REVIEWS

An introduciion to the principles of transformational syniar. By A. Akmajian and
F. Heny. Pp. xii+ 419, Cambridge, Mass.: The MIT Press, 1975.
Reviewed by Roland Sussex, University of Mclbourne.

This new introduction to the theory of transformational syntax {(“I1PT8”), with am
enthugiagtic recommendation on the dust jacket from Chomsky himself (an accolade so
far only accorded to Cattell’s The new English grammar) commands our attention more
than all but a select few among the numerous current introdizetions to TG. Thig is a com-
prehensive, methodical American introduction to American TG ayntax. The Bibliography
of 97 items 18 969, American in content, and the approach is exclusivoly in the terms of”
current TG theory and practice, seen exclusively from the inside.

To thie extent IPTS differs from its predecessors in quality rather than in essence..
Its real originality lies in its insistence on the principles of transformational argumentation,,
unlike many introductions to TG which are structured around the complexity of (English)
syntactic struetures rather than the often parallel, hut not identical, question of the
complexity of syntactie argument. A further distingnishing feature of IPTH i« its very
Socratic style of exposition. The student is presented with a problem and invited to work
out a variety of answers, which are then diseussed. Each chapter is accompanied by an
additional set of oxercises, and a list of suggested further reading.

IFPTE, hke many of ita competitors, iz fundamentally based on Chomsky’s Aspects
of the theory of syntaz (1965). Akmajian and Hony begin oddly, but effectively, from a dis-
cussion of the Tag-Q) rule and how it should be formulated, with the aim of showing just
how much information, and of what kind, is necessary to produce correctly formed tags,
and avoid non-sentenees lilke:

*John likes Jill, liken’t he?

*The man that was playing the violin has stopped, wasn't he?

Having sensitized the student to the dangers of subconscious and informal grammatical
statornents, the authors discuss in turn a bagic Phrase Structure grammar (Ch.2), the
necessity for transformational rules to supploment P8 rules (Ch.3), the problems of the.
English anxiliary (Ch.4, strangely omitting any reference to Huddleston’s and Palmer’s
contributions}, problems in the formulation of transformations {Ch. 5), the ordering of
simple T-rules (Ch.8), recoverability and meaning-prescrvation (Ch.7), S-embedding
(Ch.8), Equi and raising (Ch.9) and the eomplex ordering of rules (Ch. 18). The overall
picture of English syntax is deliberately far from complete, or even representative:
unquestionably syntactic topics like relative elauses, conjuction, ADJ -fronting, topicaliza-
tion, eleft and pseudocleft sentences, and stylistic transformations, to name a randorm fow,
all receive perfunctory or very brief attention. But the authors are immuno from eguch
criticivmn ¢n so far as it touches questions of explicitly English syntazx, The measure by which
LPTS must be judged is to what extent they suceeed in conveying a balaneed and informed
account of transformationel argumentation.

And on thig count, as Chomsky states, thoy score very well. This is not & book for
the beginner or the unguided learner; but with good tuition it should show students a lot.
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of what they need to know. {6 docsi’t beg questions, and it docsn’t fudge, My namn
misgivings are admittedly to o degres subjective, aud concern the question of balance,
and the problom of relating J/PS to the rest of the litorature on TG.

Ta take tho problem of balance first. Oveeall, LPIS stands s an introluction o tho
goneral theory of trausformational syntax only 1n so far as the syotax of English is
typical of gonoral syntax. The aushors, with characteristic frankness, do not Inde this
shortcoming (p.xi}, and it is obvious that ono has to set some (atbeit arbitrary) limit to
the amount and varicty of information which an introduetion can reasonably handle,
On the othor linnd, this does lead Lo some imbalances. IPTWY has an illuminating extended
dizeussion of the English ausiliary, which is typologically not really typical of the European
Ianuiages with which I am familiar. And ib has almost nothing t6 say on case (narmnber)
cte, marking, or the way in whieh caso (ote,) endings, for examplo in the Slavie languages,
condition and control grarmnatical rules, or how they aet as markers of construetions.
As one wonld expect, prepositions and prepositioual phrases are conseguently not lroated
in any depth cither, and we thus mniss not only a big aros of English syntax, but alss o part
of the no-man’s-land between syntax and the lexicon whoro English and many noun-
inflecting languages — liko Slavie — differ most significantly.

