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Louis Hjelmslev og hans kreds,

p,f'“I was glad to have your general sgreement with the views in Archivum. 4s for the
vagueness of the "definition" of morpheme (if it 1s fair to csll it one), this was in:
tentionals Fhere 18 I think room for two sorts of definition, very vague ones which
gerve before the system of a given language has been discovered, and very precise om
to deseribe the structure finally arrived at. It is rather dangerous for a linguist
to be quite certain what he is looking for at the beginning of analysis: he is too
liable to find it even when 1t is not theree And it is doubtful if any very precise
definition ever would be satidfied in a language for which it had not been devised

ad hoc.

%ha definition in A.L. (2Puld“union" be any better than "sssociation?) would
lead to absurdities if appliedla X"rule of thumb" from tne beginning; and if it were
made more precise 1t would leaé to st111 more sbsurdities. Definitions should be
rather like the rules of a select club, in whieh the conditions of admission are not
made very clear, but neverthfeless great care 1s taken in examining the credentials
of each separate candidate for membership; each is considered on his owm meritaa.

*he good grammarisn ts like a man who may even have forgotten the rules of the club,
but yet csn state, when asked, the precise reasons which led him to vote for the ad-
mittance of a d1sputed member.

And just for this resson I quite agree, of course, with the use of morphological |
eriterds In phonemic analysis (as exemplified by Danish u/v you eite). We do not
need to remember whether our definition of the phoneme made any provision permitting
or prohibiting their uce. Having found out that vhonetic and morphological identify go
normslly together, we are quite entitled to make use of the fact (while remainin ¢
prepared to find a language 4n which it would not be true). Some Amerieam schol E;
object to this on the grounds that we shall then never know whether tﬁo-unita c;rres~

| pond, having taken the one already to help us with the other; but the answer is sure
igagggg z;ggigg gﬁ:vﬁggsogs frgm lﬁkigs afterwards whether the result oould have beer
such secondary criteria, and if 16 uld not h b 5
he correspondence, in fact, 13 the n o ol gl ot
| o for bgé:,tpr0vidiné the fact 1s not ﬁii?igjff TIORTY o on. bk dews, e whond
i rue that the more reductions made the 1 fu
. +Danish p ang x Tions ¢ Fe38 Tunctions differentiated? If
R T R S
f I understand, you consider th s
of principle (in other words one coulg :bgﬁifﬁgg Efl
;g:ig:%srgo%%d be undertaken in both). In this I
ére geemed
| 8ystems (Aﬁgacfand Bcg) ihea finier b

the two planes not to be a matter
anguage in which the same sort o
agree. But by the way, why two

lanes A B €, would this make three
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Paptserd ptum: I nave fust received Kurylewicz! "Le probleme du elsssement dea
cag (Kralow Bultn 1949) whieh reminds me of a point ombtted 1 n the dlscussion of
l relations. Kurylowicz remarks (P.38) that 1t would be sinning ageinat good method
to use commutation to establieh a case-system, since the cases differ in thelr
syntectic positlons. So far so good. But then he goes on to say that case-systems
aueh ge Jakobaon end Hislmslaw ennatruct (with nenter and positive membera of a
rorrelation e%c.l are therefore s priori impossible; the ceses may meke up frag-
ments of systema, but not a system. And here the conalusion, though in practice
true, entirely falls to follow from the tremissea,
( This 1a shown by the pho?nlngical pesrallel. The ormoasitiona of rrominence
atress and accent penerally) can also mot be established by commutation. We can=
F E;t szﬁstitute strongﬂfor weslt atress within the word, but merely strong-weak
i Weak-atrong ete. Now the role whieh is nlayead the sylleble in phonology
la played smong the cases by tha nominal bases. Lazgn nom.-us and ace .-um sre not
comrutabled the opposition is not between -us/-um but betwean X-us,¥-um/ Y-us Xum
:Eare X n?dti'are any nominal bases; of course, with all the reservatlions as to
ne propriety of apeaking of an oprosition when we have only one relation,e.g.
"before”, "more prominent than" capeble of two orientationss But Tk wauld: I think,
E; f:ir t:lt lkigg ﬁ pe§mutnt1ona1 opposition as contrasted with a commutational.
I yrntagmatic” w ardly do, since 1t aprlies to th :
! traesentis ( =it venia'tzrmiﬁol) rather g%an to the grfzizzigg;ngfo;?:szzigi tﬁat
E:;é:aieva;;i?ility 111¥g§rates. Tzeiparmutational oprosition 1a 1ike the commub-
a nimal opnog on, and 1 Fac
'tha sate place 1n 5:, chainﬁ,which ba;stgi: ;nge(ggzgziogh:?n::ya:ggzzzzeisb:?:u
a po%mg:;:ionathogpﬁzitian) which should be the eriterion of a naradiom.
gve that the analogy holds much more closely than may st flrast sight
lgpalri_ It must be remembered that we have only a given conatguntion??subjﬁet_
g %eet Under consideration, not nom. and 20c . 22 A Whole, since the latter are
d:ff:gfﬁgtgiggirﬁg'tgg Plﬁgan:figont§?§ ;nd may in other conatruetions contain
combe ow Fle nse “jelmslev makes of figurse in the
uon;;nt, in Tant slmoat only in the lexies]l domain, where they will E:t workl)
€ oprosition of subject and object (which ig mere"shorthand™® -
tonal cpragibi or d” for the orlentst
gl on implled is itself an opposition of prominence, in the content.
1nantpﬁ sb DE may be neutralised, as with the neasive verb (where only the prom-
is Pﬁrmf@tzg.ig f:ﬁ?ff;;ﬂ; J#;; 2% in the expresaion only the stressed syllable
case 18 prominent in relstion tg'z%:o;TSt 1087 Wiak en tuolated maber- 14 wash
In letter I
'relatiuﬂg et 1nd}g hzt bring in the distinction of commtative sna permutative
cldentally. Juncture is of eourase comm tat 3
rhénemies oprositions, and secuence permutati Fr LAgsiYe Jlke She unual
mutative, may elso be commutative i3 dir; rve; d R g Ehongs typically per-
at one points The extendad aystem’thua run:_‘“ deagress of prominence are sl lowed
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