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Grammar, Meaning and Logic

—A Critical Review of Mr. Yamane’s Paper:
“ Sentence Structure as a Function ’—

ic B RS

Yuji Nishiyama

Résumé

Mr. Yamane has discussed the problem of grammar, meaning
and logic in his two recent papers: “The Problem of Meaning (I),”
Tetsugaku (Mita), vol. 50 (1967), pp. 129-149, “ Sentence Structure as a
Function,” Tetsugaku (Mita), vol. 51, (1967) pp. 127-140. The essential
points of his argument are as follows: the grammatical structure of
a sentence analyzed by the transformational grammar cannot reveal
its logical structure in the sense of modern symbolic logic, for this
type of analysis is affected by the old-fashioned concept of subject-
predicate bifurcation of a sentence. Claiming to correct such a defect,
Mr. Yamane proposes a revision of the syntactic rules employing the
notion of propositional function. As a result of this revision he insists
that the structural meaning of a sentence will become clearer.

In this paper I criticize his argument in the following way. In
Chapter I, I present some fundamental points of the method of gene-
rative grammar, which will serve to make my standpoint clear. In
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Chapter II, I examine his rules in detail and point out several crucial
faults which affect the semantic interpretation of a sentence. I
conclude that his revised rules serve nothing for making the structural
meaning of a sentence clearer. In Chapter III, I discuss the philoso-
phical motivation of Mr. Yamane’s proposal. He pretends to adopt
R1’:S— Fx, Gxy, Hxyz,---, instead of R1:S—NP+VP in the Phrase
Structure Rules of Syntax. Which of these rules should we adopt?
This problem cannot be solved e priori but only empirically, since
the degree of success in a grammatical description of language is
determined by the appropriateness of the actual data in terms of
lingusitically significant generalization. He thinks that the subject-
predicate anzlysis of a sentence is inherent to the generative grammar,
and that his proposal is a fundamental revision of the entire system.
But this is a misconception. Regrettably this kind of misconception
is widely seen among the analytic philosophers of today.
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ETHD TORALEE 25, FHEITERR) TR LWOHRHECE hb
FHBWELDERLCE R, WhO b5 IEXEEN, FRFLoEREYD
Teblicd S vhb W BHEPNC G ES T2 R\W#L O REXIZ LA T
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Ew RS Tk bh s,

ZONEL, BECRCOIS MEKOEENECEFCELTHLEL I
MR DI DOTHSD. L L, Mo BN, AR IUBEBEADH1E
X U CHERE RS S C ERTEDH B O TR, KOFFE DA
FERCTHRPE S bhhThwb L2 AD, TR, BWE, @#mE OovbiX
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HTEIz.

B o NROBRIL, KO Bk s. EF, EEELT, BIET,
B OERESSY O BBIANS. FITF DT, AREERN L

A RIEERRRB 2 LI X - C, ZOEBIATHIEFOERYRE
BE2FETHALMICL, Lo TCIREYTTORDBEBRNEHEZAELETSD
DTH5H. EFRCOEEROBMER NUE—A] ©RWTT CREERBN
PSR T WA D CECEET DD DIdia2t, HERCEE R ECD
WCIE, KIC X - TAE D fih bh i@ zic, KOOI IR
THFRELHTHAHS5. FEAETIE, ERBRL-KOMmED 55, @ &(5)
DOBEHRERIRS. 0EY, RIS TERIWBEET AV ZHEEN
BUEME HERLOZOMEBERER LS. TORDI, 7, BIEIR
TeiEERm R Al O & DO & DI DWTRET L, RIS, ZOHMEBEH L T X
o BHRmVERPC L DL E A OMEXR LS. FNETIE, £D X5k
EFNAEERARBEE D% 2 0 - L BROER, HDH50IE7 v A2
oL TCRETHHMNE DD, ThbbLhiioms (1), 2, @2 EZETE
LirbDTHDESIEHRETH. LT, TAIERBELEREE T

OIS L 13 TEERGRRIFEIE & 2 58E—REE Mtheory of meaning &
mwwohﬁﬂm%JWMmmyﬁ CEBETIEREESR ooz &
BEEmOFLRRD. o 1)~(6) BAoKOMm AT b &
Db, AR bOMECHTHHEHF0RELY TE 5 120 HERY
BT HRi.

sk, THWR—A] OEWIERN OIS OWTH, BEFAICIL
FIFREFBEABD T2 I DTh %5, b % TR E A OEEIC D
WTHHZRAD Z EXNROFEEBWNTH S DT, BADOHHIERT5H
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AEBRSOEER O KO, ToOWRNEROMEITHS, LB
N5, BRRBRETHBOR, RENCHBECHEREIhTOS5 5T
5.:@F%%K%%ﬁk(%ﬂhtﬁmmwmmjkbéckm,%m
FORERRITE O, — BRI, BB ER T 1B P Tn% b D7x
DMRME 2 CTORIER bt WEETH S, LR S . BERERTOE
WEL, PHBRM VBRI VEHHALIORTHETES X 5 Aok
FThE. OB HHTH] L5k, LS VRS DR
RERIRRE (BAEORE) LT EVOERHNOEZHITZENTESD
L5k, —HOBAU»LRIEEBERZ B 2—H O RHITHD. L
LCEARAROREFHENEECA 51 E 5L D, T OERLER
BT A 3RDbiFThsd. T LTI, WL TEDL ) i
RRICE Uleds, &\ 5 discovery procedure % BB IR 5 & &%
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NETHHL, BEAERARETCILHL. S LLWTLhEEDE, 2
2 - CTEBERDONTICEBEN TR WML ERY LA LKk S
5. |

XEEHmS, REOHATHLFENCHATOIHEER/E LTAD
L&, —HOBAN LB FERERY ATHDE LEAHDREL Y —DDIR
MTHD. LIEH > TERNED X 577 v A TRED BRI N5 D
DT DREII BB 1L — i En T . RER O SEERO LN
L, R AT S BRI BT A & B TR L b DA S,
Fic, {EROERRIL, %hﬁLL@F%%k%ﬁﬁj%KVTbtt
B, Wz oCT—BELESEREDC EnSEhote. THHECHRIETS
EWSZEIT, AL RRICE LWEERNTES WS HREELDD
DT, FO LS CHHBCHRIETS L5 2 EL kT, FixiH
ZOLORATRBEL TN, WIS ERN B0 THS.
HANOE D CEE LIt Botcl ER B Th, %L%h%fmmdk
FhT o ERTCEEP - bIE, FREMARELD Z ENTERWIE
DT, ThERBEERBNRCEXEIT L TERLA D THA
5. 2% ), BAMCHBECRE I L 2 ADOBERIZL OREINIC 4R
IR DIFRE & LT, bItbAEBNCIIE D07 - e RFERDEE
TLTHEL, BRLTI D THAS. £DZ LR LT, bitbhik&
LREZDFEHDORMIZHFLKSE, ThEBE LI DV ERREHORE
RAlbhbhE 5 Bh LT NBTHHS. ZOISREHELILD
X, OhEHEIRDOTF TN, HHWE, HHLEREZRT, fi

, —EEENRERCHR > TROOREDDEBL LN THS 5B, KA
AERELCERREE LS008 B D 270Dk, EOCLEHBEOZ
ETH5D. TR THEEC LB Sh Chis Bk b, L2 T2
bR T B EEDTBAT S ERA VAHBIC OND I E DR,
FDXSIERCHD > THLEVDLRNNTESLTHAHS L, LT
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uncontroversial 7tIEEEIC R X B3 THA D, L0 X 57 ‘fexibility’ 13
FOBEHMGICHIBE & LT poor THENERTLNDRICE DT
highnd., EHETBBCHRMETE] Lwd o, RRELTEA
BB B EOENTRBEREEY SR LU E W5 T L OFEZ Bk
Bl% % 7odicly, 1957 £ LS HRED LT 10FE0MIe, HE S -
LWE I CHECBEN M - THES LoD CE e ERER EEH O
Bt E 2T EIWTH A . 2D X5 B CHRAES LT
DY, EFRE] ThBEIETLMEECKITTHE. ThITEL, b
NohBDLTh, bOTEHHMBCEZL LS LTHBATEIRNTE &
DTE IR KRB D THS.

2.

