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1. Lees 2. Chomsky 3. Schachter

M. FeaBatote] g TEEHQ A3k B4 &

1. Gerundive vs. Derived Nominals

2. Factive vs. Action Nominals

3. Subject-existing vs. Subjectless Gerundive Nominals
V. A =

I. A

i

AzelFEe] AGFATIL S HYARE véx}aknommahzation)am e FEE
| (syntactic)e] 2 o] €] 4 (semantic)sl Aol HaA A TA1E FAL Felgheh. olei @
BAEe WAL ol AL PRk sleld APEHAEst ‘ﬂfﬂ%z}i Yreld g}, 98
FYABL HALFo st o] B 2] Aol TAA ¥ EAFRE FHE W, 2AA
282 A%ol e} o] s BT Afolol A WAL ¢ob delm @t o]} wf
2 g HEAEL FAATAL Aol TolA M EAA T 2ol FFHE AL TIE
BAGE FAVTFlta FRA. 2 2B E Aol T 2o AT §AAT A

s

el A AeTE o] Bl Aol ATl g TEEANL oAl AdA AT
5o FEL urgnlsiel. o] EEw, “John refused the offer”sf| 4] vh&3h 22 A7kA
o 2 wyow wast & 4 Yok, F, “John’s refusing the offfer,” “John’s refusal
of the offer,” 2|3 “John’s refusing of the offer.” Chomsky(1970)¢l] &&= | AL
Z+7+ ‘gerundive nominal’, SL8]3 ‘mixed nominal’, o]} B HA Y. o] g T zF
718 FEEHQ Aol A& vhebdvk. Lees(1960)ell &jstd A st A BAF+ ‘factive
nominal’ 7B I ‘action nominal’® oiFe] Hz geb?. o] AL o]l XelA L viEk

Aot

» Noam Chomsky, “Remarks on Nominalization”, in R. Jacobs and P. Rosenbaum (eds.),

Reading in English Transformational Grammar, Waltham, Massachusetts: Ginn and Co.
1970

» Robert Lees, The Grammar of English Nominaliztions, The Hague: Mouton 1960.
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2 FEMEEEPIAR BXE (B8

ol 79 B FRAFY 5 sl gt FEEAA A A EH] A& gotnH
£ Aolth. d74 2dsEy Hase of AT HokdlA AA"t. eI def o
Tl A 2 ololE B2 AL AFEL 1 Q9 AL F34E A X¢He Zécl
98 Aolth. B mF R 3] &2 AgtorA o] ATt o AL originality=
P FAE EF|R i olojdhAlES ZAto] W }9] understandingg]-& £33
ez} gk, 28u JASE e 4 BFo 2 sk odeAE A A TE
44 2z A9 EAY ARl TAHE JAFE BF R A 4L AFdAT 2
o] 2+ & doz A, :

C o] =g thEa Zol TASY Uk, A2AAAE GG AAst AT
< ohEr. ZE R A3 AE o] A7 FH FEoeE TEEAC]
Al sk o] AES Al <k(constrains)& BHEA He AdANAE o] =E R

34

&R

&

e MO
[
{o

S0Fs

-

AAEYAA Fotrolor E A
. FHAR WYY EAE
A

ALt she EAl] #@ale

A FAEE A B9 B39 T961A At 35T od SREL i
BAAA HYHA gecky 239 fvh. Tadw 2 4A9 2de 2edE 2

286 E e gaE
A=A e =4
b oldl FAEL 4y AP EREY S5t 01432}%-"4 T& 2l £33 F
Fog Eeeld

A7 PAH el & el At FArF el Ha =& e 2AE Ao
A& EotRE vl 4 F4L 2T 4 Aotz 445 Robert Lees(1960), Noam
Chomsky(1970), Bruce Fraser(1970), =& 3 Paul Schachter(1976)8] F2A-& 4 17|
= gt
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1. Lesso| HERHSIXIZ A S| =&

gold] BAHA Zdd g FAE 243 A A} Robert Lees(1960)¢] 41 v}.

Leest 2.9 =% “The Grammar of English Nominalization”(1960)e] 4] = A=ql F8
o AR WHRAE RAE AR AT ¥ Aol 4 2E THEAL 4FL
B4 22 2Uozd P44 2dE oA g0t

272 o "E‘.—_‘ A sl=d M] Lees= “his being blind to the realities of war”gbe o ALA
&l E8L “he is blind to the realities of war”eb= A A 285 “the milking mach-
ine”-& “the machine is » Jor miliking” | A “Johw's drawing the picture” g “John draws
the picture” S\ A “the commiliee’s appointment of John” 3.2 “John's appointment by the
committee” 8 “the committee appoints John” N A 18l “he drew the picture rapidly”
NA “his rapid drawing of the pz’cture”, “the rapid drawing of the picture”, “his
drawing the picture rapidly”, L& “drawing the picture rapidly’E P& Fow
et

A Fadlol Bk Leess) WP EAL 15030 Fuksh 19603 ol o4 <l7 7 95
% 2 olgE FEEAQ P FAA 99AEe] Agslel SEG TR 479
S e ABE. 2Ed 29 BAE A EAe] Wt “Remarks on
Nominalization”(1970)-¢ B8] 4 EA| AL A7t ]—i‘,}é] Noam Chomskyg t}. oh& 3ol
A BAEe] 284 38 Chomskyd] o]3EALzAY FAL Folirl.

f
)
o

2. Chomsky?| HE|2XIZ2A 2] FF

WA Eae] @she] Robert Lees(1960)& ¥elA 2edE AN A324L vt
4, Chomsky: o} 249 £4& MEgd Aeleh. 28 o744 3Adq 249
Ze] A4 Chomskys] o] 3244 F4& gotirlz et

g 23e AdE 2o, '

12

(1) a. John is eager to please.
b. John has refused the offer.

