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0. BB BWIE &b kb BEERE, KEVENEEL LT ML,
Harris [1957. ‘Co-ocurrence and Transformation in Linguistic Structure’, Language 33 :
284-340) 24K E L, ThPRIBESRT 5t -4 Chomsky (1957. Syntactic struc-
tures] iIZHAE B EENTWB, L L, SENROHE, I, HAERO mechanism
IR B model & Lfﬁ)aunﬂﬁhi, Chomskean School &\ vish 57 £ ) 712[}[5
FIRCR D L DT, ~ :

Lyons {1968. Theoretical Linguistics) V= X3, Hockett, Harris {2gf\ T Ulayman
X oT "E30HE MREINTWBEVbRTWA, HEHiE, “OHE3DHEE W
L BEHHH O Wayman O EHIHD>%, RFPTHALTALRDB, V¥ HEK
#H T 5 accusative with infinitive L IEFECE A, ¥ioe ¥ 7ETI <EBHBETER>
Wb T 5O RGN EZE LT, Wb 3 Chomsky B<ERAH > & Llayman
WM<EREFAL>ORME, IV, %Oﬁiﬂ)ﬂﬁﬁ& L’Cﬁzbh%ﬂﬁﬁi’:&ﬁa@ﬂlﬁlf& g ’Uﬂ
LA LT E R,

0.1. <Z%ﬁﬁ>&<$fﬁﬂﬁ>o?ﬂl%i ¥FFIA4TVARID a, [A)ALF
ARAF-XEHECB L THIFR LCE TR E L, B, h Dl - st » T
W OBREZRBILCTEL, TCRE, ¥V 4= FOEREHRO Wayman i—ffio4k.
FHLED, COXRDFTE, “BR" OBRERME B 3 OXEMIARBEI R TV 5,

(Although Harris and Chomsky were working in close association {and their publications
each has acknowledged his debt to the other).they have from ' the -outset developed the
theory of transformational grammar along different lines. More recently the Soviet ling-
uists Schaumjan, has published a book (1965) in which yet a third system of grammatical
analysis has been proposed maklng use of transformational rules.} .

- Llaymss . DEGIHRO 11T, _Chomskean School 4T 5 &, 195741' el Chomsky D
Syntuctic Structures (FFFR P OHEED 1960), & D3 &, HIOEDHFREL &1 T, 19654
R LEED Aspects of The Theory of Syntaz ([XHBMFH DML 1970) HHEhT
Who, O Aspects LD H5 post- Aspects JiT#C Transformational grammar 0
textbook ELTH Emmon Bach. (1964, Introduction. to .Transformational Grammars
CPEE k] 1969). &; ‘Andreas. Koutsoudas, (1967, Writing Transformational Gram-
mars) O 2MBEBHBRE 50 b bDA -post-Aspects DRHITIL, - B  ORBRR M
ZBHIFBRTBE &%, Language, word, International Tournal of American Lin-.
guistics D= WD ETHIL, EHEHT 5o OBHERTHLTIHOH,T
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H%o

0.2. ¥ic, Soviet Union twisit s Chomsky © Syntactic structures DIENEEL
Soviet assimilation of American generative grammar & Llaymsn @ applicational model

(Bpe7r) DRBEYHEX TR LS5, VW T Chomsky o FXEOREE] MM Shic
DL, Hoeoe B ssHrBHCTHKE 5 2 3RITIR - 7= Babutexuit OFAHALTMRTHH 5, bbb
A, ohXb—EEdNz, ¥ — X0 [“Uro takoe Tpatcdopmaunn’ (Bonpochl A3bKo3HMA 1961
Vol. 3) #3552 S hik The Grammar of English Nominalization (1360) D¥#ETH
A7 AYHEFEDY — AR b D THEMD, Thik, Y7 += M7 A ) 2 %R
S OZES LRIV, TORE, BTRE, T2V HOETHEEENY V1= 10K
Pz REEL 7% ©C, s L 5, infiltration of American transformational grammar into
Soviet Linguistics. (7 A U AZEHIED, V¥ 1= FEBRE~NOEE) O—Pfll vz X5,
CHIE, V- XA, AXERHEETIRRL, LFORMRTH Y, BARABEOPEOLDIL, =

TEXR{EATORRDTEHS 5, Thdz, — K, vy 7ENTELWELD
RTNWBT A Y POFEEDHTY — X4k, EABED back ground & research physical
chemist @ 54ETdst-% career ¥ L 2REOFEFEHEE VL X 5.