LT, R BT, T30 B X0 (B8 25, (R & LTo%
B GHIOHR) © Lo THECERSRS. DF D, THEE, 0RMED
HFHR— &\ > THEED A REIRE bigTo Tk, RENE
KA T ebbMGt — =t v Dz & ThD.— & LTELBRT
WHDTHB. 2F DI OE BER 1%, HOrLDHERCEL DR
RBEREOHE V (L0hRIXEmATS Va &, KREE Ve 0@
ERDHDFOR Vo U Vo=V ThH3.) AT, ¥ -EEHRC X
- T, out put & LCOMMPEFIEZHRETS. ZoKmFEF%, =
LENER LI E WV, CORIRKEEIIOEEE, TONENER L
%%&bﬁ@@ﬁgf%%ék,C@lbmi%%mmiofﬁiﬁhh
T D EER VN, FOEEDLILhOABEEREOLRSETHDH LD
FEEiR s\, R Z D X SR B BHEINI (R »5, bhbh
DHEAVTWAEEL LTRD bhs boriEdhie, moredEsh
TWE L LTCOEEEL, bhbhoBREREHE L w3, T

XRANBEREWEDIRD, Wi ELMAFEIEIRTLEL., SFIE,

(79)



Xk, BN mEOES

FohbhOHERWTHAEREE LTED LIS b OIEFIE -] &
WOBWHRLICH, 20 TFBDH LIRS SO 2285, &R,
o LFOESMHBNCES X Y iEh/c D TH-C, FRETERCE T
ST AT BB, BETSEC L1L, C OEBEMHN O LY BT
HECEETAC EATER, LW ETHD. b LTERETHIE,
TR E IR E NP DINTHH 5. Linl, TORPBEIE,
HEOBRBRAHO RIS LIt/ b o LI EThanbn 5. oo
2, EEARLE LToE (o LIRS X 582 Vw5 EET
RNELTONEE) ORELRFELRDS.

L AT, SEONEDEBIIED L It ZARBINERETHA
5 7. Chomsky & Xhi¥, Zhix, ZOFHEDELTF - HEFOREN
=S (Competence) M/ Y CRlb T2 L THS. EEREIL
%, BELF - @%%ﬁlmmmckﬁxfb%Q%@?%LOVT@%%
féof,ﬁ%@&ﬂ%ﬁﬁ?@%@?%@ﬁm(Hﬂmmmm)#B
T X DEAZHENELDTHS, 0L 5 KA, F.deSaussure
langue & parole DRFEHENZEEB0d Lvisws, Chomsky i F
HREMWEFLF BEXFOEREENLE V5 DI, langue DIk X%, 7124
7c% ‘“a systematic inventory of items” <CHBEEL 5% X 57 O TlL
7c<, Tt LA W.V. Humbold ®» die Gesetze der Erzeugung &\~ 5 %
AR ORDTHS, DED, bhbh AL, LiZLIZERSh?
ibﬁi:hiﬁmﬁmt:k%nmLt:&%kmi&ﬁmfﬁ%b,
DECIECTERER LI D W0 s Z ENTES, LW E
CRERIERLELTWABDTHS. TEL F13, TCE -z L0d
DBRELLNDEATILThAEBRLLCWAO TR, (X )%
B C) IS LA S EERCH A D LT 5 LB bhB R, &
Dz LibhbhOEEER LS LRE L TAEbND & EThb.|

LTCABRDAIEBEESELY—ATIC LeL5 X 51275 ¥ Tz, EEK
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Hb S XORILEE WD D%, FOAN TRIVES | TOREHKN, bk
T, bbb Tchsd. LA, AL ERBOIXZAVES, Lo
THIVWDTHD. EARCECARFZEDONEFTETh, zhic [
b B ofo) BOTRUTCH RO HERWTEDL, £5LTT
e HARBOXICBE I\, ETH5EAHTR L.

bHAHA, BEDRFEEE (Performance) DEM bAIIL, H5REL
EELWRERERD LeXbinnwl, FLBCEITERWTHSS. L
2 LEIIL, AR, BEOME, Lok, TERE - TEe Sl
ﬁmkxa%@f@OT;Aﬁ@E:%ﬁ«mmmanLmﬁf%ﬁ@
S, D D, B, BARAELE  BETFOSEEIRHIL
Y5L3Bb0RDOTHES. b, cDk5REALERERbRNT,
BEORFFHOHEFNELX ANT, Tob 21T, DHEHEZNHHC LY,
‘i@%%%HEW£@E%§T&LIHJ@® EOBBITITDEEDOX
TR, £ T2y, REMBEREL RS bievwThsr ).
LichioCEELELT, 20X 5uEliirbotcl LTh, Lih ER
KEV%<®ﬁ%ﬁﬁ%ﬁ&O<h5l5kxﬁ:XA%Cmmwmw@
EFNELTIREs TRWT, EBRE o0 5 & &KX, TOMER
OhbRAEEBBERCINIhDOR 92355, &5 Eic Performance
DEF VR FICAF - TEeak LicTihs, ElBZ0d LRy, oL
DEEIC T 5 KB EERODZPT D THA S, % 1T Per-
formance ® = F L E{ED DL, DN Competence @ & F 1% 5
By UDIE- TR RIER bic., 78l BEiEIY, FOEEARRRE L
TRELZEDDOTHDEND

BRI LBL, FhREETSHREBEOEFATHENE D, EE
DF L%, EEECE Y HTEEN R ARDO T EE IRl
K BRWDTHS. bbsAIEIEROBIERTS blEl bist .
EREO D%, FThk——0BIRC % HOBRMED LD TRET S
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EWHLERIE, 1ed 2 TETHOELRVWI &ETHDY, T, ARDOEOH
ﬁ%@;éﬁf%ﬁ%bfp%&@&51»%zammm@f%21%:
THEE WS BRORAKRIC X » ¢, EEDOI R generate 35 HEE
LT recursive device A EDOHFICE S LTHREERIT /L B, o
BEERET S LR I - TEEOR Y Fnk, EhHDT simplify &
@%&ﬁﬁﬁ%hﬁﬁpwmﬁlKé%é@ﬁ&ﬁo@f@b
EZAT, 20Xk, BEOFEZEHEL, BT itk T
TR TS, WO HEKE, HARE TR 2hiLonbhTnhak
UieFETHS., UL, TCTHEETREZ LI, ARNERRTRS
o Twd kD X 57, AHOERERDIEZERILLBELT 5 &)
#£2%, R Carvap W0 MEEEHE) 0% 27 ABMCE, L
55 THh5. Carnap HEIL, [lartificial language=HARE OB EL T
ML L7-b o &E L C\T, ‘artificial ideal language’ &\~ 5SS
Do TnBDTH B2, o artificial ideal language 70 % b DIX, *
o e BRI TR Wb @, Lichis TE -7z arbitrary 7efkRic
DCH T, BT EMBIE LT L LonRb D0 ThD. B
RIS, U T arbitrary 7o d O Cik7e <, BRI ERIH
KD TEO2RIEEHLINTNEDTHS. ThEHBIE, FFREENT
%k, BROBHEHOTENT, FETLHZLITXDL, FOEMBLITH
EOREEEMLTONERD R E, COREOHHEY L2V IphEL L
T Z&BTELDTHS. EPEER TS THEE] 13, $B5
AZDERLTOTHSE. 2F DL, EEX <AL~ LcHENREL
F, HEFoBREENEZEBL L CHRICEL LEERTH L T &
b, ZThik, BEOERAZLONN->THE DO TH B, Lhirbl
E, VI ORERN TR S 0P L LB ERTY (DF
DRERNTIIEFETH - TL), bhbhOFENER L S &k 2L
MG WX 5k (30 %, F030EN output & L€ generate L7z
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T DY, HEVITHR, bRbhOEEMNBEIC X » THLMZT Wh

bhd 3] &b LEOIEEN output & LT generate Lig\ 7 B,
COXS N Erbhbiul, RETLZAEREHEONIEL LTREDRNWO
Th5bH., Tod 2, W54 — b= vEHC, finite state automaton & If
WEh DB & » T output & UCHE S LDHIMRES o £51%, %
DD EZET HSEE (O F b finite state language) TH v, - DRI,
finite state grammar &®iXh, Zhd geterative grmmar D—ETH
H. LZBHH, BOLHREEBCET S LELA TS, 552170
Tk, © OEMILFEMIC generate TE\E EATEHIRTLBDT,
bhbho B RE:E T, finite state language Ciiiowz & Tcbbbh
ﬁoh@ HARASEODTFHEINWSHEE LT, finite state grammar {35377
,&a&\» 5T &, DM BHDTH5.

3.

EZAHT, XBRERIWZLIDO1Z, ER0X5Kk, HHEHECETS
SEE DN R, FLTHFNIET% generate TEXAREHIcE ¥ ¥ 5 O Tk
. bhbhOEEWNEBIL, TACHAID, BESELEZITHER
S BT AN ENRHETE SR TR, LOBEE L HT 5N
NhB. ek, DO EMOXLARALHEEEDL - TWD, BB
WBTEOEERL - TWwW5, b EXEBNCHELTEY, L
b ZOHEOHKEEE, —POEBLECETEA DO TIE L —FT
BONEBTHD. FLTEE LR TERLRWVA, XOEEE VI
DIXRLTHDONHICZDEERH DLRHTHB ERIPE LD THS.
BAEOHZ I LHT LS.

