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“who” & W IR W, D EKIZ“Who”, FrE X “whose”, BB X
“whom” TH 2%, ZDZ L o¥iT 2R AR TDH 5 L 5 B2 %, THEE
X, INDBBREICSTFONTIELD WBDTIiER v, BEFICIE, FH“who” D RIE: L B
Er“whose” DFHEIZEZ > B DSFOLNTWA—FT, “whom”IiZ DWW TIZ# O HEME
Bz “who"BS#EA L T&E2D,

But in practice who is commonly also used for object functions [5] - [6]
except in formal style, where it is replaced by whom [7] :

[5] Who didn’t you like [S1A—037—53]

[6] Anyway so < , , > who else can we nominate [S1B—079-61]

[7] When was it last serviced, by whom, and what service agreements or

guarantees exit? [W2D—012—56]®

“whom” ZFEATNE & Z 5 C“whom”BWEBE Sl LTwas,

Finally, it is worth pointing out that often we use no relative pronoun at all
(the ‘zero relative’) in preference to whom:
Any member the Secvetary has not contacted by Tuesday should phone
her as soon as possible.

The person I gave my booking form to lost it.®

D% h“whom” 7P IR HEEEEZED SN THWEDTH b, THICHEBL, G
“Whom”IZ DAL TWB EWNIREhE LI, 25 U7EIZE R F A
?ﬁa LK@J: 5 ﬁ&%%%%bzigb(%fzo

Sometime after World War II the rule makers decided that whom was

doomed.®
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EIZATZIDEDIWCRTL BE, “whom”DEMIZAEFIOED LUVDLESIWCEZ 5,
FCEROUVLWLRDED, THLLLLTHS, LRI BTREC 2D ST,
“whom” D Wb IEFMICE L CRBEDP—HED LIk >TWwBE b Tk vy,

One way or another, the days of whom are probably numbered.®

Ewvnd K5, “whom” OFHHBRESL I L 2FiRT 2 REVDH 5—1,

So, like Mark Twain’s death, whom’s doom was prematurely proclaimed.®

LI X1, “whom” OFMBRELZER2FRTIOBMKHNE LV IO RER
ByHs, RBISDPNTVS, XoT, ZOZEROVTHEATES I3 LW
DHMTIE S ERVEI BV, HOMRICL 2EL2 RF5D08/8KTH 5,
“whom”IZBI LD LRI NI ZD XS TH 5,

T, 29 Lz“whom” TH %53, ZDFBIFWTFNIZL T HEEDE—HBOTEE
H—2RD TV 2, BROTEE,» S EEFNCHEERE|E, #AETIERSA
LHond, DD ESEIX “Wwhom” 3 The Economist®IiZB T, EOLHCHNS
NTWBEDAT 4 7THEERABEDO—BREL L THARTHIZ W,

%

BEhHE

BOIDEEH L Cwho”3RE&FIE L b7z 28, BRI ZNEBZ—HLTREIT LD
FIHIRRIDTHY, EFECIZRMERLHABERREFACEES I TE S, 20
HERE D “whom” b ZDDNIF»5F 25 LB TELDT, “whom”2FET 572
», TR >F 2T, SALHE whom” DFEIC DWW TIF

(1) 103,0498E® 5 b iz “whom” DMA[[EIFRN 5 2 2 F2 U T, SEOD The Economist

OFEFER TO“whom” DHIRFE RS ™I L
(2) O LD “whom”CEM&L, ZL T
(3) “whom” D FZEMNERHRICOWTERT %,
EWSFgkRE b,
Kz BFRAR G “whom” P DFHE I DWW T,
(4) SEFEMRAFH“whom” D& ERIU & 5 B HET, “whom”DHIEERZHH S iz
L,
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(5) EOME LD “whom”IZE KL,

6) FABEOEELY “whom”E kL, £L T

(7) “whom”DEHIKERT %,
W HEREDLULEDE S THD, 2B “Whom”IZ DWW TOREETHD, 2D
BIFEARZFAEICT VS,

11 BFrEEE

(1) REEMIAE ‘whom ' DI
SEOFHE TREHMALF “Whom” DEFIFKIZIZTH 5, & > THMAHF “Whom”
DOHIRFEIZ0.013% TH %,

2 W& ) Bi-5RFMAEE ‘whom”’
SR & “whom” 3B THWwWO S Z b b, FIEFAL L bICHVONSE T
bbb, ZOIER

who, whom as objects of a verb:

Normal English: Who did you see?