0.4. Fhwxr—Rfcik, Chomsky ic#s¥ % American transformationalist school @
TEIL, V4= POEERL L T, LOEEOETCTHLAB I L3P, LA,
7AYVADOR ¥ TEOPEEC LS r v TENOEESHOBB LV B THEITHR T
WBEWIDONEECHZRTH D, ok i, BELEBMOFEC LIS R
W3, Morris Halle @, The Sound pattern of Russian 1959. (Fwm o 7EOTFH] ,
Dean worth ©hfe b BBFifloz, ‘Transfonm Analysis of Russian Instrumentat Con-
structions’, Word 14. 247-90 (1958), X hiz, RED L OTE, FHEETIE, AL Halle
@ The accentuation of Russian Words’, Lg. (1973) 49: 312-348., (e > 7EDT7 7«
v DD, #iEE# Y, Leonard H. Babby, ‘The deep Structure of Adjectives and Participles
in Russian’, Lg (1973) 49: 349-360. ([r v 7EEOHER L SROERHGED 7t ENBUTF
bhits, '

0.3. Fheik, llaymsn HEAS, [EEWEOHRME] D19656E, H5%T, §-T
W3 X 51, ‘Z. Harris % N. Chomsky OO & RAME R - TV 5, g
R E TR BEBOELS, 1 WOTAIERL, i, ):'0) J: 5 T&%B’Cﬁiﬁﬁh )
RTEehd, CRHELIIR-TARI S, ’ :

Chomsky @ Swyntactic Structures DIEFRM, 1957FECHH T &M?fmﬁ«to%bt
= o 1layman ©, BETES model’ DFEFEIT 1963 F i BOMpOCH! A3bIKO3HaHMA Vol, 2
1= CoBonepa & 3&[F TS -, [lopoxaaOmas JHHFBUCTHYECKAA MOAeNs Ha Gade
npuuuna asyxcrynenusartoct’. ((HEMEOFEECEGLTHEBT T4 THHH, Tit
b, BELLELOC LT LY, ‘the model suggested features a single generative
process based on a universal operation, térmed application, which makes it possible to
dispense with transformitions, Therefore in the applicational model transformations are
no longer a means of generating phrases, but-a means of establishing invariance relati--
ons between phrases obtained by application. ‘Owing to the interaction of ' two - matrices
—— the matrix of class generation and the matrix of application —— it become possible

'
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within the frame work of the applicational generative model to obtain transformations
automatically as a result of definite calculus rules, while in all previously supggested
models transformations are set down as an arbitrary list’. (italicis mine) (R XH
T2 7k, B Flh 5 —B0e il r OB e 5. SO, B LTT
FFTCLEEMREILT S, Ther, FREFATE, T, PO ERTSFRTR
%<, FHER X o TR OA A GOBOTEONFLHLT Z2FRTH D, 205N
RN L EROTAO_SOFAOHEFRAIZ X » T, FREReF+ORNT, —ED
HEHAOERE LT BPMHCEBYES o LTS, —75, TXTDOoRETIC
REXhA2FL T, T, BREGLY X bE L THETS ST 5,) CTARRTER)
ZOEWH, BEMLY A P LTHERAHSIRTWB L 53, Wayma & Cobon-
esa I X AEDRY TS, KO X HRBET—HL T VIREA TV A,

TEHEFATE, BYREBOBOEFHEHE L LTERIhHOT, BHNLKDOEL
FEPRIC R SN S RFRMVECE:, (atoMucTnvecknll nogxoj=atomical approach) # wiR3
BN otce © DRETHROMERETE, TR&TAK Cmcok=list) & LTHL
B Twb, EfgeF LT, B4k, PIESALEBEOBRTIALT EBO%O
AR ST B TR D RW ARG 7 5, (C. K. Wayman, T, A. Cosonesa ‘Cemanthy-
€CKOe MCYCHeHHe B alJMKaTHBHON MoJeaw’, TeonerHueckne i SKCOEPIMEHTAILHBIE
HCCABI0BAHIR B OBJACTH CTPYKTYpHOH H mpuKAagHoil anHrencTikin 1973, p. 239.5

0.4. ¥z Wayman o5 B4 & Chomsky o HEHSH oMY, £& LT
HROREA» DR L b, Anepean i riud, F@ERL, FEC hicEmEhl (F
7e4ot, Chomsky OEHAHN BB HEO = Frbid, Z20R TR T b, Thebb,
+OHBEHEE, TOPREBRLENCERFEOELTOZACK W TTH D,

{Anepcsau, Hnen H MeTOAB! COBpeMeHHOit CTpyKTypHoil amursuctuxn (THURAGEF
FOMAEHHD 1966, p.223.) .