RS- AN | - (1)
X W TER LT W5 (2)
ZDZODONIE UK, A CIREBOESIDIEFNE L ERDTd
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Ph BT, ChBIXOMKC, KEHhREBELEE FoXRIERSS &
_7—3:, b HARED native speaker s BN THRELE - TWW5. &
AN, KD LS5

FAAFRH Z I\ | (3)
P~ EEH B (4)

WEE UT-RRY, T3 & b4 R TEFRE AR + 7 HEEFHE] o'Fhic
Ko TWBERLP1b 5T, bhbhiisEL, (3) & (4) cWETS
BEOBCEELL > TWHIRTTHS. ThENLEE, (4) O )
E Tl xrhTh /) & T~] CEEBLHDZLEIHLTE (4) &
DWTIERENEFTF IR DO THD. XOEERRD S O0R L THHEITE
i ExoRd crucial Tefilid, RO X573 THAS.

FAIHEPIATBERCHEELE L. (5)
HEE T2 ZBAD WL, (6)
BT BENIFE X, (7)
B LWNIFDOFOERLDH Y ET. (8)

HAREZHT 2bhvbhic b, chbDONE LR, WTThbd & T
BIRTEDLZERRDITHAS. 2% D,(5) 1%, ba) HRIARER
THHARCHE LI, &b Gb) HFEIARBELLUTHEBELL, &b
BRCTE 5. (6) 11 (ba) FHEMFAEL TS hHIEAL VR, £
(6b) HEET AR L LTOEBAN WY, ELERTES. (7) o
“Tix, (7a) She likes me 7e D%y, (7Tb) I like her Zed = i3 ClL
b bigy, (8) 1%, Ba) II7eFEK, 7add, @b) higHoF,
EOHPTETHD. Thbik BENHT=2", LIRS LD TH-
T, HAECHE bF, KECL L EABS, Wolr Lok bdsSHC
HBLHETHD. bbDHA, SHLOTRLhRREC FHDBE
L, BIROXIRC L - T, EDOhORKREEDL DL THAHS. LirL,
TR, LD XK EELDFRE=2THDHZ L2 bRETS
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Tl by, EWIRRERLLS.

BB, 3EEWS 00 BRI, AHOBENSHERIL@ENTS
CEEBHDDOTHDLD, bhbh OEBRRRIEEEFRTZ & 30E
BFE BB LT hisdhidis bicw. £ LT, HAENAAREDONE
ELTCEHTHBENESMNZ, ez (1)~(6) ThFhixidsb
OB B s (Lo LE DT S 250 TR ABIIC BB T & 70 1)
BRENRIGE, £ CHEENCHECHNICEINENEH - THDD
ThbH. 2FD, T3E] LW DR, CAR, TFO0FECETSER
H LD TNCOARERI Y, 2Tl % generate 35 LB
71 (weak generative capacity) % 32713 Tk, Fokdrcl<T
generate X i- LD FN LRI DOV CTHEEBOEBY ABNICL % % | &
54g7) (strong generative capacity) % & - Tl hiEz Bisls. = hu,
Algorithm of structure assignmenl‘f) EREh, ABSUER E 5 TKRE

BEAENTHS. oo o CEESRIER SRR, B ECumEnks -
bhveis biF, EEOYL (CFRIETERER LX) 1©0oWTrolsa
m%%ﬁ?%7wﬁvXAﬁ%%,&m5:&%501m%®f%of,
RPN ABEENCTREEE S TWAEED L DIDWT, FOHEERR
HRETHTVIYRLDNDH D, LRELTE-TCnWiWDTHS. HBE
DEGFR L AP RS R R BT A R e F IR > T L E 5
THHD.

Lwzin{, o strong generative capacity % &z T\ 23 ERLC X -

ooooooooooooooooooooooooooo

------------

HHRIEER S - TOAPNEENC—3 b [FEkl &2 TEE
EWVoltHVEVWLEDE VS INE L TR—FHEIWAPITTHS.
ZLTC, BB, —ENLEEEASR e IN T £ED T, bbhbit
LD CERBIAREB /I ENTEBLDTHSD. 20X
KB RET B THREI R LD, BE O EREEILEE, FO
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phrase structure rules ki L C%, transformational rules 1oxf L T3,
rule & LCONEhBWEIEZR L COWB0THD. COHBPBEER
CEDLSRDDTHENEDNT, T TIUADRMLIRD, £hb

DEFID ERO & DR NTH, BEORBL—BNCEL DRV &
D LNCINT W5,

e, LOHEEL D O, BECHENTE D DTH- T, A ED
HDOFEBGCRKY) Y &0 5 ENFETD & v eBillie i TiiEhe
WA DTHS. ZORIE2WTH I THLIANIS Z L TEIRWD,
CELSBIRES &, FELBRARLHAE T HXDOREREL, TOXD
NEaRLTERBEEL ZLD THEBEOEREVWOIEEYERLT
D TEODT bhTnb.) EWdobeinsd. XL, EBEHEL
bHLHARBHES S ETRENRBTHILEVLIRARERL LS.

2L LTC, HADFEEOER, TOEEIBECOWTOHEHRTH D,
Ewvxb, bbAHA, FOKT L - CRABINIEERNbRLbILDERE
FEERI X KBTS 0TH bhaudis bic. TOERT, &Sy
b U723y “descriptively adequate grammar” SEEN TW 5
25, T X 57 descriptive adequacy wtE LY, EET5E
EOERCOWTRIENPOEDTHEL, &) LR LARKEERD
ETHBEZNEINI ETHRNAD.

LxUic s, EEMED goal 1, = oEEOFFEK DWW T descrip-
tively adequate grammar %#FE; w5 goal X HhHIBREFBVWETZ A
) 173;. SRz, HAHEEEERNT 5, descriptively adequate gram-
cmar 23, W LHE VEIEL wA)TERELLY. TDX
5 TEBENT, TR HNWLDOHD 5 BT, ERA—FRVWIETH D0 %%
T BB, (RELH TR BT 51 Lv5 & OEERERD
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BLTC) WL OB DIIEDHOEED S O% T OWRBEAIEHR & LR
CELSZENTED L7, XL EMORIT bb—REEERED
ShEE bisw. 2% b, —REFEEEL, TR SN B HE O E % FHE
T¥ %157 (evaluation measure) % H0or L RERENG, ZL
T, —fEESEMEG) primary linguistic data 3 L ¢, —>oD des-
critively adequate grammar #BIRTH R L& X, FOEEH
#mY, explanatory adequacy &\+5 goal E LT, LuvwhbhbDTH
B. W DOhDOXEY evaluate 5 DI, I EBR R REE LT
o ‘ simplicity ’ 7z 2 A SN RAEHICIZBEA IR ERETHA 5. Lo,
EATRFECRE L, W 2bONENLICEENC TS - 8T
E 57D, XERZRATHIHAR, M@0 —RERNEED S
WIS B2 B COnT, E0XES el CTfEbi, ZOFHEDT
&ﬁ:hm%mf%ﬁ%&%k%hfwﬁ<fmk&kﬁf@f%é.:
D X5 e—BEFRE G LD LR TEIE, R EHEOHDBEMRLEE
FEORMY, TONEOHE—Ih L HETORBERETZ2ZE I T
FBNCHLD &ﬁf%%&ﬂﬁk,%@~ﬁm B Rkt TuiN
B S h, BDECIE UTHEShBThS 5, LT, 0L > h—fREE
G @mmmﬂh@,?“f@gﬁhAﬁk;%%L@ﬁ@%ﬁTEﬁ<
FEbTHOTR UL bRV, Fhdx, — ;m&ﬁﬁ>%®I5Lm

---------------

-----------------------

@vﬁ%(t&xukzzﬁ)ﬁ&&%éh1<5xﬁmﬁﬁﬁm~¢
fr, NS EORAENIAL, &> RECOWT, b b PR
BN TEDL IO R HBTHSS. ELTER, AR, —~REFBEROR
ELHEEE D o REHR (HASE 2EETHILNTE, 2,
FE5WH MRS S ERELMIEECE VW ETE —BREREERIL,

Aﬁké%%kﬁbofuém EBERREIOETLTHED, LEDLIHE
XIS\ SO X5, [EARTETY, hbIrREoME, R
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B ERCEH AN ASEEH (primary linguistic data) % input &
LCEz2bhbl, FIC—BERIACT AHEZHELIEEOEED
I output & LTIED EFAEENED - CB.] L5 HbhkE
%k%0<§%ﬁ% BCHDH. T, SRFOEL LHBICHE I
Slmnt, AHOABEIZRITHLDTHH1ED, AHCHD -
Tb%%@%kw%ﬁﬁ(kﬁ@ﬂm% EDAE) EOoWThin it &
D LI RER I C B & LA TE B, &\~ 5 HEEIc A2 FREE | P %
TRETHIEASS 2813, BEE . £ LTERIIELL, SIS
BBV B AR THE T - 7= Behaviorism w35 88 777 B4 &
wHTHAD.

