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ABTOp M2CJeAyeT B3AUMOGTHOWEHUS TeHEePATUBHHX IDAMMATUK u
‘3JT OPUTMOB . uezbw ®UEBUIHO SBJSETCH nepea CTY reHepaTUBHHE.
rpaMMATUKN HA anropuMe, M TaKu® ofpasem: anOﬁpeCTM bepMaN LU
L annapar Xad Msynainﬁ BOOpOC2a, KaKoBa reHepaTMBHaa CHMJIA TpPAHC-
JODPMALMOHHEX IPAMMATUK . PeayiuTarTu uccaeXoBaHM YKaB8HBANT , uT)

' TPaAHCHOPMANMOARAN FPAMMATUES He ABJASAETCH CHJIBbHEe KCHTEeXCTyaJbHO
dpasenei ppaMM&mem ( context - restricted structure crammar) .

BTopa&'qacwh-anﬁ pa6own 6yneT oOny6JAMKOBAHI B 3-beM HoMmepe

" c6opuumka  Computational Lincuistics.

C6 opHUK IIOKABHBART , UTO BeHIepCKue pQGOTHMKM nepe-

X.,ILJ{‘I' .'I‘ MOp(I)OJI.I"M‘IeCKMX npoé.ueM MAIIMHHEOr'® nNepeBon? K CUHTAK-

e
CUUSCKUM M CTPMATCH COELMHUT b BonpocH MIl ¢ ob6mumu Bompocamu

NBYUeHKS Benrepcxoro fisHKa M Cc npobaeMamu oﬁmero BHQHMH.
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sue de Praguel,l964 u B gIKAaLAX NPOUMTAHHNX HA cnmnrsmyme
Zelchien und SystewmIIs MarneGypre 1964r., ma Tregue Colla-
cuium on Algedbraie Linguistics and Yaehonicel Trenslation 1764

NOXH®, KOHEUHO, BOSBOWTHTe, UT® HUKOrJa He OyleT CymecTBO -
BaTh TAaKQH ?’nonﬁmﬁ;' S/ @pUTM . Ho 5 OTeM CMHCJe He CymecT-
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ByeT Znaxe ’*moaaas” PpaMMamMKa onHoro ua eCTeCTaeHHHX A 3H—
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¥ilka Ivic Prevei. u lingvistici,
Trends in Linguistics),'Lf‘bliana ‘1963, 130' jole P
The book undgr reviéw has - T“ﬁro scetions, . thz

first two 1*oadr’d "LGﬂulstlo ﬁnqa‘ro u” to the 19th Cent ury"
and "11n*u10t10 ”esearoh in the lﬁth Cenfurv"r%snev+3voly,

being a ind oP intraduction th the wroaer ohicctive »f
the wort, "Linguistic Researe® in the 27th {entury”. This third




sectim is dividad ipge two compreherMive narts "an-'“truofurakp
linsuistics® and. ! " Structural linguistics®. The former doals w1th
gWiﬁguiséicAgéonraphj, ¥rench-linguistic school, aesthetical
~ddealism-in linguistics, progressive slavistiec schbbls (Kazan
¢ -8chool, Fortunstov s Schnol, Belics é'?chool) marridm end expe-
c-riment2l shongtics, while the latter contnins these chapters:
%) n dutline of Besie Trends Devaleramt, b) Firdin®nd 4o
saussur. e) 3 nwve detonl, d) 2 onolBe ricel Perind in Lingusitics
¢) ‘mePicean Linguistics, f) Copenhagen School, g) Logical Symbo-
lism in Linguistics, h) Mathematical Lingusitics.
Here #re only a few minor point8, both 88 to %the
geheral plan of the work snd to some actugl formulations. In
the reviewer Is;opinion the imd>ortance of the Prague Schonl is
perhans greater than only one of the five paragraphs of the
chapter dealing with phonology to be devoted to it. Also the
relationships between the chapters g) and h) is not cuite clear
ineoryorating the paragran” Machine Translation tn the chapter
h) in parallel with the paragreph Quantitetive (Stztistical)
L1n~ula ica aa Informat%pﬁ Theory, In the part dsvoted to gene-
ratlve grammar ( . 143ff,) some 1naccur801es rather common in

tne tlmo when thls book was being Orepered can be found.

. _ But. aoart from this, IVlC‘” book, will rank as a

good survey of present (and older) trends in 1ingulstios in
_fact one. of the firet to appear, '
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A _Prague School Reader_in Llngulstlcs4 complled by

Josef Vachek Indlana Unlver31ty Dress, Bloomington 1964, 485 p.

. If>is wellﬁkhbwh fﬁétwthe_Prague School uf structural |
linguistics is one of the structursl linguistic groups
who contributed much to the foundations of thevretical linguistics }
'in the thirties and forties. Besides some incontestable positive fé
résults - mainly in the domains of phonology and typology - |
questionns of basic importance were formalated here, for the
resolutlon 01 which there were no proper means in 11ngulstlcs
befere the rise of the algebraic theory of grammar, Before all,