This leads directly to my second misgiving. I strougly appliud a more syntactie
treantment of gyntax than was common in the paraphrase-inelined years following the
promulgation of the Katz— Postal criterion in 1964: Huddleston, m his estimable I nirodie-
tion to Fnglish transformational syntax (Londomu Longman, 1976) echoes this improved
perspective. But tho student who ventures outside the pages of IPTS neuids some guid-
ance about the territory awaiting him — o map of tho pilgrim’s fature progross, ag it were.
Froin this point of view IPTS is too self contained. It does not lonk sufficiently outwards.
In gpito of the lists of recommmendad extra reading, the student will experience difficulcy
in approaching much of the oulside litcratire in American TG, leb alone tho wider world
of linguisties outside North America.

But at this point we como buek Lo the teaeher, who should be responsible for such
guidanee, and to the fact that this is s Leatbook of a restricted avea of linguistic vhieory,
seen from the point of view of one specific language. And a very good textbook it 18, too,
1t is frank about its limitations, and fastidious in its pedagogical care and linguistic
detail. TG tsn’L casy, and neither is this book. But in its fleld it will take a lot of beating,
Students who want o wider perspeetive of linpuistie argumentation may need to tarn to
Huddleston’s Tntredvection mentionel above; others, wanting s still more theoretical
orieniation, may ¢mbark on mathomatical linguistics, In either case, Alonajian and ITeny
will liave laid zolid Toundations for future progress.

English and Fnglish linguistics. By R. L. Whitman. Tp. 243, New York: Holt,
Rinehart and Winston, 14975,
Teviewed by Zofin A. Bolezak, Adam Mickicwic# University, Poznan.

It is amazing tliat most of the books on TG grammar which have the magic word
Tnirodustion in their titles, like . Huddleston (1976) or A. Alanajian and I°, Heny (19735},
aro neithor intreduetory nov clomentary as regards their contents. The hook wnder review
is an exeception in {his respeet; it is both elewmentary and introduetory although no
reforenze is made to this o tho title.

The book is divided into threo parts: (1) theories in linguistics, (2) phrase structure
grammar, (3) transformations, followod by an appendis, answers to exercises and an index.

1 T{ =transformeational-genarative througeboot.
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Part Ono: theories in linguistics.

In the opening pages (1.1) Whitman presents the strueturalist-transformationalists’
diseussion of the status of linguisiics as a scienee thus introducing tho reader to the con-
troversies of the 10604, This short introduction is followed by & eomprchensive presenta-
tion of other approaches Lo the study of languagze. Henee, with the dizseussion of traditinnal
linguistics (3.1), structuralism (1.12) and the impact of the latter on the theorics of
launguage learning (audio-lingual methad) (1.13), the proper historical setting for TG
grammar is established. The scetion eloses with the presentation of the assumptions
underlying the TG approach to the study of language with spoecial enphasis on the role
of intuition (1.15) i grammar.

Whitman nses fairly informal language throughout the book, which adds to its
attractivencss for the studont vet sets “trape’” for the author. For instance, when disenss-
ing intuitions Whitman states that: “First ho [TG linpuist] invents (hypothesizes)
& rule, then ho creates sentences that obey the rule and others that break the rule. He
tests all of the sentences on speakers, and if their judgernents accord with the grammati-
cality values predicted by the hypothesis he feels that hypothosis 1s supported” (p.21).
In view of the seepticism of many linguists towards the reliubility of tests of grammmati-
cality? the above staterent seems to be at least an oversimplification of a serious methodo-
logical problem of the verification of linguistic hypotheses in gencral and ean only be
justified on the assumption that the book tnder review is addressed to students with
no previous training in TG grammar at all.