3 See Chomsky. Ibid.
© See [bid,
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c. John criticized the book.
ol EFL TN W WAAE D & A

(2) a. John s being eager to please
b. John’s re'fusing the offer
c. John's criticizing the book

(3) a. John’s eagerness to please
b. John’s refusal of the offer
c. John's criticism of the book

@A) BAFHE “FPA FAADA ] FAHT QAL ‘S5 §addeld 3
A=l gleb. Leese] Akl TAL BAEH ErF TEEAY g F64 4719
EA4F o)A sk, 28 Chomsky: z8gt g A¢ 5o] S7x §9 mag
B Aol A Fast Ao]FL deojd 4 grky A
Chomskyel] ¢]3l= A9 HAE AFoje]l A 71 A o] (1) ¥y F A prod-
uctivity, (2) £33 HAF1Y e} Alo]d] A kel = generality, (3) AFe] ¥ e]2] internal
structures} F@ Hth. © <1Als Tebabw Chomskyl F744 WARY =4 za4gn
A o]t
@ FB AL B
u

b

Sy

9 %

a. ‘FRAEE G BANA obF A4FA o1F12 4 9 h(productivity).

b. WabFel 2ol A9ste BA AbeldlA ug FAl obF QA ok (meaning-
preserving). ;

g

O?L :Irll

c. NP2 W dT2E #235}x %r}(structure-preserving).

AR 24 o AlgE w=rh(productivity).
A a@A e ARG ol A}zl (meaning-preserving).
t}(structure-preserving) .

Qo @
i
fav
A,
ol
2,
>
o
do

fr &

H
1
. NP MR T2E 2

Chomsky& sl & mAtelst s HAle 9oz Audsexd & ohast o
AEE ek T4 Hatele 2o AR FAd) Wydon AR, 2=
olid B9 FAE RFEYIAEY AAAA 242 F k. o9} A E shgs
Aol olel] Haldl £ H¥HoE AuFe] A ok, A FuA LAY
PEAEY AAE AAAA dgEold 5 glob. g4l 2= 3 g A ).
ol®@ 7 B WAH Fel S A AAT AL AN A AR shn o

r—[udllfu__,

°of qF¢ s A = B 29 BAHH8l B4, F Chomskyd] e &£ “mixed”
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Bl gete dlol FReA G + ek old ¥ bl A Hed o &
S

®) John refused the offer.

(7) a. John's refusing the offer
b. John’s refusal of the offer
c. John’s refusing of the offer

Hell A (7a)= ‘gerundive’ WAdEe], (7b)E “derved’ ® ARabele], (7c): ‘mixed’
Ao o] SRt o714 “mixed”st EHE A A FHAHlT = Sgd 3
Atei7t AFE Aolztar & Aoltt.

Chomsky+ .9 | TollA Bateld 4L BHA EAE 1‘%?_4 Zev ¢
= bel b W F Al 7}?@01 Al EFL A FAQ AR ARk SR AAAE B3
S B R AT R .:L%—;- o] AE ©o] AEE A}, Chomskye] mixed nominale- =
g ‘action’ nominal® ¢ ). o] R4S uwlg) sl action nominals®] WHEA
4 F4% AFgo] ¥k Fraser(1970)g b, o] Al oA 952 get.

3. Schachter2| Nontransformationlist2A{e] =5t

T AALEAR Leess FEEH AP FH4 2o Aok B3 24
gerundive nominals¥: 22 derived nominals$} action nominalsE Fold s g}, o

=4,

et

(1) He claims immunity from prosecution.

(2) a. His claiming immunity from prosecution (gerundive nominal)
b. His claim of immunity from prosecution (derived nominal)
¢. His claiming of immunity from prosecution (action nominal)

3 (1)-2 gerundive nominal, derived nominal &% action nominal® =488 F71 o
th. WAkl madld] ola w248 Rosenbaum(1967), Kiparsky and Kiparsky(1971)
223 Stockwell(1973)5} 2-& &=1-5of] & wolEA et oA AHAE (2b)s

L Teesd] s E H AR wWygBEAL yA SR (20)¢; 72 Lees®] action nominal?]
R AFAE Aol Chomskyﬁut.' 28 Chomskys (2a)8} 722 En4A
) H Aol MR EAL Bl AQde

51 Schachter(1976)& AZ-L T34 B AFo AT W32 ad g, 2=

N

1
=

O

%) Bruce Fraser, “Some Remarks on the Action Nominalization in English”, in Roderick
Jacobs and Peter Rosenbaum (eds.), Reading in English Transformational Grammer, Wal-
than, Mass.: Ginn and Co. 1970,
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6 EMBEEMIAE RE (ETHE)

TRA A AR AR A1 TAL Q¥4 AR TATAA g whEHe ok

3

&

B Fe

3) NP — (DET) NOM
594 HAF ASd NOME VP2 mA A o€ A4 ofd FATFAL

FASE L ALTE OF Q= 3. ez SHAL WHol o] HE 7

< ohiet.
NP
DET NOM
his claiming immunity from prosecution

FPAR AR B LA AT 24 e AAE Y. EEH, Lees(1960)
+ (5a)E& Rosenbaum(1967)-& (5b)E Kiparsky and Kiparsky(197l—1‘:— (5c)g}a B},

a. NP b. NP c. NP

N

it s fact 5

AN VAN VAN

EAoE BAE o|FE sart HE TR S FAR Ao
ol WHLAY QAL o] Ro]xvk Schachters} o] & el gt
Schachters FHAHH A BAFY WAFES AU L BFE IRE 27 HE T2

S ATA grevke ®AA FAE ANV E3% FRAR FAo] Aol £

t}.

©) Took the bus
() taking the bus
(8) a. Fred enjoyed taking the bus.
b. Taking the bus was fun.
¢. Fred recommended taking the bus.
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Schachter: W& o] o}yl Ao = g4 o]&e Zmidql
QoA Gxn ARFA FER T Qo Hsto ddle] vk -’F’f}fi.‘ﬂr- 714 deter-
miner= ¢ &} 4 o] o},

FHAMAQ JAFY e H P B gt = & EA =2 possessive determ iners?
144 gopid. |

(9) a. Which do you belive story?
b. Whose do you believe story?

({0 a. Which story do you believe?
b. Whose story do you believe?

o] ¢ &&-& possessive determiners® 3§ ste] Yukdql determinersyt 2A So] FA
3= NP2 -*%—a theA A gevhe AL 2edEch. A determinerse] A4
= A B dubA < ARE EFAAE P

oAl Thg o] E ol

() Whose do you object to getting a prize?
() Whose getting a prize do you object to?

of dl SHAAL WAFY Gl £hAe BT A el HeHelY £ ¢
& 2edEvh. olul AL £ FYAAQ WAl AMFEAE BobBalT

L1
Jﬁ
_I}L
rm

59 Al ek w Schachter: F3F3lch.
ZEvl, FHAA PAl] Y alHFE A6 g = e SAF Uk, vjgtge] s NPsk:
4 (cf. 14)e] &) AAY FR(cE. 1) 2R oJal B85 39 2430},

(9 a. Milk does something for every body.
b. Beans are a cheap source of protein.
(9 a. There’s milk all over the kitchen floor.

b. Jane served beans for supper last night.