Very formal English: Whom did the committee appoint?
A who, whom

In formal English we use preposition+whom:

With whom did you go? To whom were you speaking?®

LEBHEIN TS EBYIEH, The Economist TH 25 Liz“whom” D _DDF—H
MW E (RiEE+“whom”) B—I3HERTEZ %,
BBl 25T 5 L, BHBIERDOLS THY,

In fact, Ms Boothroyd is meticulously fair, and even keeps a detailed statisti-

cal record of exactly whom she calls from which parties. (ARTICLE 48)

FENL 2 TH B,
LT (BiEH+“whom”) BIIRDO LS THY,
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To whom should they be returned? (ARTICLE 2)

BIEIZ11ITH 5,

(3) MK ‘whom ' DAZE
FROFEHRAF L L TO“whom" DRIERRD L 5B b DT,

Once the patient has the approval of two doctors, and the prescription, he
may choose when, where and with whom he will spend his last moments, and

place the fatal drugs in his mouth himself. (ARTICLE 43)

Z 9 Lz“whom” ® B X 13F4 4 BIFEET %,
Kiz“whom” 1B & IR ELFAE LTHLws s o b, FE, B E WO XD
BEERIRITTOHAEHLEDH 2, ZNIFRDEI>%2HDT,

From the Russian side, it is hard to look dispassionately at the question of
how much of this stuff should be returned, and if so to whom. (ARTICLE 2)

Wh b I DEBHELEERIRE HOIX, 1304 4 FlIFEET 5,
RIZCZFH & U CRFMEFH “Whom” BEMABRRLFA E L THY ST W 3400
Hb, CHEROES3bDTHY,

But those ramifications are likely to affect who pays whom and how, rather

than how much money good programmes make. (ARTICLE 31)
Z 5 LTSN EFA R IT 3B HSHIEES %,

(4) BARERF ‘whom ' OHIRE
SEOFE TIHE/RRELFAWhom”D EFIEII8TTH 5, & > THEHBFERLHA
“whom” D HEZEKI130.084% TH 5%,

(5) FnESL Y R1-BRAAE whom”
BRRAFH whom” 2 DE & D H 2 558, TTROFIHER TV E 20,
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» Relative pronoun as object and with personal antecedent:
Our professor keeps lecturing on AUTHORS whom nobody’s ever read.

<formal>

+ Relative pronoun as prepositional complement and with personal anteced-
ent:
I know most of the BUSINESSMEN with whom 1 am dealing. <formal>
~1 know most of the BUSINESSMEN whom 1 am dealing with.
<formal, rare>®

ZITREOEVWEEZ>EDZIEID, ZD00X%25/HALE, D VEFIDX T,
“whom” 2B CHWLNTWAEE2RL, ZRHOXTIX, (HiEF+“whom”) @
Cc“whom”BHWONTWS Z L&KL, ZFHDOX T, (“whom”~+FiE#)
DO T“whom” BHWVWSLNT WA Z L ERLT,

ETZD &Ik BFERELFH whom” iz oW TiE, BB Z OO L wd L5 IR
RBLBBBEZDOFET 2D, oD% The Economist iZ B\ THERET 5 Z L i
ARETH 2D, 2D InLltk, ROILFIFERLODEHL T ELUTOLIT
H5,

¥ 7 “whom” DB D%E, EHNIRD LS THY,

This instability has tarnished Mr Chernomyrdin’s reputation as a tough
manager, able to push through policies that would have been beyond the

younger reformers whom he ousted from government. (ARTICLE 86)