Section (1.2.) is devoted to those characteristics of language which have boen hrought to
Hght by TG grammar, henee its titlo “Language s innate, universal, abstract and creative’.
The diseussion of innotencss involves tho introduction of Chomsky’s LAD (“language
acquisition device™). The two pages (pp.22-23) devoted to the acquisition of language
are certainly valuable in a book written for prospective teachers of English. Howover,
a few more lines about hilingualism would be desirable, cspecially that the explanation
given does not scem clear enough. The author says: “If tho environment offors two sets
of data — say both Freneh and Chinese — the ehild cannot be expected to recognize
thig., However, his LAT will almogt infallibly distinguish between the two intennixed
scta of data. cither rejecting one or providing rules for both, in which case the child growa
up bilingual” (p. 23). Neithor this mysterious process of “rejecting” one system (which
to the reviewer’s limited knowledge seems to have to oceur undoer special eonditions) nor
the definition and types of bilingualism are explained. The easiost way oul weould bo not
to mention tho problem which properly belongs to the domain of apphiced lingulsties
rather than TG grammar, as nothing of value in the presentation of the problem of
innatencas would thoen be lost.

The rest of Part Ouo {1.4. to 1.6} is devoted to the introduction of the strueture of
TG grammar. The notions of “performance” (1.41.), “competonec™ (1.42.), "deep situe-
ture’ and “surface structure” are discussed as well as paraphrase, ambiguily and “quasi-
ambiguous'™ sentences (the last torm {s introduced by Whitman to account for the famous
John is eager o please andl John is easy to please sentencos). Worth noting in these sec-
tions sre the presentations of approaches other than TG to the probiem of ambiguity
and parapliraso,

When diseussing “performance’’ the author offers hig original possitile performance
model. Although very superficially presented (hence difficult to comment on) it scoms
worth attenlion. It is a pity, however, that the author fuiled to distinguish different
types of presuppositions in his model.

* Chomsky’s ¥iews ate to be [wand as early as his discussion of Hill 8 “Grammebcality® (1951).
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By the end of the first part the reader is acquainted with the overall structurs of
TG model of grammar, its components and their functions. Part One eloses with the
reference lisk of recommended reading,

Part Two: phrase structure grammar,

Tho first aections (2.1., 2.2, and 2.3.) are concerned with explanations of the function
of P rules and the lexicon, A simplified set of P8 rules generating simple sontonces and
the loxicon of seventoon itomns serve as a basis for the presentation of TG notation, the
working of P8 rules, the structure of the lexicon, types of information it provides and the
role of features in & prammar. Although the instructions are elear and the author keeps
thom simplo enough for the student unexperienced in TG grammar to follow, there is
one great deficieney about the way Whitman provides the information. All three sec-
tions are devoid of contaet with natural language as fow oxamples are provided and the
discussion i8 on a rather thooretical, though elemontsry, level. After all, a long list of
eight different weys an auxiliary can be realized in English could have been left for the
students to find out if the auther, instead of listing the rules, had supplied the relevant
examples {Whitmean does not provide a single example in this section to illustrate this).
Five sentences to analyse which follow (2.2.) do not seem to sufiice, It is the present
reviewer's opinion that a good handbook of TG grammar would be one which involved
the extensive and active participation of students in constructing it, especially that
attempts in this direction have been made and proved to be suceessful.?®

In hig considerations of the lexicon Whitman distinguishes two types of features:
syntactic (category and co-occurrence restrictions) and semantic (seleetional features).
In this eonnection, however, unnecessary eomplication of the model results ag the author
{for unknown reasons) abandons tho use of + binary distinction for syntactic features,
Ag a result their number iz doubled of course. Semantic features, surprisingly onough,
aro not affected by this “innovation™. ' s

Yet credit must be paid to the author for constant remarks about other approaches
to the problems discussed in this part, like for instance his references to lexiealists when
dizcussing the lexicon.

