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COMMENTARY ON GIﬂéSJ’LRY OF ECONOMIC TERMS Nos. 51-10=:

Baye Yimam
Department of Lingquistics, Addis Ababa University

I like the efforts being made. My comments are as follows:
58. I prefer +eu8¥ w394 to Aesdy¥ wIMA which refers to an agent/force

state as in + ey Fpi .

53-63 Am¥ isbetter El?elt is ﬁ-:lyfﬁar,féhurt‘ég‘]:han the conplex +A® 14,
64. €49+ is better &an +x.11.H‘- beuause it is Elhnrter and follows the
same pattern as A¥cnd.

68. +¥ 24 Am+

76. Hot clear to me. | T et

79. @ ¥%4 is preferable as it is shorter and hence simpler.

8l. +C¥ "T4LEY ‘

B2. ¥C¥ Ad4rL /AT &k

88. factors of production (n). What kind of nominal phrase is this?
Instrumental or result? ¥1&+ TrL¥ is instrumental. But the head of the
phrase is ‘factors' and not W =£¥. I think 17£-7Cc¥ is hetter.

4. ARTFA +mF L rT¥7 <L+ WA is not grammatical, because it involves two
NFS which have no predication relations. (A) better form(s) would be
BhTHAFPTret 0L ar hTHA-A1Y FPc NE

95. same as 94

97. *alY-4TA FTFrLT HR

949. +4 does not imply inferior; a better form would be w4 Fec=c3,
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Baye ¥.: Comentary on Glossary of Economic Terss Nos, 51-102

I have no comment on the commentaries of the authors. However, I was
struck with dismay when I read their introductory comment. A review is
not a criticism on personalities nor is it a fault-finding exercise as
such. It is an act of sharing expert opinicns between or among
professionals on a piece of work such as this with a view to raising its

quality,
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