WAoo FHAA HAFE ofw FHY activityd o]wl Fe]9) conditionE 9] o] B0 w
class namesy} Hrlkx F3g ).

 a. Going to the beach is enjoyable. (general)
b. I enjoyed goimg to the beach yesterday.(specific)

(152)] 4§44 Batele QibHo2 activitys] A§xck. zEa (15b)dAE
T AFel AeHE Aom Beln. 8 U4 AAL o) FA vﬂ
A el T4 BAF-ek @14 A noun-headed NPsell F-&-e]et. Z# 4 o] A

T AR mateld v EA AT A9 T T4 (NOMJ NPg 4] NPssp %IFJEP



oo

FMRBHEFIXE RE (BT

$HAH AR AYA 246l AR 3A 348 o B49, Schachters 5744
HARY £5E £49 £FE0E 38T noun-headed NPse] £50] vl QA =
Zske}. - that-claused] Ué\/l]—%-&}— infinitival = A}% 28] 3 embedded questionsg} & 7
2EAAA AR Aoz AFFHE FHAE BAFS hE FAF AboldlA RS A
AL FHAAY BRI GEEY Folzd 254 theel vhehg + e} e F

# 238 JARE A g 4E ok Bolu.

(® a. Did his playing ,the piano surprise you?
b. Did that he played the piano surprise you?
¢. Would for him to have played the piano have surprised you?
d. Is whether he played the piano known?

of AL FRFAA FAFA A £Hezd F2E ZadE BGE FARY Yo
st oA Aegee A 2elEch. 4 (6% 5944 9457 98¢ noun-
headed NPs$} & Hu & zZx 9;!—%% B FEel, z#l A Schachters: EmA}Aql = A}o]
T EAE AASRA AekE NP ohiziz T od A Aol AL oY T
AT @or 49% F gdeme TR Bl augAd 2Hd EAE
A et

Schachter= ¢] &8 #rtx] $AE A Ao 2x Chomskys] EAslt whe] E7 44
Batol 7k £39) FANA w4 L%%»} F4t.

rO

ID. gAto{ol pst FREXQ M 0{lEXQ]

°of Zell At BAAFA TS FEEH 2Ex B2 ol HAA o] AT A
ol MEE }ESE @l A= Lees(1960), Chomsky(1970), Fraser(1970),
Kiparsky and Kiparsky(1971), Wasow and Roeper(1972) 223 Thompson(1973)3} 7+
& FAE) AT FE2 ARE A Ao

1. Gerundive vs. Derived Nominals

4 AR FAGRAT FAA A 4 e %A FAA Sage] oo
294 £2 (L DA (I D 3944 FAFE (L 0% 2& S8 A5
R R PR

Q

& See Lees, Ibid.

— 134 —



deis] kel At nA 9

(1) a. John is eager to please.
b. John’s being eager to please.
c. Jhon’s eagerness to please

o]4ke] Frbx] o] wAkstel A B Aol AEo] FAlo] SHoAgrt. o AolAEL HAL
olol 1o = E FEARLold] @AE dukdel AR, a2y PG T YEF2

e £A19 Ao o T productivityol FA e}, :
A9l WA+ subject-predicated &} HA A o} F A{FA o] FiF 5 U

Foox
Moo
of,

=2 FA Aele] gulFA £ ofF stk o FHAAE BAFY o a4
& AFTEAA ALA BAY A Rolebs AA BRs. zelm (L o)

< P H GAFE old BE AdA olF thErl. 444l ¥4 o gAAx 3
G t'ézﬂﬁlr s = ‘%XH’? Afel 8] o} 8] Al o}F vheksta AvkEw 2 HARE= B4t

A4 W% —Erzﬂ? 4 22 AEe. TR FARE oFE HF L ofF Af
A Age] Aoh a8 49 B4R A g Age] gk ALE Q9 T2
' O $E449 B4R R 4y 09 441 9AREE H4 gt

" (2 a. John is easy (difficult) to please.

b. John is certain (likely) to win the prize.
c. John amused (interested) the children with his stoties.

(3) a. John's being easy (difficult) to please
b. John’s being certain (likely) to win theprize
c. John’s amusing (interesting) the children with his stories

@ a. John’s easiness (difficulty) to please
b. John's certainty (likelihood) to win the prize
¢. John’s amusement (interest) of the children with his stories

422 09 BAFE B 4L FARH U AR B, O SYAAL B4
Fok g o1 BE ©F HAgR ol

il

(5) a.John’s eagerness to please
b. John's certainty that Bill win the prize
c. John's amusement at the children’s antics
® a. John’s being eager to please
b. John’s being certain that Bill will win the prize

¢. John's being amused at the children’s antics

St E BAESh 2o B B4 Aol AuE 5AL AET Lt §e Aoz A
ZH gk, oS &9, laughter, marriage, construction, actions’ activities, revolution,
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10 FMREEFIAR BLE ETE)

o

belief S35+ 28 HARE 7 oule] AERAL 2 ALY 2 99 BAE AHA
i gob mxl. 2F qdFe] B ¥AY subregularitiesyh 9l Ak Wt WA Lo X
e 4AL AATEE Yrhi 24

EAde 2om shAE BAE Atelel SlelA AR Fad Aol AR FAF
nlo] BALEe] WA TF2E vt Aolvh. A the proof of the theorem (the prov-
ing the theorem, with a gerundive nominal), John's unmotivated criticizm of the book
Johw's unmotivated criticizing the book)%-3 Z-& Edol E + vk, =EF s S =4k
21 the aspect® WEE 4 g=t. F John's having criticized the bookdl] ¥l <3 st ™
AFE g BT B SAEARE D44 FRE WS 42 Hol drhdel,
AAZ SHRARE GATF T2 $EF 9SE 445 debd F gleh. dBER,
EF John gave Bill advices= ¢ 4% advice was given to Bill, Bill was given
advice® vk A4 e BHEAS] TAS T I SMIEATRY wyel
WAEY AR TR £ WA 42 FE 1R8] dehtbe T2k 38 AT
29 Faete A4E A9 F AT gobErhe AL ¥ oW FTAET =
AE SRAA Bl o ASol QoA ghech.