The rest of Part Two is devoted to a more detailed discussion of P8 rules separately,
In section (2.4.), coneerned with NP, the author tries to solvo the puzsling problem of
the English articles by postulating the following rule: ART —{Quant)— (Det), where
Quant+rLex [Quant] (for example: ene, two, ..., a, some, many, ote.) and Det—Lox [Det]
(for exatple: the, this, that, cte.) (p. 67). An atterpt is made to separate indefinite and
definito articles on the assumption that *“‘g and the are really quite unrelatsd to each
other” (p. 70). Although the proposal may havo ity merits as regards usage, the above
formulation leads to a number of unnceossary restrictions which have to he made to
ensure that *a the ... or ®one of the girl ave not generated. Apart from thoe fact that the
ordering thus imposed blocks the genceration of strings like: the fwo books. Thiz seems to
aceount for the confusion on p. 140, where nurnerals are listod both under Quantity snd
Numerals, Moreover, the introduction of a new constituent Name for proper nouns
dominated by NP can lead to the false conelusion that the relation of proper nouns to
common nouns is of the samo character as that of nouny and pronouns. In the reviewer’s
opinion the burden of properfcommon distinetion should have been placed on the lexicon,
as i3 usually done in other TG grammars,

Seetion (2.5.) about the AUX is an exhaustive discussion of English tense, aspect
and miodals. Worth mentioning is a very interesting presentation of the relationship
between tense and modals, and the meaniugs of modals. Whitman discussod three nlter-
natives for the foriner and presents the epistemic vs, reot analysis of the moanings of

* In ihis respect A, Akmajlan and F. Heny {1875} hag no squal.
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modals. This leads the author to tho conclusion that there are homonymous modals;
hence the lexicon containg two items for may: mey [Mod], {Epis) and may [Mod], (Roo?),

-obc, From the point of view of usage this seerns to be an interesting proposal. The sub.
section closes with tho discussion of the Flip-Flop rule.

The P8 rule for VPs in Whitman’s approach is as follows: VP +AUX 4-V4-Comp,
with a long list of how Complement can be realized in English. The author has discussed
the difficultics involved in defining what counts as a Comp and has chosen to resolve
the problem individually for each verb. Tho doeigion to include Comp az & general name
for almost any constitucnt that can follow V complicates the problem of sontenee comple-
ments discussed in Part Threc of tho book. Another important distinetion mads in this

soction 1s that of VAP and SAP, an Adverbial Phrase attached to VP and to S respectively.

Part Two closcs with a short discussion of fwo-word verbs.

On the whole, this part leaves little to be desired except that the author has failed
to mention a few quite important details in connection with YPws, namely, particle/pre.
position distinetion for phraszal verbs and copula+ NP construetions in English; refiexi-
vization and pronominalization are alsc only touched upon in the section devoted to
NPs. The reviewer, howover, is of the opinion that except for the opening sections the

-author has managed to keep a balanco hetween practical grammatical problems and
theorotical considerations. TG grammar is presented as a tool for oxplaining practioal

preblems of English usage.

Part Three: tronsformations.
Usnder this heading Whitman discusses the problems of the generation of complex

-sentences as wcell as questions, negative and passive sentencos. As far as passives are

concerned, the author gives an ed hoc account in which Passive s established as a formal
constituent of an Aux. In view of the fact that passivization ig a troublesome problem
for TG grammarians, Whitman's formulation ¢ould as well have been accoptod if there
had not been a strong argument against it. Namely, the voice contrast affeots the
structure of the whole santence rathoc than the Aux element alone. In Whitman’'s formu-
lation, however, the latter is cloarly suggested.

Thero are some very interesting sections concerned with adjectivos in this part.
Whitman diseusses two approachos: Chomsky 1965 (the Standard Thoory treatment)
and the “Non-standard” formulation in which adjectives are generated directly by PS
rules. As on many occasions, the author provides s lot of information about usage as well
a3 theoretical considerations. In connection with adjectives, for instance, adjective
ordering is dizeussed,

In seetion (3.3.} tho author presents nominalized sentences, which according to him

‘comprise relative nominald, gerunds and infinitives, The distinetion is clearly drawn

on the basis of the types of complementizers that an embedded 8 can take. Unfortunately
such & formulation has & number of disadvantages as well as merits. Firstly, it fails to
aceount for sontonces like The fact that John did it amazed us since noun phrase eomple-
ments lack & head noun position in the deep structure. The ed hoec rule NP —(the fact) -
that |8 which has been offered docs not oxplain anything. Secondly, a semantically
basod distinction between ‘‘factive’” (NP —othat+8) and “questive’ (NP —if+8) rela-
tivo nominals has no syntactic motivation at all, since the deep structures are identical

