 Simple Nexus,
FLT, AS 23\~ Cl¥, Dependent Nexus [Nominall & fRre 53 Cus
ZE0 0P, Verbid 5 5HRIhTW2 0k, BRENERNZOHRIC
BEEINTANRVILLTHDS EHEINLEDOThHSE. AS §14% D Depen-
dent Nexus [Nominall @ XMFEPrORILD, T, SP F7-42 PS ¢
T TWBEER, ZoHMOELELIFEL TR w330 sEbh
5.

L7=9 o T, ERmIziX, Jespersen @ Verbid |, Dependent Nexus
B TS 30T, Lid, finite verbs FIFl\-2%, LD HET
BFEER (FLRER 2RELT-330] Thd L ERTTE &
PTELZOTRRVEEBbid. Verbid I, #iz syntactmal 3
OTEELS, i b OB, notional 723 DkoThB. (1980-10-25)