John is easy to please, John is eager fo pleaseet+ &8 d& B4 FHA F3q
o] st AFe AR ATt ukd eagerdl easyety T AL AAEH eagere John
is eager (for us) to pleases A AP £29 Rl g AT 4 Aokt AL Al A
A} ql subcategorization®d] FA-& Zre o] HE MolFelAok A, A AR T A
2o John's eagerness (for us) to pleaseS-3 & Fwlo|4 WALY] 926 eagers} -
gdebs Ag olaisl Bk, 28 easy: 28 FAE ZE o Hel YEhiR $ET. 7
Eakgof 4 v e easy (difficult)SR 9 Fz= Qtl. 238# easyl: for us to please
John is easyAE A<EHE FLA4RA 7124l phrase-markersel]] vreld v, 3 6t ds
easy for us to please John3t 742 §-& extrapositiond] &3] =} 0.

D2k} easy (or difficult)s ARA el Sl EARAZ AR B2 4 Qo).
a2 A (da) Johw's easiness fo please 7+ o] o8& 819 4 ).

of Selx THAA HAFoF A H YaLF Abolell & B-E FAolAEe] & Ao,
2. Factive vs. Action Nominals

w A factive and action Nominals7} Fgo]eelel A7 gleh. ofu] Y A= ol

off o3 A==t

7 Peter S. Rosenbaum, The Grammer of English Predicate Complement Constructions.
Cambridge, Mass.: The MIT Press (1967).
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(1) a. His drawing fascinated me because he always did it lefthanded.
b. His drawing fascinated me because I didn’t know he could be persuaded
so easily.
(2) a. I approved of khis writing because he was better at it than the others.
b. 1 approved of %is writing because they hadn’t heard from him for so
long.
c. 1 approved of %is writing because it was so legible.

A9 sl A WAL his drawingF his writing-2- homomorphice]gl &Xetx FH 3l of
e Azt Aok & ¢ AL 4, F old AL S el AP e AL
A fFR k. o]lzgt o] gAY o] wiFedl ZF  faction’ nominals®} ‘factive*
nominalse} SFATD. o] FAY ol & AF vhsh o] wFe] 49 = Aok,

(3) The way he drew fascinated me because he always did it lefthanded.
@ The fact that he drew fascinated me because I didn’t know he could be
persuaded so easily.

olel w8 & factived} action A}ole] - Fejale] Zo]st Rt
_/T-_

A, factive nominalule] A o] s}t HE ZATd A 2FAE HE 4+ Y.

(5) a. He brought up the box. (source)

b. His bringing up the box-:-- (action nominal)

c. His having brought up the box----- (factive nominal)
(6) a. He_brought up the box. (source)

b. His bringing up of the box----- (action nominal)

c. His having brought up of the box:----- (action nominal)

£, action nominalke] el FAFT Y& iy FAAdl4 & F&A S

() a. He drew the picture rapidly. (source)

b. His rapid drawing of the picture------ (action nominal)
c. His rapid drawing the picture----- (factive nominal)

(8) a. His drawing the picture rapidly.------ (factive nominal)
b. His drawing of the picture rapidly------ (action nominal)

A, o ZojelA L 257 F4A0] T AAEEd action nominal® 1 $3¢] FA};
E 33}3 factive nominal® =z WALE FHehA gt
(9 a. He drew the picture rapidly (saurce)
b. His rapid drawing of the picture:----- (action nominal)

® cf. Robert Lees, The Grammar of English Nominalizations, The Hague: Mouton. 1960.
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c. The rapid drawing of the picture----- (deleted subject)
(10 a. Rapid drawing of the picture------ (deleted subject)

b. His drawing the picture rapidly------ (factive nominal)

¢. The drawing the picture rapidly------ (deleted subject)

d. Drawing the picture rapidly------ (deleted subject)

A, 71 &FA7t eREALY # action nominal® EAe] o] AXNAE F EY FAMT
9 AAAht of AR LaR Ftet. '

(D a. His rapid drawing of the picture:-- (action nominal)
b. His drawing the picture rapidly:--- (factive nominal)

o]e} & A R4t Verb+-Prepositiond]] 4 & action nominals$} Verb--Particles]q &

action nominals® 74 ste ®e] 90| =},

)

(9 a. His looking at the house--- (Verb-Preposition)

b. His looking up of the information::---- (Verb+Particle) - (action nominal)
(9 a. His looking at the house---- '
b. His looking up the information:----- (factive nominal)

oA, o]ed FALE action nominalg R A ).

(9 a. His having of a hat--
b. His resembling of his mother---
c. His catching of her working:-
d. His considering of her silly--

gk, SAHs 2%} factive nominals® i},

® a. His having a hat--
b. His resembling his mother---
¢. His catching her working:-
d. His considering her silly---

o A, action nominal B}-gell ©& of+object® o]Eold Q& FL spAAAle} o] B
Ad o o] AHFL &FATELE AP FE 9.
(® a. The committee appoints John. (source)

b. The committee’s appointment of John:-- (action nominal)

¢. John’s appointment by the committee--- (genitive periphrasis)
o] AFFAE actinost factived A5 Abolel & B-& TEEAQ olgho] g}, o
T el A oTE AW AL ZAES] hE WY 1L o2
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b, zEv JEALY A gz FdE.

olA] factive nominalsel] S sj4 v ArAls] okt ojw FAoI EAl] AT AF
ZAH ] AFAeltt o] el 2 == factive nominalsel] 218F A ¥, that-clauses] &3t

&, question-word-clausedl] £]gF FA]2] g o 24 Vebd =% gr}t. o] T8 clause
ikl
_f_

lo

N

ulkl verbale] AgFsld -+ abstract subjectZ 4 F-& animate objectsE H g = 3}
43 F59 54 FEA Jeld ¢ dg. =S FAY Ho] BN AJEA §Y
FARY 244 B 24 b FE Yo

dr e

o

) a. Subject That-Clause
That he came was obvious.
b. Subjéct Question-Word Clause
What he did was obvious.
c. “Nom-action” Verb Object
I know that he come.
d. Verb+ Preposition Object
I complained about where he went.
e. Double-Object Verb
I told her who he was.

