
Lec3
- Aspect is. tense (Reichenbach) « A sementies theory

' Dees it even make sense to have a "future tundire?

- "Rover has eaten gesterday" «strange
- Consider ... wait what? wird but allowed.

you'll still have won the race."

#Chomsky
Deals with auxilariesafx hopping.
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passive morpheme?

(Not a contence 5)

Chorusky argument:simplewe wart theory
but infortunately it looks

phrastruitture isn't

Transformation needed.
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