E 1 REALK ME¥oif) A% 1966. p. 111 LITSR.

2) Cf. N. Chomsky, Syutactic Structures, (The Hague: Mouton & Co.
1957), pp. b2—55.

3) RANKIG T30EEH - TF - 3¥) IEEHE L vol. 15, No. 1 (1966)
p. 7 &R

4) EER BTz 2 i3oR: (6) ), FEK vol. 21, No. 7 (1966), p. 53 L.

5) #ER 1% [Chomsky o Syntactic Structures ot | FEEWE]

. No. 44. (1963) p. 16 &/&.

6) N. Chomsky, Aspects of the Theory of Syniax, (Cambridge: M.I T.
Press, 1965), p. 4.

7) Loc. cit. 733 Humbold o EEHA D, Chomsky o4
DR BE XN T WA R OWTCIE, N. Chomsky, “Current Issues in
Linguistic Theory,” in J. A. Fodor and J. ]J. Katz (eds.), The Structure
of Language: Readings in the Philosophy of Language. (Englewood
Cliffs, N. J.: Prentice-Hall, Inc., (1964) pp. 56—57. ¥ X ¥, N. Chomsky,
Cartesian Linguistics (New York: Harper & Row, 1966) pp. 19—22. /g

8) 7-& %i¥, N.Chomsky and G. A. Miller,” Introduction to the Formal
Analysis of Natural Languages,” In R.D. Luce, R, Bush and E. Ga-
lanter (eds.), Handbook of Mathematical Psychology, Vol. II (New
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York: Wiley 1963) p. 271. _

0) Bk T3rHiss | Paeeplees, vol. 4, No. 8 (1966) p. 9.

10) Loc. cit.

11) BN 3 Mz LidoRteE (6)] op. cit. p. 56. &R,

12) 2k F& THFER LD L5 & & THERE AR ] vol. 1, No. 8 (1966)
p. 3. ‘

13) Cf. R. Carnap, The Logical Syntax of Language, (London : Routledge
& Kegan Paul, Ltd., 1937).

14) Cf. J.J. Katz, The Philosophy of Language (New York: Harper &
Row, 1966) p. 59—68 Carnap {io [EHE(] o> WCitiy I =
18Cchitins.

15) T[Finite state grammar i X ¥, 300%, BEC (s BE~) HIRE250m
boTEbhBL D, RIS, Tibb, £7 a1 1B IR S LRISE
bbb DORHBL IS, Todhb a, ZFEY, aya, 755, LI
ZOWRICFE LD S DFIRINE> 5 -0e- . 25 LT, agag---- an &\H
BEXEDVH RS, LL, BRABERL a; & an, ap & ap-y, - D
Bk ERIfRE b2 (0% ) a P Fhut an 23 F D a, 238 % hif any
BRED) LS XS RBERL oA H5 MR BRELSTH L)

o 24, EFED

ilf either S, o:: S, then S,
!

a; ap ag ay S HEEOX)
CDXOin, EELAD 2H (a1 & a) DMK, EHLIRARFLAS 2 (2
& ag) BERICA DRTs X 5 730, Finite state grammar CcrifE b Ha
7o CRENIKGE TR CEE ] THRASEEREREL 3. thsett (1965),
pp. 77—78). T DR DOWTEHMITKR DD DEBRIh L.

N. Chomsky, Syuntaectic Structures, op. cit., pp. 19—23; N. Chomsky,
« Three Models for the Descriptions of Language.” In R.D. Luce, R.

Bush and E. Galanter (eds.), Readings in Mathematical Psychology,
Vol. II (New York: Wiley 1965) pp. 107—110; N. Chomsky and G.
A, Miller, «Finite State Languages” In R.D. Luce ef. al. (eds.). ibid.,
pp. 156—176.

7 %3 Finite state grammar |}, 3% (recursively enumerable t ¢
Tliie ) recursive WEHET S, LihoT, FEOFEFICOWT, +
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DI, ZOXEDHRET DN TH D0 E 5 v ET 5 HEIE Oy
FEFEET S, QREMETR)

c.f. N. Chomsky, “On Certain Formal Properties of Grammars.”
In R.D. Luce ef al. (eds.), Readings in Mathematical Psychology, op.
cit., pp. 125—-138.; N. Chomsky, *“Formal Properties of Grammars”
In R.D. Luce ef al. (eds.), Handbook of Mathemetical Psychology op.
cit., pp. 331—337, pp. 364 ff. N. Chomsky, “On the Notion ¢Rule of
Grammar’” In J. A. Fodor & J.J. Katz (eds.) The Structure of Lan-
guage. op. cit., p. 124 n. 10.

16) =& 21E, X< AT bhsd o, They are flying planes. (@ they=
planes @ they=people); The police stopped smoking. (® &% (B) I,
BIER 2T, @ BEIIBES 2L 1U7-.) ; The cursing of the man was
very bad. (@ Someone cursed the man @ The man cursed,); I
called them taxi-cabs. (D BE 2 7V — LA @ X7 v—%HHD
7oA 7E.) The wind blew down the chimney. (@ B EZZR K X
BiLiz. @ BAa\EZES D7z Tl EX T i) ; I don’t like her cooking.
(@ WLurRBETEE @ HopE M) ; What disturbed John
was being regarded by everyone. (@ John o §HAE L ULER:, b
LR B A BERINTER. @John OFEHLZEL LTI LS B
DANDDBEREIRDLE WS ERE o) KELEI BB, ZhbiivwThd
FMOFRDO X5 @Y R TE530THS. TRIETE, Zoesikk:
AT S0, Hig koA (deep structure) ZHEL, B3
deep structure WZABHRILTER LcEER U surface structure *7g -
ThHhbbhicBEE, L7%.

17) Utz » ¢, _Eiko Finite state grammar |%, weak generative capa-
city @BWTTTREATHTHS, LI LIRS,

BEEROBEFECTHAVW LR TV EEERFES Y (Immediate Con-
stituent Analysis.—8 ¢ I C analysis) | 1%, 250912 2 —F gram-
mar L LTCHARJLLETZ LN TE5. l:;%/wi phrase structure grammar
% L < 1% constituent structure grammar ¢ ¥, —fE D generative
grammar ‘TH5. FRII—BE, ¢Ad—> ¢ wp (A: single symbol.; ¢,
¢, w: string; ox¢) L\ rewriting rule ¢ LCEEXEHLIN%. O
O HEETCIL, — B 1zA UHAN% recursivelin o 2 %5 % phrase struc-
ture grammar (I, H7c DEH Y, ERICS { generate LB 5T

(90)
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H5. LhL, o phrase structure gremmar =5 A ClY, HASHE

Haitaht s o ST E V. Lk, strong generative capacity o
s bART, HL DRMEDRH B Z L0 THBBETHS. BERITL
D375 B RMAH B B i iT DT,

Chomsky, Syutactic Structure, op. cit., pp; 34—48.

il

E. Bach, An Imtroduction to Transformational Grammars (New
York: Holt 1964) pp. 35—52.

BAINRIEG TERSCERERL] ob. cit., pp. 78—88 &I huic .

F LT, BEFCETLE, Phrase structure grammar cHWbHRTW3
rewtiting rule (PS rule) w+44BE2Ns 72t 0T, FhiEeLE
705 v — (Transformational rule) % jnz <%, PS rule 2% derive
SN BRBEORZFIEFIER LT ThiihsE&bd Hicilro—fsy
rewrite 3%, &\ 3 BRI s T B DI LT, Transformatianal rule
1%, derivation &% ZTH LWRFFIZRET S &5 REFERR B
WD DS,

18) #Fhur, £ 3) 2%, 0 Gl RI-THEIhTWAX Si o phrase
markers OEAL D LI BEHE { THS.