Verb+Prepositionsl]l 4 A AL7F HAEsHE ot Ful& GolA ofF FALoz glelA
L Ax"E factive nominalsd] fhat Foll4 KA hE Ad] F35k=F.  that claused ZE
F+ o] Wh-clausesol] 2413 Fojgterle AL obvh. dEEH, believe, pretend,
mean, hope fors-& that %ol YeRtARE WH el A& vehtx gerch. oz 2% ¢
2] & factive nominale]l 9§ F7HA8) o2 FF] FAE gobropel ¥ Aolvt. FZo]
subject factiveel] -] Hr}.

The Kiparskys (1970)9% t}-&3} 7.2 factives} non-factived] Eo& Al A&l

With factive subjects: significant, odd, tragic, exciting, relevant, matters,
counts, make sense, suffices, amuses, bothers,----

With mnon-factive subjects: likely, sure, possible, true, false, seems,
appears, happens, chances, turns out,----- .

With factive objects: regret, be aware (of), grasp, comprehend, take
into consideration, take into account, bear in mind, ignore, make, clear,
mind, forget (about), deplore, resent,----

With non-factive objects: suppose, assert, allege, -assume, claim, charge,
maintain, believe, conclude, conjecture, intimate, deem, fancy, figure,
know, realize, - '

9 Paul Kiparsky and Carol Kiparsky, “Eact”, in Manfred Bierwisch and Karl Heidolph
(eds.), Progress in Linguistics, The Hague: Mouton. 1970.
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2 FolAL chest e FEEAHQ FA g8 4 FHet.
R, factivesulo] that-S\} fact that SE LA+

(9 a. The fact that she solved the problem is significant.
b. The fact that she solved the problem is likely.

£, factivesule] the full rangev} &-& gerundive constructions& gl B 3stt}.

@9 a. The professor’s not knowing the answer to that question was surprising.
b. The professor’s not knowing the answer to that question was true.

AA, o229 non-factivest matrix S& F-ojel constituent SS9 Fol&E dosE A

2 ol Agel. 2 factive® 28 A opudEe}.0

@) a. It seems that there has been a snowstorm.
b. There seems to have been a snowstorm
c. It is tragic that there has been a snowstorm.
d. There is tragic to have been a snowstorm.

vl A, extraposition® factives§2e] Fojsk J&Aolvt. 22y} non-factivesd] &3

Fol skt BpA ol ehin,

@) a. That there are porcupines in our basement makes sense to me.
b. It makes sense to me that there are porcupines in our basement.
c. That there are porcupines in our basement seems to me.
d. It seems to me that there are porcupines in our basement.

t}A A, non-factive predicatesilo] LA Eo] stativedd ok e Jolv FAATES

A
iR ins

0

@) a. We assumed that quarterback to be responsible.
b. We ignored the quarterback to be responsible.

o] Aol A RAXE factive predicatesmlte] =z EHojzn FHAFE 72 noun faci}
that-clause® 714 F dvk. of7lo] BAAE PAEE Leesst “factive nominals”zgbi £
B Aok, o] AEL direct accusative objectsE F stz Fololl olwd FLI Aeko] gle]
Qeojrdel. non-factivesb= o ¥ FHAEL h F& 2 o] AdE Eertk. 2
%9 8l actionsy} eventsel] kel o] E o},

o[A] action nominals®] olw] TEEH4 FE&& v FAA ZAlE H/Z . an

action, an activity, an act ¥-& an evente] 3}A|¥= action nominal® F71x]¢ F a3t

1 Payl Kiparsky and Carol Kiparsky (1970), I#id, p.3.
1 Paul Kiparsky and Carol Kiparsky (1970), Ibid, p.4.
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<R
A

K

2
Fw

o}

4}
@ Aol AR o dsiA A P& Ag Eo)

2
rir
M

(® a. John’s riding of his bicycle (startled them), John rode his bicycle,
b. His figuring out of the solution (took one hour).
c. (I was annoyed by) her yelling, she yelled.

T84 9] action nominalization® @)ol] A ReofFr}D,

@ a. The climbing of Mt. Vesuvius by a lone hiker (is an impossible feat).
b. That bréaking of the windowby the gangsters (was an act of violence).
c. (I have never seen) a filming of a motion picture.
d. (Did you hear the sound of) that crying by the babies?

@3t QAL et TR Bl A Aol ek, RA, @olA subject noun phrase’
SE Eoli el A= AR byrt el Foln whEel FAT ev $AJF A, aEa
B0k $55 £ Mol T FAFAL AAF Az Arke.g., the giving of
money to her by the Red Cross). €A, the, this, that, such a,53 g A7 FAF
NA wtEolAl WAL (e.g., climbing) in @l =},

action nominals¥ vhgst e TEEAL At wesh. A, B BFE $el7
ZohE 4 gum TATE 92 D B4 3ok &+ gk

® a. The activity (that) John climbed the mountain (was fatiguing)
b. The process (that) he melted down the silver (tred him out)
@ a. The activity of climbing the mountain (was fatiguing).
The activity, namely, John’s climbing of the mountain (was fatiguing).
The activity, namely, the climbing of the mountain (by John) (was
fatiguing).
b. The process of melting down the silver (tired him out).
The process, namely, his melting down of the silver (tired him out)
The process, namely, the melting down of the silver (by him) (tired
him out).