-as regards their constituont steucture. Thirdly, the additional rules NP o 8°, 8 (NP +

+VE, VP’ (AUX"} V4 (Comp) and AUX' —(Perf)4-(Prog) | (Passive) that are to
account for gerundive and infinitival structures unnecessarily eomplicate existing PS8
rules. Finally, in tho above framework one important generalization is missing, namely,
there is no way to distinguish between peirs like I believe the doctor to have examined Mary
and I believe Mary lo have been examined by the doctor as opposed to I persuaded the docto »
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to examine Mary and I persucded Mary lo be examined by the doctor. Still, despite the
above.menticned shortcomings the attempt to systematize infinitivea and gerunds In
English i a notable advance m TG grammar writinga, The presentation is consistent
and exhaugiive. This section closes with a list of fifty verbs and their complements,

The last section of Purlt Three (3.5.) is devoted to conjoined sentences; clauses
showing vause and time/place subordinate cluuses are only touched upon. An informal
discussion of condittonul clauses ends the section,

"The appendix eonsists of a summary ot the final version of TS rules an<l transforma-
tiong and is followed by answers to exerciges and an index,

In general, the ook would be one of the best availablo handbooks on TG grammar
if the author had net chogon to elaesify embedded sontences according to the type of
complemoentizors which they take, which leads to a number of unnccessary complications of
PS rnles and limits the explanatory power of the model, Still, the lively language of the
instructions and the gradation of the material together with the ocxercizges (A few mnore
would certainly add to its value, however] that follow each section qualify Whitman’s
book as a very useful handbook for use in the elassroom for introductery courses in TG
grammar. Thoe moet valuable ave the nformal disetissions of grarnmatical problems of
usage that no TG grammar ean account for at prescnt. Henee, in the reviewcr’s opinion
the book is also a very wood elementary resource grammar that should especially be
recommended for prospective teachors of English. Credit must also be given to the
author for numerous valuable remarks about approaches other than TG to the probloms
discussed, although in the Third Part of the book they arc fewer than would be desirable,
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Shakespeare —the poet and his background. By P. Quennell. Pp. 367. London: Penguin
Books, 1943.
Reviewed by Krystyna Kujawihska - Courtney, University of LodZ.

Shakespearc is the only playwright in tho world who continually attracts the at-
tention of literary eritics not only to his works, but also to his personal life. And as we
can find plenty of legends and guesses surrounding his namnc {increased by the absence of
any biograpby for nearly half a ccntury following his deati), thero used to be g belief
that less is known about him than about any of the great writers in English Iiterature.
Nevertheless, owing to reecnt research it appears that the cxisting records of his life are
almost sufficicnt to help us to understand his genins.

One of the first of sueh detatled attempts ab prosenting William Shakospeare's life
and works on the basis of the preserved documents of his life is William Shakespeare —
a study of facts and problems by Sir Edmund Chambers, published in 1830, in two volumes.
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Thig book, lowever, is not only tmportant for its message, but also becauso it evoked a
storm of eritical essays on Shakespeare’s biography and works.

Shakespeare — the poet and his backgrownd by Poter Quennell belongs to this genro of
eritical studies. Peter Quennell, however, does not only present the life and works of
the playwright, but also shows them againgt the background of Elizabethan customs
ancl prejudicea, patting them all in relation to one another, In other words, he soes
Shakegpoare and his plays through tho historieal and social events of the period as a
typieal representative of the period to which he belongod.

The book consists of twelve chapters of which the titles can guite successfully tell more
or less their contents covering the lifo of Williar Shakespeare in chronologieal order.
Thus, we havo Childhood and youth, Lordon apprenticeship, The climate of the age, Early
poems, His sugared sonmnets, Romeo and Juliei, Romantic comedies, Historical dramas,
The fall of Kssew, A new reigr, Othello and Antony, An accomodated man.