AnepcsH OFLTWB S LEF EH5H &, BRI ORI O L, ﬂiﬁ:ﬂﬁ:#
CDEFADRTHE, ZODEANCR AR CHbh5b0LELbRD, 02 FiX con-
struction ®JF L observation DfFTH B, TWOEEE, IMARRYAES, LXK
BT Fw Sk ETE—BE TR, EBOH 28T, 5 —EORROAMOLT®
f¥hC, COTHFeSE, HD ﬁ?}{mnn@ﬁ%@un%ykﬂng@< (loc, cit. ), %1,
T2V H OWHIHITIL, RIEONLL strings GIFY #», phruse-marker (HUHEZEBIED
Dt (tree) THH, FhbO strings % trees H3FF LOAH® Bz bR T, L

‘ L,, FaERe7 Mmt B, “HHACTENEMIEL DRD, B (class of words)

L EEYIA (complex of words) ¢ b, LT, _o_ﬁﬁﬁomnﬁj‘s&%r_r LT, B
FWEBOFCHE, BECICHEENE LTV 555, ZoORINBERD A # = RXABBEE R
Do —2U%, & ﬁOimOﬁWﬁ‘ﬁa"p b, %‘——’Jii Fﬂ‘“ﬂ UD:LﬁMMa"L‘C*?b%o uuﬂifm_-l_ﬁkiﬁ%
%m,;%oﬁﬂﬂm%MtLroﬁ%ﬁo%%%%rwmb.%ﬁAmmimﬁmm,ﬁ

FERIMA RN & LCERMOBFREY 27 AT 5, -

llayman OFE@EREF L, 72 VD EYLEKEOET L, BIU E&mﬁiﬁé@%—f
e, XD, WE—on BHERVTR- TIN5, Llaywan OxF AR, ZOOR
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STWANBG DR TV B, —2k, ZDEFALDOLEHE G2 DRIFERTHY, b5—>
REHTH D, BRI, SENSHEROE—OHRRITH D, THIL, EENRHOTED
TgoME—OHRThH 5,
0.5. B F AL, HED accusative with infinitive &, » ~ 7FED <<HBIET
SR> DX HBFR OB, EAMCH L THN5Z e LT, ¥3° Wayman, Cobonesa
D}FET, HHL, ayman —Aofcis, BEREHETAORE, s JUEFRLR
FENEE - THE E‘JK-&%QL'C:}'M— Do
MWMHE%mﬂ«TL%Iﬁm‘mmﬁLﬁ,3@%7»&%ﬁﬁ6h6,ﬁbhi
BXte s AN, AEEEO ZREoF iy TRES R, (aymas & Cobonesa,
‘CeMaHTHYECKOe IICHICJIeHHE B aNmNKaTHBHOIT Moxeas,’ (1973, p. 232. [FE{eF i
BFBERFTD Fhex, Wayman OFEERL, FOFM X o, Chomsky DZH S5
Dﬁ@?ﬂﬁkhfﬁﬁﬂﬁ%ﬁ&tk%th%oi?@&rwwﬁwﬂhWMHﬁi#
SIRERRC lllayman & cobeaesa DRI LHET 5, :
1. Mayman (1960), ‘CTpyKTypHule METOAB H3yueHHsl 3HaueHuy, Tesuchl AOKJA/NOB
Ha IJeHapHOM 3acefanuu cioapoif Komncenn [OJIS AH CCCP) mocBslleHHOM cOBpeMe-
HHOIl nNOBpeMaTHKE JIeKCHKOMOTHU 1. cemMacHoaoruy, Mocksa 1960, (MREBRBTZE OHEERY TS
¥ TREGROBRNROMEDS 6 B Ft&oRERME] BE¥ET » 57 ¢ —FEIFEHD.
2. Ulaymsn, . C. K., ‘TeoneTuyeckie OCHOBHI TpaHC(HOPMAUHOHHOH rpaMMaTHKM',
Hoaoe B anursucTuke, Vol. 2 1962 (MM XEOIBRAVATNE] TEEFENRED
3. ——Tlpo6aemsl Teopetuyeckoii thoHonornn, Mocksa, 1962(TERERFFEAZA O
——‘Hacywsble 3aJa4H CTPYKTYpHOIl AHHTBHCTHKH,, MapecTus axanmemuu Hayk CCCP.
OraeneHue autepaTypbl H fisbika. Vol XXI, Nr. 2, 1962 ([HE& SO0 EEHIE]
[y 4=t 7 27 358 FERIHEHRI
4, —— ‘npeoGpazaBaHHe HHQOpMAauHN B MplLeECCe IO3HAHHA MW JABYXCTyINeHYaTas
TEOpHS CTPYKTYPHOM JuHrBHCTHKY', IlpoGneMbl cTpyxTypHoii JumrBucTrke. M3 AH.
CCCP. M. 1962. 1-12c. (MRBHLARW 12RO &GS SR O BRI TS
EEOHME (A VIV VR, VY42 b T AT )Y
5.
teopus (onosorun. llayman O, pes. , TTpoGieMbl CTPYKTYPHOH JHHTBHCTHKH, AK--
anemun Hayk CCCP. M. 1962. 224 S. (MAFIMBEROILRGHR L SRR D 2 BIEEA |
Yoy v VIHERR, RS ERFEOHEE) o .
6. llayman, C K., & Coﬁo.neaa, I, A., Ann.nnuamBHaﬂ . IOPOMAAIONEs MOAELNb
H HCUHCHelHHe 'rpauccbopmauuu B pyccuom sianike, M. AH CCCP 1963 125 c. (TH{&
£m%7»&nz75rkﬂ5ﬂﬂﬂﬂ%7ﬁ -]
7. llaymsn, O noruueckom Gasuce JMHBHCTHYECKOI ‘Teopus, npoﬁnemm crpyx’rypuou
JHHTBHCTHKH. 1963, ‘M., 281.c. AH. CCCP uPq (E ?‘ﬂﬁ@ﬁﬂ%%ﬁj ﬁ‘}&;ﬁa
EEORMME] (Y V4= bPET A58 -, v o TER
8. Hlaymsan, [lopoxaalomast JTHHIBHCTHYECKAS MOJEJb, Ha Gase NPHHUMINA ABYXCT-
feHyaTocTy, Bompockl AamiiosHanus, (1963) 2: 57-71. [r”&ﬁ%ﬁzolﬁﬂk§< é&mn
=Fr) TEEFROEREI
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9. liaymsn, C, K., & CoGonesa, 1. A.,‘ananHkaTnsnas NOpOMAAIOLaA MOLEb,
Il aBTOMATHYECKOE TOJYyUeHHE CEMAHTHYECKHX KJaccos H Noaxaaccos.” FlpoGremut opma-
JIN3aTHA CEMaHTHKI f3kikoB. M, 1964, 180 c. {(BEfgpeFr i, ﬁl}i&ﬁ, VTNl
bhayERm) TEEOEROB Ao HIES

