Some tfroblems of Word-Formation witunin the Framework of

a Generative Grammar
S7abd Zoltén

Word-formation hus not yet received due attention in
cenerative grammars, probably because it is an interim
problem between that of the more-or-less clearly establi-
shed morpno-phonological possibilities and tue problem of
the lexicon, waich has not yet been worked out (regurding
woréformation see the productive attempts of Chowmsky, o
Worth, Motsch, Volotskaia, Zimmer),

My intention is t, exumine word-formution from a ge-
nerative approuch, i.e. to trace the possibilities of (e—
nerating derivatives.l shuall buse my uttempls on examples
é¢rawn {rom word-formation in lungurian, a languuge excep-
tivnully rich in formutive devices, )

1. 'ne first step is the separation of gruammatical and -
lexiculog ical derivutives,This is necessary in orcer to
show waat belongs to the lexicon and w.at does not.?o ma -
ke this delixitation we can use u relatively simple trans—
fooration: derivation (D) —— syntactic construction
(5C) .Here tine meaning of the stem (StM) and of the suf-
Tix (8uM) is carried by‘different elements of the syn-

tactic construction, e.,. Stki: predicate, word qualified
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(by an adjective) und Suli: adverb, udjective,lts formulu :
D (Sth+ Suik) —— SC (Sthi und Suld)

1f tuis transformatbtion can be curyied ovt, tne deriva-
tive is grammatical; it does not belong to tie lexicon,De~
rivatives of great semantic complexity s.ive to ue made s\
subject to a complementury and at tiie same tire also con-
trollin, trensfurmation., (see my paper: La délisitation
ce la dérivation lexicologiyue et grammuticale du hoogrois
L 1'uide dé 1'analyse transfornutionnelle, Caniers de lin—
cuistigue théoriyue et anpliquée, Bucarest, 1i, 1965),

2. The generating of rammatical or even of prodictive
lexicological Cerivatives can be carried out witn relati-
ve ease in the munner in which d,Chomsky demonstrutes .ne
formation of, e,g., the past tense,.iccordingly, the _ene-
rating of the derivatives in Jrestion: dob 'torow' + ire~
qrentative —» © dobal 'theow one after the othier',

And even if some difficult cuses are to ve found, they
can bLe resclved by upplying a nominalization (or ne_ution
etc,) trunsforration at the appropriate stuge of cerivat-—
tivn tu the generalized lhrase-marker,

The productive grammatical or even lexicovlogical deri-
vatives will not be entered in the lexidon (iW.Chomsky: As—
cects of theaxy Theory of Syntax 184),

3, Lerivutional processes discussed before ruise no se—
riovs difficvlties, for generative grammars,.But there are

« Jot of derivatives that create much more problems,Jonsi-
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sicer first of.all the quasi-productive processes or tihe
great variety of sporsdic, single causes.lt is pretty dif-
ficult to find rules of any generality tuut produce deri-
vutives of such types.There are, however, some wide clas-
ses of cases witu varying degrees of prodvetivity which
require non-udioc solitions. ine solitions tiut can be achd
eved ure Charachteristic of derivation us & typicual morpho-
semunticul process,

e most difficult  tusk is tue . enerating of derivati-

ves vl greut lexicolugical ané morplwlogicul complexity,

C.cs 82tulous 'cabiuet ruker' (usztal 'tLable'+ -o8: aszla—
los).

.1n the cuse of such ~ords us ugztalus one migat seek
syutuctic jistificution for a trassformational unalgsis
from un underlying constriction so that "he is a table -
muker" or "he wmukes ‘uble" would cerived from the more Le-
e ral ;nd more abstruct structire "he is tue muker of Iw
or "ue murxes W% F".This genecution ruises many semantical
objections because the as~tulos is not a 'table muker',
but a "frrniture muker®,The solutioun mi.st be tnerefure in
dny cuse sevanticul. e  eneration of derivuatives of this

sort proceeds by expausion of the meania, of the stem:

-«
(1) Z 0y ——— ¥
24 .
table + chair + bed+ ... furniture

If and only if fe[pi]; where 04 is an optional object,

f is the semantic distinctive feature 'furniture' and [Oﬂ
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is the set of semantic distinctive features of tne obdec&
Ljeherefore semanticully Fﬁ] _— [F], i.,e., the set of
the semantic distinctive features of any individual Oi
can be replaced by the set of semantic distinctive fea-
tures of F,Accordingly vﬂ is the expanded meaning of the
S5tM (formulated with the help of tetéfi S, Jénos),
(2) stl + Suld —_ D
*furniture’ ‘maker’ ‘furniture—maker!

There are still furtiher possibilities,

{ne of the most important conclusions that can be drawn
points out ulso the rewmote tusk: the penerating of deriva-—
tives requires a semantical soluvtion, such us can be wor-

ked out unly by mathematical means,