Peter Quonnell presumes in his book that Bhakespearc, being o witness of England’s
great achievements in philosophy, science, colonial expuansion, navigation and other
fields, must have besn not only fascinated, but also deeply moved by the feelings of his
age, finding an outlet for his admiration in his plays, where he recreated the Elizabethan
life-style, onvironment and circumstances, I'or example, by analyzing the eharacters of
Shakespearian plays he proves that whether they are British or SBeottish, kings, gentlo-
men of Navarre, ladies of Franes, Greek and Trojan warriors, Roman statcsmen, Athen-
ian workmen, thoy aro all really Elizabethans. For example in chapter VI, lomeo and
Juliet, he writey while deseribing Mercutio that:

Le is deawn from some eontemporary Loadon model, possibly from a garrulous

memhber of the Lons of Courl, whe frequented the “gentlomen’s roome’” at tho the-

atre, and whom Shakespeare met behind the stage. no doubt his puns and quib-
bling pleasantrics reproduce a current conversational style (152),

Later on, Peter Quennell’s book males us aware that if we actnally are to understand
Shakespeare's plays, we should, first of all, acquire somo knowledge of the patierns of
Klizabethan soeial relationsliip and hehaviour. The relationship betweon parents and
child, man and woman, master and servant, boetwoen equals and between those who
bolong to difforent ranks of society is one of the most important matters to be examinod
whon nnalysing Shalespeare’s plays. For example Shakospeare’s spirited horoines Pocbia,
Beatrico, Rosalind, Helena -— had their ecotsiterparts in real life women, who as . Quen-
noll states:

..built houses, ran estates and were stricl oversecrs — like the Queen of the

economy -- of their houscholds and of the manners and morals of their gentle-

main-servitors and waiting-gentle-women {p. 83).

In addition to this the Elizabethan women were Lighly edueated, spolke several langaages,
and, under a femalo ruler, it was natural enough that they showed a proud and sclf-assert-
ive tendeney. Ho supports his point of viow by giving us an example of the life of Lady
Compton, the daughter of a rich London merchant, and Luady Bacon, mother of the
great Francls Bacon, Thus, wo should not bo aestonished that, liko the typieal Eliza-
bethan women, Shakespearc’s heroines possessed initiative and organizational ahbilities.

By analyzing the lives of outstanding Flizabethan personalities Peter Quonnell ean
casily find cchoos of their fortunes and falls in Shakespearo’s hiatorical plays. The political
carcors of Lord Southampton and Lord Fssex so minuiely deseribed in chapter IX
The fall of Kavex remiiul us of such Shakespearian characters ag, for examplo, Cardinal
Wolsey, Cranmer and Hichard TIT.

In addition to this, P, Quennell trics to prove that the actual life of Bhakespeare
himself was quite typical of a man of his times. Tho Elizabethan poriod was full of ad-
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venturous enterprises, scarch for new colonies, the war with Spain, and the uprisings
in Jreland, which must have influenced ifs people’s lives, entangling them in various
kinds of activities and frequently in unforeseen outcomes. Thns, William Shakespeare
being, according to Quenmnell’s point of view, a true representstive of Elizebethan age,
lived hig life to the full. Even if we only view the records preserved after his death we
see that heo hed quite an adventurous youth — poaching, running away to London,
being accused of taking part in a brawl in a theatre, selling and buying land — all this
reflected in legal documcents, while therc is some evidence that he kept mistresses and
even had an illegitimnate c¢hild and that g death was preceded by g last drimmking
perty with Burbage and Jonson.

J. I, Stewart in his review published in Sunday Telegraph, on thiz book, writes that
in fact *this book 18 the latest well-aceredited Shakespesre eneyclopaedia™. As far as
facts and figures are concerned I quite agree with his statement. But Peter Quenncll's
bock is more than just this, because in addition to records connected with William
Shakespeare’s life, it discusses a lot of controversial facts and fancies surrounding the poet,
including even the bard-to-kill theories that he never wrote some of the works atiributed
to him, or that while being in London he held harses at the entrance of the theatre, As a
result we receive quite a unique portrait of Bhakegpears which makes us not only fully
understand his genius, but also more affectionately admire hig works.

Moreover, one of the main reasons for this book’s superiority over others written
on the game subject 18 that it 1 intended for the so-celled general reader as the style is
rather chatty, resembling more a conversation than a scholarly work bulging with in-
formation.