10. Mayman, C. K., ‘TpanchopMansonHast rpaMMaTHKa il amIKATHBHAA NOPOM -
Kalollas Moaenn' o '

11, Wayman, C. K., CrpykrypHas anarBucruxka. M. 1965, 396 c¢. {Hayxa) (AH
CCCP. UPSl) (THEEERES) =22y, 1965, 306c. {F 9 »H) (METHF -, » o
7 BRI ] : '

- 120 ' —— ‘Teopuna Ttpancthopmamsn,’ Bonpochl sisnikosuanna 1965, C. 64-73 (X
Bk FERBUIROMEEED

- 130 TeopeTnueckue npoGaeMbl NPHKAALHON MMIBHCTHKIE M. 1965, 138 c. MI'Y.
dmnon. dax-T. nyGMIKAUUN OTASHHET CTPYKTYPHOl i MAKKAAAHON JNHCBHCTIKE, Bulm. 1)
rEsko ke LCOEE] NEAERSED ﬂ! REVTEHIED A% 14 M. 1965 (138 pp) p.
47-55] ' '

14. HWlayman, C. K, & CoGonesa, [1. A,, ‘annauxaTiBHas NOPOMAAIOLIAN MOAEn
1 (popMaJN3auHT rPAMMATIIECKON cuHOHuMuN,® Bonpocs! s3bikosnaria 1965. Nr. 5, c.
81-50. (MEfgEme7 v ey =2 0OFR] TEEPFREOHMEL

15, — [llayman. ‘Outline of the applicational generative model for the description

of language.’ Foundations of language Vol. 1. No, 3. 1965,

16. Ulayman C. K., & Cofonesa, I1, A., ‘Transformational Calculus as a Tool of
Semantic Study of Natural Languages.® Foundations of languages. Vol. 1. Nor. 4.
1965 ' R :

17. 1aymsaH, ‘Teopust NOPOM AAIOMNX rpaMmaTiK H npoGiaeMa nonnManis’, CeMuHap
no ncuxoeoasHreHcTHke (30-tan-1 [Onua 1966) Tesucsl poksax. u coobi, M. 1966.
78 c. (AH CCCP WSI3) (TZEigckoMsh & B OMI) T4 & 3510 78pp. (p. 14-16)

(/'yﬂ';}'ﬂ%‘l&.}'?‘l?‘ vy nnu'?‘mgbﬁf)]

18, '—— ‘CospemMeHHoe cocToHsle AByXcTnenyaToil: Teopun. doHoromuL.’ c. 3-23,
HMcenenosaryus no Gonosorun, ors. ped., C. K. Llaymas, M. {Hayxkap, 1966, 408 c.
(AH. CCCP WPS. (T 2 B oBiik, T¥EHIEDIIE] 1966 408 pp.)