BESRIE, ZOTATYRAED > THAIERRTIE, L5 bon
5z bhiid, Fhiciigg phrase marker 23 LTHIHEC S 2 HRT
W5, XOEEL phrase marker #F U TR Iiebh DT, HERED
KRB DM ol & FRITA T ZORPBEEN LHLEAE LT3,

19) Cf. N. Chomsky, “Current Issues in Linguistic Theory,” in Fodor
and Katz (eds). op. cit., (1964). pp. 63 ff. ; N. Chomsky, Aspects
of the Theory of Syntax. op..cit., p. 24—27, p. 30—A7.

20) —WBEHBERD, bhvbhich x5 LE L bh b, FEECHT 5 FIHC
1Y, discovery procedure, decision procedure, evaluation procedure @
=wonsbh, —EIE, evaluation procedure [ ko 3 % = EMENCKT
LTCERTHZEIREGETHD.

c.f. N. Chomsky, Syntactic Strvuctures, op. cit., pp. 50 ff.

N. Chomsky, Aspects of the Theory of Syntax, op. cit., pp. 37 ff.

21) BERT 3% IChomsky o Syntactic Structures &o\C | 0p. cit., p. 15.

22) Loc. cit., &R,

23) Cf. N. Chomsky, Aspects of the Theory of Syntax op. cit., pp. 256—27,
pp. 33 ff.
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N. Chomsky, Topics in the Theory of Generative Grammar (The
Hague: Mouton & Co. 1966), pp. 20—22.
24) Cfi. J. Katz, The Philosophy of Language op. cit., pp. 244 ff. ; pp. 264-279.

BIE UBEKEFLICET 580 RE
X O#HH

1.

DEDZ & &, ERIEER O TERERE Y — ISR L T\ kT,
Wi, IHREARELTEbhS T ORFECEAS. CoHF LV
ETFTARRBINTL 288, BN, 7oA E0EYSHEOWTIL,
RECHNEKRETAHZ LR LT, AETIE, TOEFACHETS, &
it b, HEiw b0 OMBERLYHm U TR,

Lo L, Ko 74 0 BRI T A BB, 0 & oL TS
PRIETE BN ENnD B, Thi, KoFrLwvwe5 10 Phrase struc-
ture rule (JIF PS rule c‘:ﬂ*%%) 1%, TIHE—A] @B WTENMSR T
% PS rule RI~16 #fE Lic b 0Th B2, FiL, BESh5SoORI~
R1I6 oZk & PS rule 2030, SEHMNLARTIRRHROL -1
Th5H, LW ETHS. ILEKE, P. eS—vOoHFHR BT PS
rule RI~R16) %A ShicDTH5 52, & 2L RIBS~R16 0k 5
7z, syntactic category #lexical item WEX#|E L -3, BET
1%, PSrule X REBERNCEITIBV2RTL00PEBTHS. TT°T,
BEOEFAVERACRLTEZ 5. F1KER)

% b, Syntax T 5 Base component tx, 1). ko PS rule
(D—F) Y3 % branching rule. 2), lexical item ##HE&H 1L 7=
lexicon 3). branching rule OBEKEECEH D category OFIEIC
lexical item RAT B 7-H0 insertion rule =244 C\n5b,. L
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——Syntax ¥S#
Base component i

branching rule
(CFPS rule)

l

lexicon [==———t» insertion rule

v

4 deep structure

Transformational componenty

transformational rule

|

surtace structure

3>

& 1 ®

Semantics 1

phonology

% g2

semantic
interpretation

phonetic
representation

¢, 1) 1% contex free rewriting rule (CFPS rule)tE2hTH D, TE S
PEFER Y — e E bR T, ZLTHREXLOHNL, 2) ©

lexicon TEREBINTHAEHREOBHELI L TELLLHS. Izl
‘write’ &\~ 5 iEIE e b, lexicon o Fo item @, [+_NP] o

X357 NP rotE Eo4E, [[+-Human] Aux_1 o X 5 7B R Lol
R 232l &h’CL\%. %17, 3) @ insertion rule 1%, branching rule
X oTHE2 bht Phrese marker %, BEASOEEE LTEH - Ty
T, L flioFEs o LoflRERIc L C\w5 lexical item 75133

A C Phrasemarker o4 DN BIZRATIZL—-ATHD. hit, —&
o transformation W7 {EER L T BH E WS ET, 1) © rule X KF]
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SNTWD. THBDERDWT, CCTIRUEREAD TS & izET
B, #EELT, WREKOZBLATWS RIS~RI6 3 & X b, R2,
R7, R8, R9, R10 ®» X 5 7c A — % PS rule CTRAERKRD, Foizl
Bl device ORFCEEMCIIR LI E (BXOERMEDZ &) 2103
INDLOCRSIDTHS. Lichi-T, HIRKS, Bt?‘% (Syntax) T
WH 27T, BRROMETH D, LRI T Z)

RO FAEFELS (1)
1%, BAEDEF A TlL, Syntax o Base OB THBRINS X510t
TED, E2LEOREE LTRNS 5D TH%.

X bz P p/i~‘7ﬁ@/v—/v@4ﬁ§0) crucial 7 ST, i B
Kernal Sentence 755 3 O DT s 5 EwvwdH kTt hHs. Kernal
Sentence & Derived Sentence & o [X i3, 1957 4 LISE, WIEID BTG 38T
iaie D EARR TS, & LCHRDESITH » 720 TH 5, Schachter &
DRI LY, ShBBIETET -0 VERE bh. ILREOBRASh
TW5ET VTR, E9ZEMW: phrase structure 1= optional simple
transformation 23 /H I T, BEMIS, AL L OEERIRERE BT
Wb, Fie, oM 7 phrase structure @A X h A ET 1T, double
base transformation (or generalized transformation) &RE(XIh T, =
R E & LTS O AR oS LS, &SI T,
DEDZO LS WIROER L0 T, BB &S, T, e, %
LI E 5 B R D, BEEARELELLTWEOTHS. LT5
MBI, D Lo RRT, BRAEEREE LR, (0% )
PRAEAC T L EBRABE S L s\ X 57 device @S hic,
LIz o T, BRI BDERIERIE, 3 & A 83T, Base component
(1 ) THEEEh S deep structure It FEh T35, R, w4, 5ER]
it OB EIRET HERE $ opional symbol & L€, Base component
THERENDDTH ijj %7-, Base component ® branching rule &
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recursion 23EE X, FHIEEE £ S £ sirecusive element & LT rewrit-
ing rule DEICHTTL B LIRS, TOXIRLTED - FE=D
S () #%, Wbk bl FhT deep structure & LTHER IS X 5
Kifote., D&Y, EHEL, EREMO Kernal Sentence 7 LEF
LOVEBEOXEERT D, L WS AHHDOAF —<n D, B D underlying
structure (deep structure) 7 SEHIC X - T surface structure %:#E <,
EWSARF—=~"EbsT&. 1 K2R 25 LTl o BRI L -
TUWICBRREEINEE D BT oh, L, BB I £ BRET) O 7\ B IRED/E
——deep structure 2> % surface structure ~E 83 2 PR ERERE—
EELXDNARE ST, £ LT, X, ‘surface strunture’ &2 ‘deep
structure’ & \WHBESIX, 20 X3 RBAEOH LW EBHHE B\ THIDTE

BUEATRDTHS.

IRKE, ZoioL oATHEALTEbIA PS rule X transfor-
mation DFPD L Z AT, EBOHWH OB EOHM L D - T

KBRA D, ThTWT ‘surface structure’ ‘deep structure’ &\»
YHEZ LE DO TR OIDDIEARARTHSB. £ LT ILUE—B]
CESTH, KTk 011%1152‘57}17‘\_%7‘/1/2/\_:1’0\1 T 3, Kernal Sentence
D&, LAk L DL LTHER TR, R7, RS, RIS~RI6 1
FDEFOWT, IbicEf, R2 RY, RI0, 3 FEMCIIRBCHEES
MNTWBDT, HOWERE O BEAEYLOEEHFACAALTHE0TH
5. XBlc¥l, ,deep structure’ &5 HEER, TUE—B] i<
—BLELE2hbhTw50d, FREECEET 5.

L2L, ThHDREDOWTIE, DEOERERHTIETIE EDT,
OLET P r A A—YROEFAERDILET, Lhie i3T5 IRKD
BIEREZ ETRYTHI1E, UTHRETHIZERL LS.
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AR EE D B,

3, UTORRYEDSHAE, IWRKK X - TEEShAH L2
FAsld s PS rule % (MUE—A] & NUE—Bl & 5ph TEnhT
WHLOEEBLOEBNCASE, BRERODX KD, (r—1FEBZ
DT RTELDEE. BEEBES " DoV — i, EEEF AT
DTt o fev — 1]

RV
R 2/

RY¥

R

R 3

R 4

R 6

R 8

R13.
R15.