1t iz the author’s general practice that whenever the reader is about to put the book
aside after having read some strenuous pages overpacked with information and dates,
Peter Quenncll, as if aware of the tedinm felt by the reader, =muggles in some anecdotes
or gossips which serve ag a stimnulus for further reading. Thus, after a detailed analysis of
Shakespeare’s historical plays he switches to “tho humors of Sir John Falstaff and
swaggering Pistol” (p. 214}, who in Shakespeare’s time led almost an independent life,
once they were created by tho playwright, Peter Quenncll writes:

Treated as personages of ordinary flesh and blood, he (Falstaff) and hia friends
aud hangers-on mads their way into private talk and Jetters. During July 1599,
for example, Lady Southampton, writing to her husband in Ireland, remarks
that “all tho news I can send you that I think will make you merry ia that Sir Falstaff
is by his dame Mistress Pintpot, made father of a goodly miller's thumb, a boy
that's all head and very little body” (p. 215).

This reminds us of the reception of Sienkiewicz’s characters in Poland, when the ad-
ventures of Kinicie, Mr. Wolody jowski or Mr. Skrzetuski, who gradually became flesh-and-
blocod personalities, attracted the eontinual interest of the publie from the moment of
the publication. '

Ancther good side of Peter Quennell’s bock is that ho ncither pushes his ideas or
guosses on his readers nor easily jumps to conclusions, He simmply objectively presents
all the availablo decuments and peints of view concerning a certain problem, setting them
against the historical background of Shakespeare’s period. And in this way he leaves
Lia readers to draw conclusions thomselves. For example in chapter E, Childhood and
youth, we have the very controversial problem of the character of Ann Hathaway and her
position in Shakespeare’s life. Instead of trying to present his own point of view he
gimply quotes some eritics, among them James Joyce, who wrote:

Ann Hathawey was a boldfaced country girl, who beneath & hedgerow or amd
“the acres of rye’ seduced a young and inexperienced lover, If others have the will
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Ann hath a way. By cock she was £o blame. She was the comether on him, sweet and

twenty mix (p. 2a}.

Later we confront the French biographer Louis Gillet, who gave his personal impressions
of how she might have turncd out as Shakespeare™s wife:

(Petnit apparomment, uno créature médiocrs, de nature molle et passive, uno

femme cominune et insignifiante... (p. 23).

With these commente Peter Quennell contrasts the situation of Elizabothan women at
that time who were, as for example, “Penelope who marriod Lord Rich — flery and ence-
getic as the men thoy loved” (p. 26}, Usually, however, the dominant females were mem-
bers of the ruling class. or married to rich London merchants and Ann Shakespeare was
the daughter of a mudest yeoman who had wedded the son of & muech impoverished
country tradesman. Further in his analysis P. Quennell refers to some of Shakespeare's
plays where he writes of “the miseriey thal attended an unsought marriage™ (p. 27)
(Henry IV part I; The tempest; The taming of the shrew). But at the end it is left to the
reader to judge the exaet rolationship batwocn Shakespeare and his wifo. '

As concerng the book as g whole, although the study is very exhaustivo and pro-
found T have found one vbjection. In one place of hig study Peter Quennsll endeavours to
persuade us that the Elizabothan playwrights wore mainly concerned *‘to please the
crowd and swell tho theatre’s reccipts rather than to porpetuate an honcured tradition
or develop new aesthetic forms™ (p. 42). Generally it seems to be true, but when wo
take, for instance, the works of Ben Jonson, we cannot agres with this statement. It is
well known that Ben Jonson tried to devolop a new aeathetic form in his own plays —
Bartholomew fair, Everyman in his hwmour, Volpone. Thus, it is really a pity that Peter
Quennell has not written anything on the aesthetic form of plays in the Iilizabethan
theatre and its influence on Shakespeare.

Shakespeare — the poet and his background is indeod a very stimuluting approach
to Shakespeare and his plays. Presonting to us a full panorama of the Elizabethan period
P. Quennell makes, in a scholarly way, Shakespeare’'s plays clearer and his geuius more
apprchensible. Morsover, being aimed at a general intelligont reader the book makoes
the great poet more down to earth and cloger to common people. This book may elaim
to be one of the best oucs that has tried tc acquaint people with Shakespears and his
works.
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