TS —— ‘TeopHs NOPOKAAIOIUHX FpAMMAaTHI -H NpobaeMa. nomumanns’, c. 349-350
Teaiicol coobieiny, - npodpemsl ofuteil neuxoaormt. M., 1966. (AR ekl & MO
ML Tade, —ALDEEEOMIE) M. 1966. e

20, —— ‘[IpuHUKN FeTepolHBAPHAHTHOCTH B- ABYXCTNEHYaToii Teopud (OHOAOCINY',
¢’ 3-6,~ Miccnenosanus no Qouosorad. oTB. ped.. Llaymaan M. (Hayua) -1966. 408. c.
(AH CCCP. WPflyc. 3-6. ([ 2 &R oRMAE ORI THHRIIRSL LR
v I 408 pp., (V= bEET HF -, B XFEHED pp. 3-6
1.2l ——‘Kupepuetuka. n s3uc’, C, 8-21- CTaTHCTHYEHH T4 CTPYKTYPHb, JHTBIC-
THUHIE MOAEAL, Kiles, 1966. 163 C. (A %7 ¢ 7 AL FREI [ElN - HHEFRHEF e
A) F#=7, 1966, (161c) c. 3-21.) R v
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22, —— 'Tlopoxjalollas rpaMMaTHKa KaK TEOpHS JHHIBHCTHYECKHX YHHBEPCAJHH,’
c. 78-82. TIpoGaeMbl S3LIKO3HAHMA JOKAAALI H COOGLIEHNS COBETCKUX yyenwx Ha X Me-
JJAYHapoA. KOHrpecce MHrBHCTOB. {Buxarest, 28/VIII-2/IX 1967). (otB. pex. ¢. IL,
Puana) M, (Hayxa)} 1967, 285 c¢. ([EE0REOMS: LTo TR XE] FEE%0
FERIED 1967, p.78-82.) _

23. -—‘TlpaBusa KoppecnonzeHunH B ONMJMKATHBHOI NMOpOxAAIOLIEH MOAeab,’ C.
168-173. YpoBuu fsbika H ux B3aumodencTie. Tesucel HayuHoit KoHbepenuun (4-7.
OTIP. 1967) M. 1967. 182c. [rﬁf&%%%ﬁm:&aﬁaﬁmoﬁﬁuj F.:.m@@afcota
e, F£8B4E) 1967. (182 pp.) p. 168-173)

24, ——‘IIByxcTHeHvaTas NOPOKAAIOULHX rpammaThk’. c. 129-134. MexBy3oBkas
KOH(epeHuMsi RO NOPOMKAAIOUIMM FpaMMaTHKaM, TesHs Aokxaaabl, 1967, (T4HIE:o 2
PSR ) TEWSGRCET BAEMERES] (Fv= 2 —, Sept. 15-25.) pp. 129
134.] 4

25, llayman et. al. ‘nocTpoeHHe cJ0Ba-006pa3aBaTeNbHOrO CJAOBapd Ha OCHOBE ar-
JIHKATHBHOII nopomjaomieil Mogeaw’, ¢, 134-136, MexBy3soBcias xoHdepeHUMA RO
nopoxm AaloluM rpammatTHkamu. Teacel aoka. Taptw 1967, ldde. ([HEJEREFA1IC L
HEEUBEE O] TREHSHERE] 1967 (144pp) p. 134-136.)

26. — ‘aGCcTpaKTHLIE AepHBATHOHHLIE CHTEMBI; anilAHMKaTHBHAA NOPOXAAIOLIan MO-
Zeab,’ ¢ 130-201. otB. pea. C. K. llaymsan, Ilao6peMul CTPYKTYPHOI JMHTBHCTHKH,
1967. 1968. M. {Hayxa) .(FERZEEH =71 O HFHHTRED ﬁs‘m FHEEERBED féﬂ"]ﬁ
1967] 1968, (412pp.) pp. 136-201.]