R Y

S — Fx, Gxy, Hxyz,......
Fx—> [F]+[x]; Gxy— [G]+[x]1+[V]
HXYZ—> [H]"l_[X]"l_[Y]‘l‘[Z]; ....................................... :

individual variable (x, v, z,...... y——sconstant (a, b, ¢,...... )
proper noun
constant (a, b, ¢, ...... ) ——1indefinite pronoun
Det+N
Det—— (pre-article) - Art-+ (Demon) 4- (number)
Def
Art—> R 5. Def—— the
Nondef
a common noun
Nondef—1some R7. N ——
o personal pronoun

, count noun
common noun—-—
noncount noun

personal pronoun——I, you, he, she, we, it, they.
count noun——table, boy, dream, answer, ...

function or functional variable (F, G, H, ...... )
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R 6

R11

R12.

R14.
R16.
R7

!

Verbal —

be -I—{
— O+Aux+

Vi1

VT+ @
®

Vb+{Adj}

Vs + Adj

Vh+ @

#H F EH2 5
®
Adj
Adv-p
verbal
%+(Adv-m) i

Aux—>tense+ (M) + (have+part) + (be--ing)

tense—-——>[

present

past

VT —-see, fine, help, write,...

Adv-m—happily, carelessly, quickly, on purpuse, ...

~“D\»Ci. phrase marker 3 EZ Tk <,

X)

_—

G/
T~

@ Aux © verbal
| |
@ tense  have  part VIT ®
I I
® past have part write @
Ci) past have part write ®&
Q past have part  write @

14+-[A1+ICI+IB]

© }Ic ® T
a

/S N\ AN
Adv-m Iiet N | Det N
quickly Art personal | Art common

l pronoun » noun
quickly { Nondef she Def count

l l noun
quickly & she the answer
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Ll Bz, TIE—A] pp. 133—135 3 X o° TLUE—B] pp. 135—138 1
SR TS PSrule %L bichDTHS.

1, IBKE T R8T 5D ERWIcv—v R oBiF» 08D &
5. RUDE & EEER T o & © motivation 1w oW & CRIE
W L7\, Sz technical 7212 5% 2 CHRVICIIfiE» B 5. Hxyz
DB DNTND S F— AT CTHS 57, B ATE, 5L FEHEL
FOKNRE 2, B EE) Offib FRICE U T b T & & OEES
D, KSilcdE 2 Jxyzu, Lxyzuv EEEZODF T RELZ A
%, \UTHE T 57 E o e BLSREE» S L, L Lieh b, BAREHED
Br—thEZTEDBDL D HEDTHH 5. TOREDCTIREKD L
—VITBITETT L, FEE, WIREOMEH CIHEAEEORD LB A ED
BLEDNREHELVWISBbhS., 22T, R wonwting e "
& Rl4, R15, R16 £ xDBBI T 5D N Lol o KB
BHRWIERL LS. BEOGEI, AX—-A0fll<c, §XTnHEA
HIELERWOT VN L LTHBD, TRIZAE BEETHD
7odiclt) BERTXTOEHA #IEL W RTh X bt Th
3. £LT, FREEACIBTTES L ThD. (ki b, HED
lexical item OFIIHBERBETH 52 b.) LI LT, HiZOHE, B L
CTIRABNC L TINETCE B0 ESAHATHS. & LILBELSY "1 X
T, [MENEEHOB D LR ED D MENTRDIE] L5 ZEFFES
RTWBDRE Licie biE, ThidZhT, 2o —n R ZFEF -7 E
BB & e, LWIHIBGHRRIEERFEE I Licins 5. KRER BT,
IZBCERX SR, ELWIBRUOEROFTONbRD ¥ VAELD
UL AR TR S TR bl L, & —A DKL HRTE S Tikic bl ds
5TH%5. IUEER RU = recursive device B L TH bhicwwd g, =
O EITET Bhis., o &R, recursion DA BHDEA L o T
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HiffilcZE <, R OS2t -0 DR 5 L i i B ig o pie
e, BT BRI LIS &1, R 1% rigidly formal 7 rule @
e TWwWig, EWH EThH5.

AL, RY LWOEEOL — AR TW5 S ORTE, A
ThHDH., FOIEHE, FREUTOAL~A, 2 21F R i3, 28 1LE
BEOL—-ABBR-TRD, R, RY, R ©BBET 2 VAELDE
LEERMEC/IRS>TLESTWS, ThELD TXow. RV o X 57%r—
BRI Lk, RARRCERROBICL RERMEY b L TLE
S TWHWBEDTHD. ZOREDCTIIKRHCFHLLI M LD T TRE
TRE, bhbhil, V—LOREREEREL SIF T 3.

RI' LRY 3 bic X e 3D TH B &, 7%, Rl tHEHE S—[FI+[x],
etc. & LTRWIRWDTHS 5Dy, &5 gL, IURKI,RY o
ELCEHTE “Fx”, “Gky”, “Hxyz” %#ZhEhE—vvRLLL
TOM->TELNBONE I BARETIGR, b LB VAELRZETH
X, PNE intermediate syimbol TH D, & LE—v VELThRWET
FIERY & R 13 ¥ OBRELTHS 5. FREORERIE, RS & RY
DEFI DT b b, hE¥EE

Proper noun
R3’ individual variable (%, y, 2,...) —>1indefinite pronoun
| Det+N
LLTIEWF TR WDTHS S . 3, b, ¢, D & & HF L RLE inter-

‘mediate symbol @ k 5B 5.

Wi R B0k RE Ch B2, & ha o~ R, RI0 & Z2hsh ik
LT&5E, R, RI0 o ‘nount’ DA w TifBIZ, HEELIER
RAShBMBEZTRTHRFELES O, @, ... 2B BETHZ L
Do, L ZhBEFRE, ZOBERTSMENI N X5
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X, B EEOER

Lhbd L, RHEBIT Tk bhbfial

(H) She had written the answer quickly.
moWnWTd, S—Gxy &35, RY, RO BRI @ TwsbC&
PEETHS. Lonlichib, ZoXdikx PSrule Bon3hickh & T, & .
DI OB TELRS.

S (H) % Gxy & EX#% 5 213, —oDBERIERLFIRE LTUEY,
CORMEOEE (B, HAIR L o) 13, &5 LABNmIBRY S0 X
SIETHNCE o TESTL 5. @meS%kwdﬂbbbkrS%ﬁjkm
[S—Hxyz| 0 X 5/nBEHz LAEETHS. (F) L (H) %, * )
ﬁﬁéﬁﬁﬁéik@ﬁ?h@,§m®%§ﬁ%mj&gkjmi5t%ﬁﬁm
bl dis bicwn L, 730 (H) % “she” L “the answer” & “writing”

L\ 5 =EOBIRL MR IIE, XHIo phrase marker %% 5.

ZCOERTNE, KEEATHELZEEATHAMTHHA, YHEOM
B onTZgoEETMhs, 3 LIHBRBKOoWhbhs X5, 3¢ (H)
% “She” L “the answer” & “writting” @E%@E@ﬁ'ﬁ&ﬁ@ﬁ L7z
eblE, xR RY RO Bz ¥ iR CcEWTHA 5. 3EEFR
(fo & % 1X Habe) THz b, BRTAL7 >y FMET3IEHDEIA
INBREME (%D T®) 78, RY, R6' o Loz htuwh
i bR TTh B0, RY, R rizzhieREHIhTuwinl,
FREL L), TREFECH D “write” 2N 0B, EELTIHEIC It
- T 5¥ %, category symbol “VT” & X0 X 5 BRI X 5124 B8
RO b nwicdie, EEMCEEERRELROTHS. i bRY,
R6" 1%, SHBARU LB EL ([@L,T@ ) BNEZRHEPNR T

Wi, ¥hEnhS Z)i‘zﬁ’ﬁ%?{ﬂkc XIWDR L) Tn A BB T Io v —
v, %@ﬁ%f—&&%%b<mbtw~»t,k Eker-2 N4 A A

F—EHEROEEIIE I THA I, QE@QDEDL LR delete @i
BEWTHA SN, BT OFebbEEME) OHEELT @(F
HHEMEOME) OF% delete T35 XS5 PEINTVBES H D,
x H) %
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w22 H52 &

She has written the question quickly.
EXHERTE L I-EE L, “the answer” 7313 % argument Offi&
LTE—HREREARLTELTELS. ZOME, @2 delete Ih
T, @HE—DOEGEERAMEL LR ERth. &T5L,
RY, R6¢' iwklr s ©, @&\ 5&EBDIRFSF O is Bk #Eh <
<%.

