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properly understood as complementizers; H analyzes 
for and whether as prepositions. In the following 
chapter ('Lexical properties of prepositions', 
190-235), H considers the subclass of lexical prepo- 
sitions, to which she assigns temporal adverbial sub- 
ordinators, and argues for the necessity of three 
additional functional projections dominating PP. She 
ties together her analyses of complementizers, prepo- 
sitions, and their projections in Ch. 8 ('Subordinating 
conjunctions straddle the dividing line between the 
lexical and the functional universe', 236-61) and in- 
troduces the functional head Subcon and the constitu- 
ents which it both dominates and is dominated by. 

Though clearly organized, this study would have 
been made much more readable had it been more 
closely proofread for typos and, especially, English 
style. [MARK L. LOUDEN, University of Texas at 
Austin.] 

Information status and noncanonical 
word order in English. By BETTY J. 
BIRNER and GREGORY WARD (Studies in 
language companion series 40.) Am- 
sterdam & Philadelphia: John Benja- 
mins, 1998. Pp. 314. 

The pragmatics of word order is a popular issue 
in present-day linguistics: few linguistic phenomena 
lend themselves that easily to empirical research, and 
it is an area in which more or less everyone agrees 
on the general principles involved, i.e. on the overall 
role played by the information status of the ordered 
constituents. But the notions 'given' vs. 'new', and 
similar dichotomies, are usually used in a fairly unre- 
fined way. Studies in this area also often single out 
particular syntactic constructions without consider- 
ing their information structural similarities to or dif- 
ferences from other constructions. Bimer and Ward 
do not upset the quasiconsensus on the role of infor- 
mation status in word order ('given' before 'new'), 
but they claim that it is possible to make generaliza- 
tions about the functions of syntactically similar con- 
structions on condition that the information structural 
notions employed are sufficiently fine-grained. 

Three kinds of construction that deviate from the 
unmarked canonical word order of English are distin- 
guished: those that involve 'preposing' (i.e. when 
some argument of the verb appears to the left of its 
canonical position, as in For that last bold assertion 
there are no statistics), those that involve 'postpos- 
ing' (some argument of the verb appears to the right 
of its canonical position, as in There's a dog running 
loose somewhere in the neighborhood), and those 
that involve both (argument-reversing constructions: 
the logical subject appears in postverbal position and 
some canonically postverbal argument appears in 
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and Yiddish are presented to suggest that the pro- 
posed generalizations are not limited to English. 

The book is somewhat repetitive (perhaps because 
of the fact that it is a reworked compilation of eight 
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B&W have added much-needed explicitness to the 
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rive at generalizations about the form-function, or 
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work in book format will help to ensure that their 
contribution acquires the essential reading status it 
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