BI%E28TH 5,
Riwe—FHBH & LT HTEFA+ “whom”) X TO“whom” D&, EONIRD LS TH
D,

Pauline Baynes, the punctilious and decorative illustrator with whom she
collaborated, went on to illustrate the whole of CS Lewis’s ‘Chronicles of
Narnia’. (ARTICLE 44)

FIEUI2TTH 2, ZORCELTIZZHMNRETE 3,
BLL, ZORBRZOVWTHRRS ZLiZInTiREbILZW, IO IZAINE—
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(%A% +HIEF + “whom”)— L FER S b DB D %, % LT Z X (BIEE + “whom”)
DL TERVICE L, RBIREE 2280, DD FEEZRT THAT
ZLBEIzVWINED, FHEEPTHT CEZLILERNDLZDOTHD, 7DD
Bl lTMOBEOIL22%<%0, MOFKS ZLicdsL, ZOEFIZRO LS
ThY,

Opposition has come mainly from farmers, other rural folk and from women,
many of whom are employed in public services which they fear would be
threatened by EU membership. (ARTICLE 58)

BIEII32TH 5,

6) RZEOESL Y R- BAERAHKA ‘whom”
XFEE BRI 2 & BRI DWW T

There are two types of relative clause: restrictive clauses and non-restrictive
clauses.

A restrictive clause (also called a defining clause ) gives essential infor-
mation, and cannot be removed without making the meaning unclear.

A non-restrictive clause (also called a non-defining clause) gives informa-

tion that is not essential and that can be left out.®V

ERROIIECERBL TS, BB D LIZERIBW T restrictive clause” & “non-
restrictive clause”iZ“relative clause” 2731 5% 0 ik, —BIC T T TAT A
T, MOXFEFBLFRBELSEEZT> TS, Lo 7T, 295 LESHEEATRSh
lbDEFEZLND,

ST ID& DI, “relative clause” % “restrictive” % b D & “non-restrictive” 7z & @
W5 DOREBEEESIEL Twa a3y, 25 L7-4a3Eas, “relative clause” D—f
TH Y “relative clause” DI & 3§ 2 Ktk 2 K D BRI “whom” D FiEkIZ
WG TE %, D% D“whom”® A ¥ I3 “restrictive”’= [#IfR] B & &, “non-
restrictive”= [FEHIR] B H T2 B TELDTH B,

The Economist DHIZ Z 5 LI FEEDEF 2 X, B, HIRALEOBERD &
SbOBDHY,
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He has also hinted that he holds a list of names of senior PRI men whom his
brother had called enemies of political reform: members of the PRI’s old
guard and others disgruntled with President Carlos Salinas and his hand-
picked successor, Ernesto Zedillo. (ARTICLE 89)

BIBL32TH B,
—%, FEERAEIRE VD L, ChOEFIZROLIRLDOHBHY,

They also won the Conservative politicians who espoused them hymns of
praise from company bosses, most of whom celebrated by awarding them-
selves huge salary rises. (ARTICLE 29)

FIBII40TH %, PLEX “Whom” DHIRAE, FEFIRBELCOWTTH %,
RIZHBEE WS Z Tl The Economistiz iy, BIRMA&FH “whom” DEEE L HED
HHOTZThZIEHEL TW <,
2 FIEINACORBERHESICB T 2 HET, 20FEFARIROLS THY,

According to Bud Leibler, vice-president for marketing, they ‘bought cars
because Lee (whom they idolised) told them to; because they were cheaper;
because there was a good warranty deal, and because, as the first with

airbags, they were seen as safe.” (ARTICLE 54)

BIEIZ 7T TH B,
TREERY Y vaTHENBREAESICBI A HEEE, ¥y Yo 0RICBEIREERED
BBEORET, 2oD0EMIRDII>THY,

(i) This refusal to back the newcomers—whom France did not invite to this
month’s Franco-African summit—looks much like a snub to a regime with its

roots outside la francophonie. (ARTICLE 45)

(i) One high UN man said such a tribunal would be limited to the architects of
the genocide—most of whom have fled to Zaire. (ARTICLE 69)
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BB FhZ2ni)dd 4 TN 3 TH 5,
 ZRHBS A CHEN-BRASICB I A2 BET, FOEFMIXDLS THD

She has opted to have four Romeos and four Juliets, ‘one of whom is a man’,

according to the advance publicity. (ARTICLE 83)
L1 TH B,

(7) BERAAEE ‘whom”DERA(?)