B, RDEI Bl aELTAHREID.

John went to Paris. (2)
John went to France. (3)
The ball seems red. (4)
The ball seems colorful. : (5)

Paris 2% France tH B &5 T L& H» TwB A bR THE) 225
@) XHMTHILENTEDLTHS S L, Fikic, red THhHHFEHITNT
colorful ThH %, L \wd ZEBH - TWBARE T, @i b6\ 2HEHT
CEIIHERTHAS. ZOLEEXLBWTWAHRBOIE L X% (EBRDHR
Llwing C) explicit wwFEiTicdici, “Paris”, “France”, “red”,
“colorful” % =L NWEBEHRETH—HERCEE L CHFTIETSTH
5. LIATEDOGE, BHOMNEBELS HAIDLDOEOENHT I —~
1%, (2) (3) DFA L AdverbTH b, @ (5) DEEIE (HEL LT D) Adjec-
tive ThHB. Thdz, YRocLiiib, RY, RO o @, @ ovih
DB HAD 2D THB. 0% b, RY, RO, wxiFs “Adj” ®
“Adv-p” “Advm” 07 ) - L HFETTEEH L DR DAREMES
BB, EWNWLZETHY, LOWEELIEELTWS RY, R6' 0EZH
ARGt 0E vwbhiXis b, b, RY okl F,GH, ...
LEOTHLHEHOBAREENES LS 5D TH 5P %, RY,R6" oFIE,
A C xR FEEREEN IR T uRER BT, ik, £ k5 E
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HABEROY VAATRE LT ARETH D0 E 5D, Ficneat THD 5
BEINEEDLULLBLEDTHS. ik, WRELDF TR bhBHIX
(H).

She had written the answer gquickly.
13, kDX 57k

She had writen the answer slowily.
& DX EE 2, ‘quickly’, ‘slowly’” & BRZEHIL D 5 5D THBH

b, ZOKTH Adv-m DFBECHFLSHEEI T RE™ A3
MR RN — A THERR L bbb, BT bk, RY, RO 3§
rigidly formal 7z rule & LCERD LIV DOTH 5.

Kz, RV oBFIeB3ENC, DIV ETRHAHBE D bRIShnD
Bk 5D T—E LTH &R, WWRKE, RY 2#AT 28 R, R
R5, Rll etc. 2BATH LI - THR

IO Gxy——[®+past+have+partt+write--®@-quickly]

+[¢-+she[+[the +answe11*?
2 derive ¥ha, LLTkbR., 0k AHELIEER DTS
275, 3, () REED FCOBBOBEHIIRD L 51T,
ES LAWY THS. |
(1) S——Gxy | R1)

(2) Gxy—I[G]+I[X]+[y] (R2')

(3) G——@®-+Aux-tverbal | (R5")

@ Aux—-spast--have-|-part (R11)

(5) verbal—=VT4®@-+Adv-m (R6")
(BIFm8)

UL, 5, koS e, RV 23HETE 1) 2%, R 3

FIFHuE (2) 25, RS @A+ 68 25, RIL R@HTHIE @ 28--%
NENRBOLRDZEEZRLTEBREDTHSS. LhL, TDOL5kE
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% HK

&5, RE loose THAH. 7af loose i3 L, ih“@biﬁﬂﬁ“é
W~ v & derived string & ORBINE IR TWRWLHBTHS. EER
2, RO X S5CBLRETHDHS.,

S (given)
Gxy (R1%)
[G]+[x]+I[y] (R2/)
@ -+Aux+verbal+[x]+[v] (R5")
@ past+have-+part-+verbal-+[x]+[y] (R11)
@-+past+have+part-+VT+@+Adv-m-+[x]+vy] (R6")
(AT Rg)

BT 5~ derived string &SRB XA &L, NUE—A]
i R 57}118,), FAC I RBERI T8 » Tz,

S RV ORRCES 5. WHRKIZE D4~k —f PS rule 0o
DTCENINTWBDTHS 5D, Thid Transfor'mationai rule (Ii)fF
Trule LBEER) OO D TEINTHBEDTHS H 5. [RTV LT,
[R7] L LCHbIBE, IO R BHOKE,

(J) ¢-+she+past+have+part+write--the answer—l—quicléi)gf
Lo, TIHR—A) OB (22) L—HKTHILFERLTEDLRDA
R Enb#EET 5 L, IWEEKE, RT%2PS rule oo hTENNTED
o0t L, LHLEZD, RV 38 5 PS rule oo
Bal- T\ 50ThHs. KEbd, R ok, THUOENOH
DEBEOLEF @, @, @...... O KOEIOFHOEH A, B, C,......
Y ZDIEFT, Thbd OrA%Y QrB%.... w5 EARATS
e ehnr 5 LasL, PSrule o3, col b hRERAEOES
BEBBIhTuwL, BERE bRE v YA RE—CRIF UL b
B, Lo kEREBER LB LTWS, FhiEn ) Tk, [RI0E

(103)



X, BB, EmEEOEA

W~ EEbhs2, RY 2#HFF 3% BHio derived string 135 < T
®+past+have+part—l—write+®—l—quick1y+¢—I—she+the—|—answer
BDTH T, FIEIR LTI L 13 E 218 b onT ik ik

TTHB. Kid, RT 05 Eio string & LT,
() Gxy-+]@®-+past+have+part+write+ @ -+quickly]
+[¢+shel+ [the+ansvs;e23)r]

D X 57, FHEMEOTIERFRAIINTVEY, LOEKRTIIIRETR
IEREREE T TH D & vwbhhidls bicws, quickly & ¢ & DI, LT
she & the Lt DKV #OWT %, LWwi & EhBHEE, ThETo
W= DERD» DEBICRD S ZENTERNETTHB.

$ix, derived string XK h #E LT, FERED substitution %
BT d 20X 5 n{EL, PS rule CIREENCARRELROTHD, Zh
2% T rule BMix7- b BB BE D THB. 2%, R7 1z PSrule

-------------------------

HAUWcDThHs., IHBRARZ Dz E2EMTC,RY % Trule Do b cE
PRTVBBEDTH ST bIE, FOLLBIT-ZVHRTNETHD, (D
FORV DX57mEFE bl AL ~AFEESRS LTI RTY L) &6

i, Trule ORXLZEBRICSTL T, EZITRDIICELRETHA
5. RT1

O—X—@—Y—@~Z—a—b—c
1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9
—> 728 496
X, Y, Z,: variable
CORICEE L CIIRK DR Y Fuvk S Bz mysterious i LT 5% %
D% tree diagram (k) Th 5 5. & o tree 1, Kk X, derived string
(J) © Phrase marker 72D THAHIH, E5LHFWTHB. ¥l H
derived string (J) 1%, RV 2 WA LLERCTXELDTHD, LIDIC
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£ % @2k

R7” kR0 L, A8 Trule 2 LTULABRLLEWEDOTHD
Db, (k) O X5 tree IR LT D 2\ 33T TH%. transforma-
tion &%, tree 225 true ~DEBRTHHD %, (1) ko RTY %#3
ALTT&ERERT<& (J) o Phrase marker (Transformationally
derived P-marker) %% 2 TEWTHB L, kD K) DX 5icsDT
X712 A 5 D,

X S
Gxy
G\
[ Aux / \ Advermn
e | / \ VI 1 l
AN .
Det N tense part quickly
b
Art  personal past write / \
pronoun ,
h Det: N
Nondef l ave
l she ' Art  common
noun
the l
Def count
noun
the anslwer

WEEAD 2T K) 05 BTEIRTWEDIE, Rikh (J) 2%
X R #HL ¥TTrule LERET, PS rule LR L7 d TR
550, R % PSrule LRT D LATAETHS 2Lk bl L
ML DOARAEI LD b RE T N Tn5003 % 31 tree (K) Th 3,
YRS 15, Euvsou,tree (K) 0 x5 0EHR, FhER ©,® O
BFEENEPNTH DS, Th bik, ZDtreed branching 7> 513 % » 72
SBRFWTWS (Tithb, £O node & HFER DT WRWEETH
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X, B WEOER

D, tree D TCROITIBEX L LLEDTHD. Linhis T tree(k) T
R bW TWw B oS BT hiE, 2z (] )ophrase marker
It eRc - T3, R?” s Eio (1) o phrase marker Zo
FEROTHS. 0ED, (1) otree 3BT (J) ORER K tree
MNEF Ty, EWnWs ok, I RV 2 PS ELTHMRLIS &
THZLDEHEIFRTEWELTHS.