27. ——, ‘CeMHOTHKAa M TeOpHs TMOPOXAAIOUIMX ramMMaTk,’ 5-7. oTB. pef,. C.
K. Illaymsn, IlpoGpembl cTpyicTypHOi JuHrBucTHKH. 1967, M. 1968 (412pp} 5-7c. (3%
BR & ARSI ] TR SRESEO MG 1967] 1968. (pp. 5-7.) g

28, Uaymsan C, K. & I1. A. CofoneBa, ‘CeMaHTHYECKOE HCYHCJEHHE B aNIVIHKa-
THBHOH Mozenw’ c. 232-246. sperunues (pen.), TeopeTHyeckHe H 3IKCNEPHMEHTAJbHLIE
HCCAEJ0BAHKNA B 00JACTH CTPYKTYPHOR npuxaafHoii u auxreuctuke. MIY. 1973, 246pp.
(%57 & 5 A 38 2 TEBRIFSE [r‘ﬁn'iﬁ:ts JUGRAEBRFOLTC 3 2Bkt X O'HEBF
48] A7 VK2, 1973.] ‘

1.0. llaymsn D%, THLUMACD BEIRTHBLEEBbhsH, fEMY L
WO, LEDBEOEE, R DD, ChbOFREOHREORELELEBIL, Hose
@D, ¥FBMARREE, SHEED accusative with infinitive &, =7 EOEMNESTAE
S © Mgt A58 L C, Chomsky fZEBAHT &, Llayman D%ﬁ&%wvoﬂb ¥ELTH
B s

1.1 i'&"?ﬁtﬂ)n STEOXDEEMNL FED L5, O Ou npocun ero ocrarhed. (He
proposed him to say,) = ©3, R IOThEREE, & X ORI Sl KB O TIL,
EZED ou (he) L accusative @ emy (him) i3, FIOABR/AFEHR (extralinguistic world)
T+, &# % B, Chomsky OLEBHHTO Z L% b ud, Wik coreferencial ([{—3g
R THBEVZ LD, COR YT, Wb AMEOXFERME>E, B
fem o 7HETELhTwbbotchh, EAE LT, @ On npocun ero manyarts. (He
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asked him to be silent.) (@ Ou npocua wac npounrats pacckas euwe pas. (He asked
us to read the story once again.) @ L 5 e XM EF BRI L 5,

¥, Thboiy Chomsky RS TE, & ;?‘x.%;'zw‘x tree dlagram TRE So
FTOOEBHHEIIRD L STHE L Bh i,

S
|
| I
¥ i
N l | I
| VB NP -
(He) ‘l’ ?
NpOoCcHI t | I
(asked) (uTO6bI) oH octaTGes
| - (that) (he) ' (stay)
Fig. 1

b @5}19‘?1 1%, on octatsea (he stay) %% embedded sentence & # % Hbh, clause comp-
lementlzer (Bighx{LF) utoBut (that) 'E Complementizer transformation 1= t »C, deep
structure DRRHESAER D, Thodot, ¥9, B 1EMT, uross oH octathen AL b
5, 852 BRI, equi noun deletion transformation ﬁxﬁﬁﬁ‘é:h‘t, coreferentzal feoon
(he) PBRARD 2l DHH, OB, coreferential 7g OH THLig\L DT, \_CDIBJ
L EMBRTTE R o, 3B TIE, clause © urow (that) AYEEAD trans-
formation 23 AT, EEMENER S5, Mldg, Subject-verb agreement @ trans-
formation,' case transformation, %t &® ordering ORIE: ¥ & #EE/T s Th, Cho-
msky OZEHHEHD, = OWI~DFAOBWMTE Fifirve Thex, =¥ 7HOQD,
®, @0 <TEIE BHED i+ 5 Chomsky OEHAH O BEE, LE= B0
transformation, FHIALFIC X HERAZ L O FERMGE~OFFRAIC LD, TR Do &%
WalT T DA ] & OERMIRY MBS X, A—aiEHsE fixitrik BoXW,
FEMR—FEY (Tl zﬁ%‘*‘:%“&@&)’@*ﬁ@ﬂ’ﬁﬁoifff%: BT ELHBH) BET, RER
#HE LTOREONHBELZ LTind,

L2 K, & On npocua emy orctatbest. (he asked him to stay.) % Llayman o
BRIMBTIL, LHRDPEELTRI 5. FTHHE, BEREReF L OMMLHENE,
o O~ AR ST s R ORA L S

¥, BlpERe AR, AER (deal stem) FAEBE S h B, Chbik
@ N : zoM (house), puiGa (fish), okwo (window) @ X 5 7c BFEY RbhbT, @ V:
uti (go) &7, exath, (ride) ok 57cHFELXFHT, @ A : Geanit (white), GoabHoil
sick) DX 5 i TRE A FH T, @ D : tam (there), Toraa (then), Tyza (there) d X
5 R RIFEEY T, RiCo R BHD symbol 2 b, BE@HAl (application’ rule) X » T,
A (compléx) 2324 BABA, chik, WIWTL-THFLBRD,
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'\\\ N|v]albD N v | ~x]a]pD

