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1 Introduction and basic concepts

1.1 Introduction

This course book is about words. It provides an account of the sources of modern English
words and studies the development of vocabulary over time. It examines what words are and how
they are made up. More specifically, it deals with the internal structure of complex words, which
are composed of more than one meaningful element. For example, the word seemingly can be
argued to consist of two elements, seeming and -ly, or even three elements, seem, -ing and -ly.
How such words are related to other words and how the languages allow speakers to create new
words are the foci of the course, although there are some other aspects that lexicology deals with.
This area of study is referred to as ‘ word-formation’ traditionally. Since the course is for
graduates, fundamental linguistic terminology in word-formation and theoretical apparatus will be
introduced, while some concepts in linguistics will not be discussed in detail in the course as we
go along. _

The purpose of the course is to enable the students to enjoy their analysis of English complex
words. After working with the course, the students should be familiar with the necessary and most
recent methodological tools to obtain relevant data, and able to systematically analyze their data

and to relate their findings to theoretical problems and debates.

1.2 Overview of the study of word-formation

Since sixties of last century, the study of word-formation has atiracted many linguists’
attention in the paradigm of Transformation Generative Grammar since the publication of Chomsky’s
Syntactic Structures in 1957. Before that, the main stream of language study was American
structuralism. The publication of Syntactic Structures changed the approach to language taken by
American structuralism in the 1940s and 1950s. American structuralism was not interested in
word-formation as phonology and morphology were regarded as the fundamental centrality of
syntax. Another reason that American structuralism had not been interested in word-formation was
that American structuralists only paid attention to the units smaller than words. Therefore, the
study of words had not been given theoretical prominence in structuralist theory. Under the
influence of American structuralism, Transformational Generative Grammar was not interested in
word-formation because its major interest was in units larger than the word: the structure of

phrases and sentences. Sentences were assumed to be made up not of words, but of morphemes.

e1-
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Words as such thus played no real role. There were very few studies examining problems of word-
formation. Even when Lees (1960) studied the generation of words by word-formation, he did
not treat the words as a separate type of unit, but as a special kind of embedded sentence. This
approach is still adopted in the majority of transformational studies.

Also in 1960, Marchand published his work The Categories and Types of Present-Day English
Word-Formation, which was revised in 1969 and cast light on the processes of word-formation.
Although Marchand’s work is valuable for the theoretical insights, it still does not treat word-
formation synchronically or diachronically.

From about 1962 onwards, phonology was paid attention to by Transformational Generative
Grammar. The culmination of the early work on Generative Phonology is Chomsky and Halle’s The
Sound Pattern of English (1968 ). Although Transformational Generative Grammar came to
dealing with word-formation between 1960-1967, “the phonology is only concerned with
determining the phonetic ( or phonological form) of a word from a string of morphemes and
boundaries. It has never been concerned with the generation of appropriate strings of morphemes
and boundaries to provide the input to phonological rules” (Bauer 1983: 5).

After the publication of Chomsky’s (1970), the study of word-formation became important
in the Transformational Generative Grammar paradigm. Word-formation began to become the center
of linguistic interest. However, no change was made in the basic assumption that the formed words
were special kinds of sentences whose internal shape was determined by the phonology.

Ever since then the study of word-formation with the Transformational Generative Grammar
paradigm has become more widespread. But there are also a number of scholars working outside
this paradigm at about the same time, such as Marchand (1969), Brekle (1970), Pennanen
(1972), Adams (1973), etc.

In more recent years, word-formation has been considered by various linguists regarding
phonology, syntax and semantics ( Bauer 1983, 2001, 2005; Halle 1973; Katamba 1999;
Lightner 1975 ; Jackendoff 1975; Leech 1974; Lyons 1977; Plag 1999, 2003, 2006; Spencer
1991; etc. ).

The study of lexicology in China started sometime 20 years ago. Majority of the study has
been in the definition of lexicology (Lu 1999; Zhang 1987), sense and meaning ( Liu 2003;
Wang, Wang and Wu 2005) , development of vocabulary (Feng2002; Wang and Wang 2003 ).
Very few of them devote to full discussion on word-formation either in English or Chinese although
most of them mentioned this area of the study of lexicology. According to the definition of
lexicology, it deals with words and word-forming morphemes. Morphology and etymology are two
basic divisions of Lexicology. Thus, in this course, we will try to put our emphasis on word-
formation rather than just presenting general study and research in lexicology.

The study of word-formation is expanding its scope and scholars are having great willingness
to merge and blend various theoretical viewpoints when dealing with it, for example, to blend
synchrony and diachrony, morphology and phonology, syntax and semantics. As many facets of
linguistics come together, the study of word-formation attracts more new researchers in different

_disciplines.