Es], action nominalization& =}-&d] & vebd 4% @l X uk activity, event, act, process
E35 28 mAYE VEhE F Y= AL AleFe] "k, AEEH, @9 T welEL F
F3o 5},

2

=
=

12 Bruce Fraser, “Some Remarks on Action Nominalization”, in R. Jacobs and P. Rosen-
baum (eds.) Reading in English Transformational Grammar, Waltham, Massachusetts:
Ginn and Co. 1970.
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@) The breaking of the window by the boys (was written down)
The man’s writing of poison pen letters (was delicious).

o]A] % A13}5 = embedded sentenceel] Feok St AlGg deotiet. AA, fEle d
pA oz £e gl Rak AGE Fobd 4 vk, WA TS L NP-TNS-V-
(NP)-X¢] ]2 Fojok glv}. &, subject noun phrase® ¢]F& <=4, tense marker,
verb, direct object noun phrase =z 3 4 # 2] adverbialse]t}. tense markery % A}39)
Qe BATF AR HALY B AAA DAL A A JAE AP
2eAeld. 283 AT GEAGEEY BAARNA HY BAA Ha = @
= pozt Bao] olal AtAel FEel AwsAL dEch ow FATFY Fae.g

-

wg AdRek. R LAF
S FARAT FAT Ao

il

have being)-L& =2 modals (e.g., can, shall, will)$&

(e.g., certainly, surely): =z LAH=]7F E2F &3

SALL H4 v}EM‘- AL ohich AT 2AL v F APEAEAe] oldl A%
o welEd 4 1A Ardm FXHE JeERE AL ok, FAE /yE= mannery)
frequently & ol vtE AL ® EAHTL dx 49 oy FdAE dolvhE AL
bk, zE} ohE HelE ol MA o)Sh L FAF (e.g., in a clever way, at
occasional intervals)= L5 ). wtd AXEAYGATF7E Qelbdd verby) verb-particled)
Ag(e.g., figure out)L el Folok gk}, 28y} AL verb plus prepostiono] =8}
4o AH2A AFHelok b BGEAR(e.g., think about, rely on, speak of) %ol
L T gr. @A oA AL A5

9 What’s John climbing started wus.

The man’s will throwing of the ball concerned no one.

. The king permitted certainly the giving up of his life.
The organizing of the party carefully is a difficult task.
. his not looking up of the information

The talking about the problem saved her.

h O .D-‘o ot

FARATFlE A7 Ake] dek. AME Fols 84 therest ohlojok ek
o & elgEEal B4 old BATE B4 4 Yrhs Aol Ak, EAE &
(+a AgHelok ekt Aoleh. AAE 2R ARG

2

FE0] opveEhE Aeleh. @A IAE

1
#34 BATE

nimate]

BoFo ot

@9 a. There’s appearing of an apparition (frightened me).
_b. The machine’s crushing of the rock was noisy.
The crushing of the rock by the machine was noisy.
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c. The man who arrived yesterday’s giving of the lecture assisted us.

B Aol AAE A, 1Al AulFAAR veluR ol e msy 4, w1l F
A7} verb-particle®] o2 o] F oA glvlw 7 particle® F4} ulz v} sfoksli
AAEAGAT Lo X gom A, o2 FAE @8l (e.g., make love to, take
advantage of )8 o] B 4 gk, G4 AL BRdF}.

8) a. John’s resembling of his mother astounded us.
b. The looking of the information up took three hours

¢. His making of love to her caused a commotion

Fo 2 AREAYAT fg AFd dla ol A, T4 ohidd oE HAT
=l 21 x| (e.g., the indirect object Mary in give Mary the book)
. EA, 2R RTEY fR-ES W EEHAY g 5

o]l A= atEth(e.g., John in peruade John to go is followed by the complement to

fr
o
e,
X
hY]
£,
[e3
=
r_‘q,
o
ki
2,
&z P &

go). A, Bolx E27} mask, give, - raiseo] 3 A HE-H o7} substantive nominal
(e.g., make a reference to, give some advice to, raise two objections t0)ql 73-$-of] &
BAE 2R $& BAFA AgRolA 2Ad 943 woka LARE TAA(eq., o

some, two)% Ztx] Fom odrh. GlelA JHEE Al

@) a. Jim’s giving of Mary the book interrupted Harry.
b. Our persaading of John to go occurred at noon.
¢. Your making of reference to the book displeased the author.

glo| A factives} action®AF52] st & <rop iz =alsbe] agr A dd AFZTE

1 R =
Aol MAS B 4 9 ¥R I3 B8 T SAAETE factives} action ALF Abo] 8

Golold AL TR Wz 24 THE + . &, AATY AATEE 2E
Ak 294 g4 Aol sk, Hed ddA 4R 4+ 9. |

(1) His rapid drawing of the picture fascinated me.
(2) His drawing the picture rapidly fascinated me.

o]® Aol MAlA HH FAd & T4 9T WdT2E Fed 4 @
A 2240 AR T2E Zevhn 44¢osd 45ddd £ dn. AAEH22 Lees
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(1960)7 AAGE AN Dol Ak L FHAE ARAL e Yt Pl Agsw
W @olAsh e FHAE Ade] AgH
Leest @ F7H4 $5 $AA $94 Aold Fagk g A4k &, B4

= F%OJ 3} 2547 gl S8l s fact gerundsgla FE2E AES  activity gerund=4] A
L5 Folok 2540 gl Fel AelH.

(3) His having eaten vegctables was a great surprise (fact)
@ Eating vegetables is healthful (activity)

2} A activity gerundi: 84] Folrt QI havingdtE= 4 oA €Erh. o] FelF
£ Rosenbaum(1967)We 4 &8 Alch. A7lell A Fol7F 9 FH94E Equi NP Deletion

| g8 Fol7k Yt FgatlA st R A= .

Wasows} Roeper(1972)192] F4-& o] activity gerunds} 2851 Wil & o] &l sl ol
£ £ @b, 282 o494 A ofw activitsy gerundsz} w}x} Equi NP Deletion
otz ol AL FDovt g AT AtH =R Fg TAld FeEAt, 25 4
+ FAdA D4H4ql controle] §lE 2& FHAFEe] NP'sg WHTx2E Ze 9t
2 2% F9AE olztm 2§ Wdu. 8o Fsba activity gerunds(EFe A A
= subjectless verbal gerunds)+& controld H a2 gheia F3ghc}.

o] Fol A& activity gerundsE o] g4 sted oA T F d=x AHslr] SN activity
gerunds & A93s 2 el

Thompson(1973)1$>2- Wasows} Roepere] Fato] 1x13] 2ul& AL olvzla F23F
. o] AL w3l NP'st o} xuk o}&l = noncontrolled interpretationg ¢l Fsl= 271
A FHAbEe] 7 AEelvt. zE v oA AEE EUA 2E&Y WA @Y skA
+ AAAQ & A5 FE A 2

Implicit control (A)

(5) Hunting elephants can be dangerous.

(6) Singing loudly is good therapy.

(7) Eating vegetables healthful.

(8) Hitting Jack over the head was unwise.