N|lo|~-|—-1]o1] R |R.V|RN|RiA[RD

v |vn| o] o} - R: | RsV | ReN|R:A |RsD

A lan] o | o | — Rs | RsV | RsN | ReA | RaD

p| o |pv|pa| o R: | RV | RaN|RA|RD
Wik . ‘ w2z

Ik LABI L, VEARNCERTE, D, AL VCERTEDLWHZET
Hh, El, BOFO<AF AR, ERNTELVEWITE, TR0, MGTHIH (2
W i, BREERESATWRWI ER2TT, Thd x, 4720 OBFIrLLESS
k31, BREAEEYRE > TWDB I L THb, b FARNCERIRT, ANRAR
T35, W, NBACFRINWTNAXEFIZ LR TERYV, ¥, SO THEELAL
ik, X+ YORBIREREHE » Tt 2 L TH D,

TCTH1ETE: DhAKABSHCEEATYTIDTA LI, 3, TORTER
EhaEBINL, N, V, A, D&, coRrkky, YORATS, —EL»EHLILWT
2¢ bhbioik, N, V, AD, NV, VD, AN, DA, DAN, ANV, NVD, D
ANV, ANVD, DANVDDI4®£$§1A13L'C§575° Zhbix, FEREM 5(0)2&712?21
BRLBTAEMNTED, fub xiE, DANVDIL, 31ech yCTAaHOBUAACL OYEHL XOPO-
1as Toroza (Here set very fine weather.); AN: Boasuioit jom (large house). ANV :
Xmyprn zeHs GpeaxuT. (Frowning day dawns.). NVD; Yacsi 6bioT TIOAHOYE. {watch
struck midnight.). #&T$%,

@@ﬂ%fﬁ,ﬁﬁi%ﬁ&&h%&ﬁ,&ﬁﬁmﬁﬁkut,#ﬁ%,#ﬁﬁ.#%ﬂ
ORIENBEEER T 5, L_OBQFF%<3{§H§§EE> (apphcatlonal domination) &\r3,
THhETRTE, RO LS55,

o7 AN VD mem

T b, Nlci, ALD#% %%, VEDLERER T3, Thx, <3&E‘Jﬁﬁ3>'€
i, Xodutit, (EBOWHE) 2 LTWSEHTH S,
- ~h, io¢um%ﬁfé%t»5%xﬁLiO£E,&1&%%m@ﬁ¥ﬁut%xb
hTwb, thi, <MRAEE> (constitutional domination) &5, '

%h@z,NV&%Hu,<£&&m>a<mm§m>n—ﬁ?ao

&L,kkéﬁtﬁ$§¥ﬁﬁA§$@¢f£&6ﬂﬁ%%b?dwmnﬂ%&mﬁdh
BERAETRTWAZ EERLL 5. © 2T Fig model 1, BIRT (relator) 2HA
-?-Z)o TZC/‘Q%, R,l ﬂijﬂ)ﬁ@q&f{%ﬁﬂj L/l R2 &i) %ﬁ“! Rﬂ btjﬁ‘ﬁ"“n R4 l‘i, @Iﬁ@q?{;{:
T, M2, =0 relator KX - TR EN SR ERLYH e, HEWLXMAD &,
RiVitY, WEoBsrhi: BEEy, RiNE, BFEoMBC ki 45, (He was a
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liberal. @izl B liberal. %#E % Tv3) RiA 13, BEREOMEMCH»h=BER (k-
& 2.4¥ bread was fresh and fragrant. OIBRFE), RiD X, Wido e st Ml
AERELT VD, .

§12% 0162 DFLETNIC, Ry, Ry, Ry, Ry DKW HFE2HA TS &, ReV=teach—RRs
V=teacher @ X 57¢ RANBRREZ 5 647 ORELBFNET B, ch©, SIS
fer Y 7RO BB ETNEFOMX ERETIEROL IS,

On npoci ero OCTATHCA.
RgN R; \' R4 (R|R=R1X)
(He asked him to stay.)