1 Introduction and basic concepts

1.3 Basic concepts

As word-formation is the main focus of the course, it is very necessary to introduce some of
the terminology required in the study of word-formation. Much of the terminology used is in fact

common to all morphological study and will help place word-formation in a broader framework.
1.3.1 Word-form, lexeme

Lexemes are the vocabulary items that are listed in the dictionary. For example, when we

encounter the word pockle in sentence (1) :
(1) He went to the pub for a pint and then pockled off.

We would probably look up the unfamiliar word in a dictionary, not under pockled, but
under the form pockle. Under the entry of pockle we can find all the information necessary for the
interpretation of not only pockle but also pockles, pockling, and pockled. Pockle happens to be the
key member of the inflectional paradigm in which pockles, pockling, and pockled occur. All these
forms are in a sense of different representations of the same abstract vocabulary item. Thus, we
refer to the ‘ word’ in the sense of abstract vocabulary item using the term lexeme. The forms
pockles, pockling and pockled are different realizations or representations or manifestations of the
lexeme POCKLEQD. They all share a core meaning although they are spelled and pronounced

differently. Examples in (2) can further demonstrate the concept of lexeme.

(2) See, sees, seeing, saw, seen are realizations of the lexeme SEE.
Sleeps, sleeping, slept are realizations of the lexeme SLEEP.
Catch, catches, catching, caught are realizations of the lexeme CATCH.
Jump, jumps, jumping, jumped are realizations of the lexeme JUMP.
Tall, taller, tallest are realizations of the lexeme TALL.
Boy, boys are realizations of the lexeme BOY.

Woman, women are realizations of the lexeme WOMAN.

The examples in (2) also tell us that when a particular physical realization of that lexeme in
speech and writing is referred to, the term word-form is introduced. Word-forms have
phonological or orthographic shape, but a lexeme is a much more abstract unit. We can refer to
catch, catches, catching, caught as four different words. In this sense, three different
occurrences of any one of these word-forms would count as three words. We can also say that the
word-form catch has five letters and the word-form catching has eight. If we are counting the
number of words in a passage, we will count catch, catches, catching, caught as four different

word-forms since they belong to the same lexeme.

@ Lexemes are written in capital letters.
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1.3.2 Morpheme, morph, allomorph

Morpheme is the smallest unit of language that carries meaning or serves a grammatical
function. A morpheme can be a word, such as zebra and paint, or part of a word, as in zebras
and painted, which contain two morphemes each (ZEBRA and ‘ PLURAL’ ; PAINT and ‘ PAST
TENSE’ ).

Most morphemes have lexical meaning, as with look, kite, and tall. Others represent a
grammatical category or semantic notion such as past tense (the -ed in looked) or plural (the -s
in kites) or comparative degree (the -er in taller).

One morpheme does not equate with one syllable. For example, harvest, grammar, and
river contain two syllables but only one morpheme each. Gorilla contains three syllables and one
morpheme. Connecticut contains four syllables but one single morpheme. Hippopotamus with five
syllables is just one morpheme. The other way round, a single syllable can represent more than
one morpheme. Kissed is one syllable with two morphemes (KISS + ‘ PAST TENSE’ ), so are
dogs (DOG + ‘PLURAL’) and feert (FOOT + ‘PLURAL’). Men’s actually contains three
morphemes in its single syllable (MAN + ‘PLURAL’ + ‘POSSESSIVE’ ).

A morph can be defined as a segment of a word-form which represents a particular
morpheme. It is a physical form representing some morphemes in a language and is a recurrent
distinctive sound ( phoneme) or sequence of sounds ( phonemes) (Katamba and Stohan 2005
24). The notion of morph is introduced due to the assumption that morphemes occur as forms in a
language. However, morphemes do not occur, .like lexemes and phonemes. Morphemes are

abstract elements of analysis, and what actually occurs is a phonetic or orthographic form which

realizes morphemes are segmentable. For example, in the form un- touch- able-s the segmented
portions are morphs, each of which represents a morpheme.

Although it is said that each different morph represents a separate morpheme, it is not always
the case. Sometimes different morphs may represent the same morpheme. For example, the past
tense of regular verbs in English which is spelled -ed realized in speech by /1d/, /d/, or/v/.
The phonological properties of the last segment of the verb to which it is attached determine the

choice as shown in (3).

(3) a. /1d/if the verb ends in A/or A/

[mend] — [mendid] [pemnt] — [peintid]
‘mend’ ‘mended’ ‘paint’ ‘painted’

b. /A/after a verb ending in any voiced sound A/
[kli:n] — [k1li:nd] [wel] — [weid]
‘clean’ ‘cleaned’ ‘weigh’ ‘weighed’

c. A /after a verb ending in any voiceless consonant other than A/
[pa:k] — [pa:kt] [ms] — [mst]

‘park’ ‘parked’ ‘miss’ ‘missed’