3 Robert Lees, The Grammar of English Nominalizations, The Hague: Mouton, p.65,
1960. .
19 Peter Rosenbaum, The Grammar of English Predicate Complement Constructions,
Cambridge, Massachusetts: The MIT Press 1967,

15> Thomas Wasow and Thomas Roeper, “On the Subject of Gerunds”, Fowundations of
Language 8: 1972,

18> Sandra Thompson, “On Subjectless Gorunds in English®, Fowndations of Language, 1:
4 1973,
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ol AAEF L FAEL “implicit control’& W E3Ft}. &, deleted matrix NP= o] g
T4 A controller nouno]t}. o E B9 (5= ukY PNy} 37 ElE AR£35kcld NPe o
A ALE F At AL gEds. azEd Gt OF ARE T g&A ). o8 3
A& 4587 A 6-0d e A5} 2& £4F 2z Y& 0125_ T A3
#o] 9l NP’'s7} matrixel] 4] 28]l 3 embedded sentehceOi] A et Z1EA A4

JHAHE AL St 44 £ ¢ Al

o X
=

o

24 G-@ AL AAE AzAR] dE FATE] A% el BT med
2n glew 449 4% do. 2o old ARE BAA B T4 2ad o4t
e, E o guEAolebE Aol & AAE ALY Aws ALY BAE A4

oneo] complement subjectZ4] JERE 4%
A AdEE F34E 28T £ de TRAL
Aolet.

Implicit control but one incompatable with gerund verbs (B)

10 Adjourning immediately at 4:00 was impossible.
() Getting together quickly for coffee woule be fun.
(19 Dispersing instantly would have been the thing to do.

29F Ze Bae] slRo] HE AmlalA oneo] YUk Wk B o] omes] WEA
Z A4 BAAql 847 HEAL ohizgte Aol

A, Bl omed) H4e] APk VAR BAE 29 AHe] AR grhe
Ak vlas Eebw omed) AL o B4 2R
o ol BAHNA 2RAe HE () © DAY AL 2
2y gabge] obd @) (9 el d= AL 2¥A HX ¥t

Implicit comtrol in gemeric sentences (C)

(5) Hunting elephants can be dangerous.
(6) Singing loudly is good therapy.
(7) Eating vegetables is healthful.

Implicit control in nongeneric sentences (D)

(8) Hitting Jack over the head was unwise.
(13 Going there was fun.
() Tearing up my new paper dolls was mean.
o] ¥A |- Wasows} Roepers} controller®& TFA71A ol 2 F7d J& F
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DL vk ol Selgdnl old EE9 activity gerund sentencesE o} mghvl. EL BE
Zo6]9] A E AWMt matrix nound FTFAF R Fr] @S] o]ATe] 2 FAd &1

S gk ol So] olsl: AL mAE. zElm ¥ Bael Y+ controllers) contr-
olled nounsi omes] ohvizk QAR & Aolth. F, SAT o olHel 2Aske] Aol
mel 2 Y 4 gl

o], deleted subject’} matrix nouns} A% AWHAFHA @ HAor AAEE activity
gerunds?] A#H S A gl Hcl. |

thg A4S wad 2. dued 1 29 owl AL AMLm AL F& A4
A5stol dEol et |

Causative predicates (E)

(5 Trapping musk rats bothers Mary.
a. ---she thinks it’s not feminine.
b. ---she is circulating a petition to make it illegal.
19 Not getting home until 3 a.m. worried Mother.
a. --Mother knew we were expecting her home by m1dmght.
b. --Mother was sure you'd had an accident.

Communication predicates (F')

() Putting up new curtains in the kitchen was Harry’s idea.
a. +--you'll see he got them cooked.
‘b. ---he’s always thinking of projects for me.
(® Father talked about getting a wig.
a. +-but he’d never do it. :
b. «--but Mother said she wouldn’t wear it. .

o BE FAY) W FEA A4e 1 el 7 A9 FaF A9AL FHE T
+Hvtbe Aol B BAA €8 257 A9FAelw. O3 @A €85 =
T F7HA 9 %—’7’—%0] 9l-= activity gerundsi= noncont-
rolled interpretation® ¥kA EHvlzw 4& 4 9-&

7ol H 84 activity gerunds® 3 é}x]ul noncontrolled interpretationg &-&-35-2 &
€ 7 A=) ¥ 28 £0h. A Wasowsh Roepeps) F73el e gl¢ + &
Bl GlFoz 475 E S (A4 (D)AAshE 22l Wuld cont-
roller nounsE g3 A rle)

Explicit control (G)

(9 Evelyn dreads singing a solo.
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@) Sue avoids serving white wine with fish.
@) Sir Hurbert prefers hunting elephants.

(A-D)st (Gl A& 59 st ]934 4% 270 controlled interpretation
< Faw slEd Thompson(1973)-& o] A& ‘privateness’s} dcol. o}hd ZEAEL 3}
AR 2 AQ Adst FRL ATAT. P4 olwl Sl o8 mdd A%
Edgos AL Z Al 2 24 o] el o} FE &x] Ehet.

noncontrolled interpretationg 57l e Fol Fo| vl o] g A& ddle] F 3}
A HEFE ol Erhe AL oAl & F A F (BE)sF (Bl e €3+ ‘public” £+
2 Eeleid + glet.

2} A oneo] A EHA] & HHE consider, enjoy, dread, avoid- & 4 Yrke Aol
Qe st X E deole 29 AL ekl de BETH4 43 activity gerund
£ H854 Stk JoelA ol ZE ‘private’ BAFEL vhik 2 ALY Foi} WA
He 98 =TT F A& Bolet.

