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e wou1d like to propose that the categori l r~~ u~ 

X~bar theor,- ot phrase structure exhibit ~n organ12a~ on 1 

in the system auggestod in Chomsky (1970).
1 

In Jeanne•a recent grumsar of Hopi (Jeannra, J.978} .. 

own work on Navajo (in preparation), it 1s propo~@d th~t, ~ 

'tions -- tunctioni.ng 1n the two languages as r lati\I~ 

and as factive ncminals -- should bs acco~c-da.ted d!~r 

feature ayetem, rather th.An bJ' means of a ;deverb li ~ ,g9 ,l.~!: 

r»t??ti~ture rule r the aort t'toscribed in Jackendoft '1~'7'7 fu 

Specitieally, it !a suggested ·that nomin lize,d ent nc a • , 

(two-bar) phraaea ot the following featw:• compo ~i tio .. 

[::1 .-

That is to ~a7, ~e7 are simultaneously gent~nti l ~nd no .n 

combination ot toatures, we contendp is to be und ~,;i •• ooc. "' l · 

wa,-. The catego1"'J' (+ ' .. t!] bas the internal m.rk ... up f . t 

b~t exhibits the syntactic behavior or a noun. phraoa I ";t 
. &s, .. ~ the ~c; ture oombi.Dation is to be underst ood JLf.!. 

· thQ aame way aa 1.tl! the exocentrlc structure 

NP 

' s 

~' 
which is apecifioal.ly forbidden 11 the X-bar th ory. 

.. 



• 

structure 

specitically allowed in, the theory developed by Jae rr.~n~ot& -u 

tshort. nominalizat!ona are outwardly ncnm phrsr;ea oo, ~ i n .n.. 

aentenoes. 

'fhe feature representation ot th1a al€iss of el~®.:nt J L t· 

advantage that 1 t does not require the extra l!';rv~l ~f rrtr.;ii \tu .. 

in"volved 1n the oont1gu.rat1onal representation~ Theil>~ ·1.~ @Hi-,., . 
apir1oa; juatitication to this, in langue.g@a like Ropi 1. t· < 

t lea.at, al.nae nmdnalized aentenee& m.re conf1g..;.'ii.~rit1.o;iml 1:. '!.l 

to cMon1cal sentences (ot. oommont11.r:r 1n Jea1m.ei) le"f~, p 3 ·r 

Tbu.e• the Mavajo D011Dinal1zat1cn , ,, , 
(1) aabk11 doc naalnish0 d& nit~'!,~-t 

(bey neg work-ENCL aux-ENCL} 

ttba bo~ who was not working• 
'(~e tact) that the boy uas not ~rkingw 

baa the atru.cturc.i 

.-·~ 
. ~~ Speo 

~ A 

~ Spec 

••• B 

as 4oea the canonical sentence 

(2) 

•Tb boy __ w&.s not wc-1."king (it turn~ out; o 9 

UJ.lhe di!fe:l°ence is simply that the first 1"unetion~ ~:rnt ~tJ ... L\.t.: ... 

< . 
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. . 

.1 .ssod !n th~ feature rapresents.tlon ot t 

l hile in the cano 

l.C I 

bi l .i::ions. Thusg n geraer 1, if category is k d 

i ~-UJ:' G3 lb and[~, one of the t tu:ra spec fiea.t!cn i 

~ ubcl B' U1 ~~letion to the othe!'., Fo~ x.ar.11 .. lei P. .. J - category [~A] e .... s er~ ::ru.bclns es of the At d a ... 
" 

t ., toe S3 ·rels.tlon is symmetric le Thus it [(A~ ..., 

1 ~ bcl @t f-t>A 1, it is not n subal sa of [ B]o For m 0 -
t the aubel es rel t1on is dot ztmin d by • 

l ~ lMlcordi?Jg to bi.ch c(:i , ii) de i at &l U.' ... 

1. LPAJ it" ~d anl.1 t L J ill up6riol? to [FjJ 
a :P ci ;D.., nil\l.S DSOCi~t d with th u.hcl o 

~ a • W it the int rior e. ture. [sJ i $ 

bAg .... 
"106 l ar· ~he ooJUb~. ~ion e.Bj., i'lw co.t go 

~BJ thi g 1 vmtern ly' an [A] .d •deri ttv 

(< B] ~hus, it il'lt rna.l u:e.ke-up is that ~ · 

"} wt it aynt ctic t'unotiono or •b~he.vior & 1 t t ot 

• 1-'ll ~..., 
.~ 

.!:. the an1ng a soci ted with the comb n tion r~. ~ t>il 
d by tas nominalized sentence or Navajo, (1) abo 8 

riy t'9nte.tively. that the b.iererchy of c t gori l. 



( '}.' ~ .;) t 

~bi~ r~p~esQ~ts only th upp@r roQche~ er th~ b.1e~Qrch7, a.?ld it 

~,n&k~ll two nar.uwr.t?tione •h:tch are quito posaibl'y incorrect bout th 

llJ~ntc®.t:f..al f&[)..t\t:t• s., ~aauming that it exista. na.m.@17 ( l) thr\t 3 in 

~~pr~1o~ t© H ~ud (2) tbat it ia not a~t~no~oua ~rmn [.tv:J. 
toll.cw s 

~ ~@ phraa&l lev~l: nomiwAlized sentence 

n.t ~h® l~ioal. l~vol: nominalized aux111&?7 

\~) phr&& !.1: cM,onic:al. isentcnce 
• 

phrasal: 

l@.Jtioaln 

nou:iinalis~d verb phrase ((J/luJLN f1v ..}!1 pln r) · 
nominalized verb 

:l!.u!cal: Y~rb 

(s)' ph.!*~-&.1! c&nonical noun phraae 

le%ica1: noun 

l®X:iMli other torm cl.aaa, particle ·. 

Adpoe:tt1(.'l~!I (pi .. epo~itionol} po11tpocitiona~ caaea ( categor,. GrJ>) . ,.,...,..-·- . 

e-.1,.li ~d~~.mti~ret (category frA]> f'it into the qatom 1n variOWJ'tlttJ' • 

.. ~_G!iidin ··pt:>n 'the l&ngusgc. 

J· 1 u~~rc.1 :~"'~wage a, the adwo .nit ion is e.utonomoua ( the:r9tol"ft ( t) >• 
.. 

•' ..... 
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~h;! ~'l i~ svid-t-ntly the case in English, where canonical preposltlon:i 

3re not classifiable as notL~3 or varbso This is also probably the 

case in Hopi, though Jo~nzae notea that thGy share ~ertQin properti~~ 

with nolJll.B nnd certain otr..ar·properties with verb~ (Jee.rma, 1978 

PPs :516.,.'f) o In Navajo, ho ever, it is quit0 l'~aao?e.ble to 111uggc .. t 

tit1at ,~odpoaitionD ar& a subclass ot nouns$ f.v, .,.lf, ~fJ, ainoo 

~h po:Jtpositionnl phrase, and tho postpositional ord as well, "re 

f{).rfA/l.lly 10.erJ.tj.cal 1n .struot;ure to lna.lienable poaaeaa1v~ constructions 

]1eaded, ~o~ example, by body-part noun~ o: kinship terms • 

. ' 