ZDMNDF A Mk [ BRRE&LFH “whom” DREHEP)] £ Lz, THADEBYD, ¥
A I VOEbY @) ] Z[MML7OT, MILEREBERCSNE2 Litkwas, &
IREEEZBR VD, ZNEVI DD I T THRAZERARLEFA “whom” D ik, FEIC
XEMEDOT7 4V —2BLTHEZ D E [BA] ZohEd, EBOELTRE»ED
HZLRZTONZ 2, —HMIZ[BAJERO DTSR LETHE, TD1[(F)]
AU 7208, 2B IS5 Liz“whom” DRI DWW TRRD L S BRI TWw3,

He refused to tell police whom he thinks is responsible for the guerrilla

attack.

The pronoun (‘whom’) used here should not be regarded as the object of ‘he

thinks’ but as the object of ‘is’. Many sentences are made on this pattern.!®

» While many careful users feel that it is important to use whom when it is
correct to do so, most would consider that the use of who for whom is far less
of a mistake than the use of whom when who is correct, as in: > The children,
whom she thought were dead, had been saved. The temptation is to use
whom because it is felt that this is the object of she thought, but it is not. She
thought is a more or less independent part of the sentence; it could even be
moved to another part of the sentence. It is not an object of she thought that

is needed, but a subject (who) of the phrase were dead.*?

%L CThe Economist BT IS LI2HEOEFHELTROEI>ZRDBHD,
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They include the Rodriguez Orejuela brothers (Gilberto and Miguel), whose
specialities are transporting cocaine to America and money-laundering; Jose
Santacruz Londono, who controls wholesale distribution in New York; and
three other family clans—the Grajales, whom the DEA believes are important

exporters of cocaine to Europe, the Herreas, and the Urdinolas. (ARTICLE 4)

Bz 1 Th 5,
Im z&&H

(1) ®Bomk»REREGFH “whom”» B2 &, BME LY (BiEH+ “whom”) DX
IWELHWLNT WS DG 5,

(2) ZERIRAF “whom”IZ DWW TIFASKRI AL, AW, BUAMRRETFERLZIE
NOBEIZIZIZFECTH Y, AEE—DIPBEL &5 & T 2ERIZFED S5z,

(3) FBoEX b Ri-BERARELFH “whom” DEHE, (FiE:A+ “whom”) OEB L U%0D
THED & 512, “whom” DRNICHIEFHEFI K 2EBLHINT IO 5,

(4) BARARAF“Whom” DHIEIZ DWW T, HIRAE & FEFIBRHEIC DWW TR BRI H
FVEFRL EFL—RZDOT, WMVILTTESI IS0 T Eidhwn, B—7F, %
OO, 5y ¥ 2 CBE#ET 2 HEICOWTIE, EIROBERZIRICOWTRD &
I WIS 1,

Most commonly, a pair of parentheses is used to set off a strong or weak

interruption, rather like a pair of dashes or a pair of bracketing commas.?®
ZFLTE Yy Y2 DFERAMRICOVWTROD LI RKIBROENTWEZEHHD,

10. a horizontal line (—) used in writing and printing as a mark of punctuation
to indicate an abrupt break or pause in a sentence, to begin and end a

parenthetic clause, etc.'®

ZD LD whom” DFEIIZEEIL, 7y Y2l LAXOBRYINEEREAIET LD
B> TWwWBERZB, D128 The Economist 12, XDAL—RXBRNEZHE R
WHERB A L H DS Lo THRE TlE v,
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