Jackendoff(1969)17¢). Tompson(1973)e] o] =3k cﬂ;%q]ﬂ AF7A AR AR
& 7t gleb. GololA ®E activity gerundse Z]ETEo]4 P75 A G
Aoz vebdrh, ol®l wrEA g Felo s gue oAl T &E
) )

M

Ao 444 5 99 2RSSk 2L A$ EPAS. AA, QwAL A
AR BB 2 A A ones) A, EA, FAFYA Folk
2 4

% s
wkel 2R e] “private’ gl o] AMAA ot

B AAER A4 HelHok & AE FY shit A= FA THE gotre Aok
4% B, BETAEL TAY AAPHE ¥ xRl LA Feeln oA
S35 Fejalste] #3 FAlC FAlE el fo

Helgrl. ow FAE-L nominal expressi-

o] . |
274 4] o3 EAlel g ¥ FAEY ANE k. A o EA A F
& A 2= Robert Lees@ k. 2= The Grammar of English Nominalizations(1960)

' Ray Jackendoff, Semantic Interpretation in Generative Grammar, Cambridge, Mass:
The MIT Press 1972,
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A4 TEE2Hq WL B4 £ T4 nominal expressions®E Fol W= 345l
t}. o]} e a4 1 predicate expressions} o] ¢ F-3hst= nominal expressions 4}o]
o B¢ gopirin Fc '

281} Noam chomsky: “Remarks on Nominalization”(1970)& 53] 4 nominal expre-
ssions®) WHEA Ha EAM EAFEE AP}, chomsky: HARF7E predicate
expressionsel] A St H A gerhe AHELEY FAE SERA. F, BAFE 2o F
Fste Eoldl A go] BAREls Aelr. o

]
o] 235l nominal expressions AFo] 8] B

o

3 2= predicate expressiong}
B4 TN Ssich. oA A,

Chomskyi= gerundive nominalsy} ZAEF wHusl FF2 A4 =Y =d d8l4
derived nominalsie ZA o] ey £49 THUA stAE= ¢ka the lexicons] A A A
ook ek FAdtt.

= 14-0}‘7]-/4 , Schachter= “A Nontransformational Account of Gerundive Nominals in
English”(1976)e] A gerundive nominals®} W3 R4 o] vkt ot. 1= gerundive nominals
S} /1B 847 B T2 a phrase structure ruleel] 2Js) FAHo ok gt FAgr}.

34+l A= nominal expressionss] IEF FEREAo]a o] B¢ HE kg, e
EYEAEL ©] AEe] BT nominal expressionse] Akl FAE Zrelfirh. ol
o] 8} 7} R nominal expressions 7H&wl] 4 Chomsky+ gerundive nominals$} derived nominals
Atel 8 ol EE AAR}. 2v A2 Frez AolAwe] WyA Y productivity
o} EA3 walel o] el Aleld] =bwlF generality zEla ®4te] Fe]4) internal struct-
uresk FA Aty Aygielr. Z& old Ao]FEEL AASE AANA AFEAES A
+ 5. ,

Lees(1960)& ‘factive’m A}l ok ‘action’ = Aol S wlmyel. 2= FEEA T o8&
&l contrastss} constrains® ZAFgl v}, 1k factive™ Abe] 71 A )] =A 5= ¥l action
BARE 9% 5, oW AL Aok PEol Rd Ak 49D

Lees7} A]akat factives} action WAe] AFo]8] ZRAQ Xpo} AEe] 34 Thompson
“On Subjectless Gerunds in English”(1973)e]] A "‘activity’ gerunds& 0,{*?3’55‘1:1-. A AT RN
g e8] BE activity gerundsst 7] E-FF| A unspecified subjectsE zte= EF o2 ¥
vz 2E2S etk o)8 unspecified subjects?] W ¥& 9] semantic rulese] 28] A
€344 F v FEae.

o] AT A W& oy TAAY FAE FHE FIet. o] dFE B ALY
originality oW vlul deol BARS ] At EFadAdAEY o TE A
v 5 o 8AEY AT AR gl E5<le] obd e Ee] 9

ol =27 ¢ B ek 4Adac.

— 148 —



B8] Fapejel W % 23

BIBLIOGRAPHY

Chomsky, Noam. “Remarks on Nominaliztion” in R. Jacobs and P. Rosenbaum (eds.).
Readings in English Transformational Grammar. Waltham, Masschusetts: Ginn
and Co. (1970).

Fraser, Bruce. “Some Remarks on the Action Nominal in English” in R. Jacobs and P.
Rosenbaum (eds). Reading in English Transformational Grammer, Waltham,
Mass.: Ginn and Co. (1970).

Jackendoff, Ray. Semantic Interpretation in Generative Grammar, Cambridge, Mass.: The
MIT Press. (1972).

Kiparsky, Paul and Carol Kiparsky. “Fact” in Manfred Bierwisch and Karl Heidolph (eds).
Progress in Linguistics. The Hague: Mouton. (1970).

Lees, Robert. The Grammar of English Nominaliztions. The Hague: Mouton. (1960).

Levi, Judity. The Syntax and Semantics of Complex Nominals. New York: Academic Press.
(1978).

Rosenbaum, Peter. The Grammar of English Predicate Complement Constructions. Camb-
ridge, Mass: The MIT Press. (1967).

Thompson, Sandra. “On Subjectless Gerunds in English”, Fazmdatiqn of Language, 9: 3
(1973).

Wasow, Thomas and Tomas Roepar. “On the Subject of Gerunds”, Foundation of Language,
8: 1 (1972), i

— 149 —



EMBRBEFIXRE WL (B7H)

Observation on Nominals in English

Hyeong-Seong Seon
Dept. of liberal arts
Gwangju Health Junior College

>Abstract<<

In generative-transformational grammar, one of distinctive things to be done
is to pursue the sources of surface forms. The grammarians have been interested,
among other things, in the question as to which is the basic form and which is
the derived form.

Ohapter 2 has dealt with some distinguished scholars’ positions on this issue.
Robert Lees tried to derive nominal expressions from sentential sources through
syntactic transformations. However, Noam Chomsky casted some serious questi-
ons on the transformational analysis of nominal expressions. He claims that
gerundive nominals are derived their associated sentential sources, whereas derived
nominals are not derived from their associated sentential sources but should be
posited in the lexicon.

One step further, Schachter argued against the transformational analysis of
gerundive nominals. He claims that the basic constituent structure of gerundive
nominals should be provided by a phrase structure rule. '

Chapter 3 has dealt with some syntactic and semantic aspects of nominal
expressions. Chomsky showed the differences between the gerundive nominals
and derived nominals. In the course of showing the differences, he supported
the lexicalist hypothesis.

Lees compared “factive” nominals and “action” nominals. He explains that
factive nominals refer to a fact, while the action nominals refer to an action, or
a way of doing something.

Thompson explored “activity” gerunds in an attemt to account for how they
are understood. She claims that the interpretation of these unspecified subjects
may be specified by a set of semantic rules. (

This study is not of my own originality but of my understanding of native
linguists’ exploration of English nominalizations. Nonetheless, it seems to me
that this study may greatly contribute to non-native speakers’ understanding of
the English language.