ChicHBxmes &, ¥3, on (he) npocua (asked) v, Th¥h, A, WIUH
=N, FhEhO ERPERIC AR TWBDOT relator Ry, Ry &, RFIEEN, Vi
BaEnAxbhb, MEE, R RRRX) OFEE75, ero ocratbea M THATW S
PTHHH, Zhix, ocratbes A3, WITH Db, RiX #8 relator Ry 1ok > TER S H,
ReCoORXMTEEERHZ &) & AiILER, Ry © relator T, @ RRX D HAER
A, BOERTORREL IR, CO2AZEROPICL Y ZATEhLME Ry &L
ok, e EEB L1 %, LB npocun (proposed) WL, FEMELLIEEX
X5, :

ChE7 4 ) ADOERSFE ORI TW 28, ¥, ero octateea (Che stay) % RIHEE
LT, DEeEA LTARL, R €, FOEHMRE LT4ARH(L (nominalization) %17
7ebs, Ry, ero ocratses Ol & k% #iBE(/ (Complementize) L, parenthesis © % %
OR, 1, tree diagram @G> grammatical relation #RBET 3, LWH L HCHTH
LB TEE S,

EBOWHODERTELVY, <EEERSOUBNOLTHT £ ) hBYIEA~ O
MM (transformational component) & ¥h 2<EBHU>IT, HlEcoleHt
gk wnwi o e, Tiobd, BREROMNOT LY, HEMIAL list 0L %D
Ol WIEEE THD, LB ETHD, Thic&r T, transformation 124 % ordering
&t cyclic principle 7 &% $ B2 LT E LI ie Bigbs, A 21, Langacker 8-
Tuws3 Xk 312, (“This is the attitude that linguistic theory and description are reratively
short-term engineering tasks, that linguistic problems can be solved by tinkering with
extant formalisms and hammering out more and more phrase-structures and transfor-
mational rules until the lauguages we are interested in are fully described. (writer's
italics) Review of Nicolas Ruwet’s Introduction a la grammaire giénérative,

ARPUBHEBPY VL - T, AL, TEHRAE, BRIL{SPLTV T, TGS
DEEY explicitly B TES’ L) B (BRI 2L ADORThIiR Shichd
AT B v 5% 42D, Langacker #EEiIA D CilisWTH4A 5,

LiL, Wayman ok, FRFEOAMEILL, Chomsky ~o#tlE LTikdi- T
\+% transformations are set down in an arbitrary list &L € %, BAMEE~ OB
SHBOBETHHL, S5, BOOHHL ‘F40OKELBATECHTS BWE2TFN
T5HE% 5 % %5’ (his theory provides a method for pridicting the transformations of
each specific Language’ {(in Barbara Hall's Review of ANI/KAaTHBHas MNOPOXKAAIONIAs
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b, FRIENDIZKE >TD LV X 5, :
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Résumé

It is a commonplace to maintain that in a present status of linguistics Chomskean
school of generative grammar offers a most promising and possibly most powerful model
for linguistic description of natural language, spcifically in its synchronic aspect. However
one is reminded that there are some other approaches to the mastery of mechanism in
language when Professor Lyons has it that ’a third system of grammatical analysis has
been for some time proposed by the Soviet linguist Schaumijin in his Strukturunaja
linguistika of transformational persuasion,

This paper is an attempt at contrasive study of Schaumian’s applicational model vs.
Chomskean transformational model in applying both models to a concrete construction
of structural significance of the so-called ‘accusative with infintive’ in English and ‘objec-
tive infinitive’ in Russian.

First brief historical survey of transformational studies of Chomskean school are
chronologically given with special reference to pre-and post- Aspects tendencies of Amer-
ican transformationalists, Then Schaumjan’s theory and practice of applicational gramm-
ar are described in some detail because no full account of his transformational study has
to my knowledgé been known to American and, for that matter, to -Japanese linguists
of Chomskean persuasion.

Schaumjan’s works on applicational generative model are given in a bibliographical
form to the benefits of the scholars who are willing to follow this applicational generative
model on his own.

Issue has taken with above-mentioned controlled sample construction, ‘On poplosil
ego otstat’sja’ (Fe asked him to stay.) and this equivalent construction in both language
was first analysed on the framework of Chomskean generative approach, and secondly on
that of Schaumjan’s applicational model. -

A tentative assement of the theory dnd practice of both transformational studies
is given : Chomskean transformational discipline appears arbitrary and atomistic to the
eyes of ‘the Soviet counterpart, and there seems to be a good reason to believe to the
detriment of linguists of Chomskean persuasion that linguistic problems on their hands
can be solved by ‘tinkering with extant formalism and hammering ocut more and more
phrase-structures and transformational rules until the languages we are interested in are
fully described’, -

On the other hand Schaumjan’s applicational generative model, though well founded
on its formal theoretical backgound, seems to be quite reluctant to tackle with concrete
problems,  and its seeminly rigorous array of apparatus need further exploitation in the
face of natural languages which await not for abstract theorizing but for concrete ana-

lysis and description,



