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Chapter 1 Methodological Preliminaries
Chapter 2 Categories and Relations in Syntactic Theory
Chapter 3 Deep Structures and Grammatical Transformations
Chapter 4 Some Residual Problems
Section 1 The Boundaries of Syntax and Semantics
Section 2 The Structure of the Lexicon

§ 2.1 Redundancy
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§ 2.2 Inflectional processes
§ 2.3 Derivational processes
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It is useful to compare two ways of dealing with questions of inflectional morphology,
namely the traditional method of paradigms and the descriptivist method of morphemic
analysis. (Chomsky 1965: 170)
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It seems, then, that the traditional approach to the description of inflectional systems
can be formalized quite readily within the framework that we have established.
Furthermore, this appears to be the most natural way to deal with inflectional systems.
(Chomsky 1965: 176)
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[Recoverability] deletions must be recoverable ... and this condition can be formalized
by the following convention relating to what we called “erasure transformations,”: an
erasure transformation can use a term X of its proper analysis to erase a term Y of the
proper analysis only if X and Y are identical. In the case of lexical items, “identity”
might be taken to mean strict identity of feature composition. (Chomsky 1965: 177)
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(I) First, features introduced by transformation into lexical formatives are not to be
considered in determining when deletion is permitted; --- (Chomsky 1965 :181)

(I) Second, what is involved in determining legitimacy of deletion is not identity but
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rather nondistinctness in the sense of distinctive feature theory. (Chomsky 1965 :
181)
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(42i) John is as sad as the book he read yesterday.
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A.Nominalization transformations
their destruction of the property
their refusal to come -+
sincerity may frighten John
B.Quasi-productive processes: no rules of any generality that produce the derived
items:
horror, horrid, horrify; terror, (*terrid), terrify; candor, candid, (*candify); or
telegram, phonograph, gramophone, etc., or such words as frighten
C.A general “causative” transformation
“it frightens John" (+ “it makes John afraid” ) [it makes S]
“he dropped the ball” ( < “he caused the ball drops“ ) [he caused S]
D.Idiomatic expressions (beyond the word level)
“take for granted” / “take offense at” (Verb-with-Complement constructions)
“decide on the boat” / “argue with X about Y~ (Verb-Adverbial constructions)
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