FHTCIRY % Trule E LTERLIZTHE T78bbROERL:
X 57 RTL 28t tree (K) 2Dz 3HE cznd ZADMEX
FRCRPECE B E 5 F 5 Cikiews, %, RTV ©8%, Aend
LCo—@loBan b, KEMEME-SDRDTHS, el
B, ZITX, FFEEOQOO®IX, LELEI=ZoCTRLTE WD
7, O@R®@® ZERTHHELELIS LI @ T LHERL
TWHBELELIZD0TH-T (XbRILER, TORDOEERRADZLOR

LTh o T —AREINTHWEWASTHS. LrLohil, F0X5
7t RTU 4R LIFAOBEM TR LA AL, WREEFvOKEIRTH
‘5RYSdkAkakw, ...... AIEROFER U7 crucial 7o & 0 HREY
RRETHDHZ LB WI ETLanbh ),

3.

K EF1vitkid 5 PSrule 0 & o0 EDoEshkbl ok s <, &
2, ZOA—AREE LTINS & T 5OERANERIE bTsE 4 O
PO CES 5.,

FE 5B LA, MR rhuE, = M) % Gy EEH®Z B
LIXOEODEREGHIHR, Tibbar (H) & “she” “the answer”
LEWIToDbODBREE X L ERAERELIELTCW50TH»
T, LA (H) % “she” oMERERT5EERTIE HFUOE
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' % ENHE

Tz, [S-Fx) 0 X5 Tiiltbhitd e bitwL, 3 (H)
%, “She” & “the answer” & “writing” &\ 5=FOBAREHER
?m&tit%apm%emwmr%ﬁzl&@Ckﬁéé.ﬁmﬁ%<,
DX 5ieE LD R S-Fx, Gxg, Hxyz,...... DX 5Tk Tln D e
W VEBREREDEZNI 21D THH 5. LirL, RRIZZD L5
Ex DD LA misleading DX SB 2 Thbitw. £4%%,
ﬁWkﬂﬁﬁMké%@%ﬁ&Lt% syntax % < feZ & HAEMREHRL

......................

COWTERBBERIB I b 20 TH5 (KELHK1Z2R).
BE X s, B/F3(H) She had written the answer quickly. 3, Fx
&b Gxy &b Hxyz & 3 BRWEARIDOTHY, ThZhoBRct
U phrase marker iZ&7ch 5 L OREEDTHH D, HHL H) 1
= underlying phrase marker #5332 - ticc 5 5, (tree (K) 1,
FOSHLDOEDFTER). L AT, generative grammar ¢ Semantic
Component i 8\~ T, 3o underlying phrase marker Q& 20 &2
DT TR BT DTHBM D, k%, transfor-
mationally final derived phrase marker 2’0'& 2 Th-TdH, FD un-
derlying phrase marker 3\ <D  HIUE, TOELTELNSHE
WA~ DN TCE D Z Eicin s,  Shat, Bk = AL
Wﬁh%ﬁ®%%ﬁ%w%ﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁ?%ﬁfﬁﬁ5.%@I5kﬁ@%
iz bhbiug, $1EOHX (6 8) TTTIAK. ¥, bl
32 (H) =20 & 5B E’Jﬁ%% Tﬁufiféé L7z T3 (H)
ik Fhein =20 75 underlying phrase marker #3E< = &
PTED] EWnwdTER, ELWETAELIE, zox (H) =@
ambiguous R THB, LWHTEikit-oTLED. LhL, ZDZé
%, bIUbhOEENEBICUTHTTHS S 2,
She had written the answer quickly.
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X, B, mEOES

D= DR TE B LHRTR, LD EARRBEL DR
DTH%. T D Tikig, KOERE rigid tff LED TV &K
EELEDRTEDBI TS, ROL5UXEELTHLS.

John gave the apple, the cake, the knife and

that Bible to his daughter. (6)
DL, noun H6EEBALTVHP%, RY ZESRIEEDT, £t d
noun © A% LB IHEGEEENRA SRS B & —HRRT I, =03
DWTIE, KRR 6 HOREEY & OBE, 5 HOEEY OBE, 4 HOEHE
L OBE L HDTH DD, TOX(6)KIE, 6BIDOREILID
phrase marker 2 EZnhiXs b7cl/e b, THIC LT 6®H IR
1B BRI TR/ D 2 hid 2, 2 (6)1% 6 B D IC S AR,
EndcliclhoTLES. (6)EEHMEEL LT “the fork” % n
2B T7TBIEFZMI D, his son” X SIEENEL LT
b 8B CEBINCILD, 2% VINCEET 5 noun DA X Ik
z%ﬁ,%ﬂmmuf%oi@%ﬁﬁﬁﬁ?,&b5ﬁ%§@kﬁ%mﬁﬁ
> TLEIDTHS. bRbhREEII - TWBIIL, EARICHERE
NTHEEAEZDE ED noun 1378 LCW5W¥ %, LA BT OIS,
EnWH T ki Ah D,

D X5 7eEEMEL, bhbhOFENESNDL LT HLACEHY T
H5 L, L LIRSk €= 20300 0% 3M L1, T tonik
HDTHD, LELRIER B,

John called them taxi-cabs. (7)
WO, BENCRE= AR THS. 2FD [V vz 7
V=B TRoN. ] & T VISR 2 7Y —ERAR. ] EKT
Xh7-"3Eb® phrase marker # £ 2L DTEB, ThbbTE
BN CTEDLTHD. & T A, WRKIKOR D Focik, 30(7)1,
“John” & “them.” & “taxicabs” =0 noun ¥ A T5dP %,
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#HF FE52H

72 &4 Fx, Gxy, Hxyz =38 9 = -o\~C phrase marker #£ < = L a3
TEBHRTTH5. 20X RKOTF &, LOBEENRT= AL RIL
BT —hitbhbho o o3+ 3 SENESY L < il
LTwb—¢ 3B EDISENHABIDTHAL 0. ThbBDERD
W, KA BB RNTE bRV DOTHS., KL, L (7) DL
BB, BR2EY LB OMAAHET,6 BY DR % phrase
structurez’ FiF, Lc - CZ O 6 B Y RESHE WL O, LEEIN
B0 Litiews. Lasl, AU 6 BIREBRWLE L W-Th. 3 (6)

DS TWH 6B DEHRMEI(T)DFF->T W5 6D DETEMEEIT,
HENREL - THWBIITTh5.

o33, Bix, 3¢ (H) She had written the answer quickly. o\
“She” J “theanswer” & “writing” &5 =ZBFRE LTCEKE
HC BT 5 PR bRD TR b 23, “write” OZ & XBFH%Z 4
BLTCETh2TEGERHCE L XL T5L, ZOBEGD=40 B
Fo BRREGH L b DL ln o TLE S, &\ 5 ETRRIZZT WhE.

P EOHBHENL, RO ZEHFERINS. WREBZ ZCTohbhTnd
[BERBRIVER] 7253 DX, Thie2owT 2h (i)N(iﬁi) 1z ¥ - formal

------------

grammer TE 5 Fi‘% AR T O 2 Tohbh b —7 bk %
i, X)L, EOBRBHIBR C £SO A X > TEhFERFID phrase

marker 73=%w5 FLTREBND, — &) AT, jtTT@%ﬁ%‘ffL@

A TILDH D, LEHLIBR L,

4.

LR KT, tree (k) oBEFwe 2\ T "= phrase marker 133 (H) 23
B BTN OEERY o &, 2D argument Offi& LT “she”
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S, B, WEOES

& “the answer” M5 &, f&éf@%ﬁﬁ%i‘éi%%?&ﬁw:bfb%.J &
BRTE DR, FhoZOBEHOET (XLEREFMCEE R &3,
555 2h Ol i~vi I X oC, % (H) oRMSIRRC Rz L
5L ThB BEREE) Lo mLTsbha, T, &oSrkEc
5.
ik, 32 (H) wx3% phrase marker % (K) © & 5 B TEq Wi
By D&V T, Fhe 2h OFA (D~(vD) ZBH LIBT3 (H) @
BN T YorheRREdhstixBirivy. 3 (H) won
Tz, RO RERD GO EZRA ()~ ) © ko THRE
TEDTHAHHA. “She” THI WD AWA, “the answer” TiHIh |
LERLYEE quickly mEBWhEBENL, BRREI-TEELDOThH-
T, O~ ORABZWLHEALTLIEEI IO WTHSS. B
nkd, RIIROISmEhsrd Lhia, THA O~ 2E8
LCHTEBGHIHIZRE T E R DX, il robozxH)»n
KIEELD> EnbThHoT, KD XS 2nTIE, Ef1—EIT
RETES,

That red flower is red. (8)
The owner of the team owns the team. : (9)
Bachelors are unmarried. (10)
That red flower is not red. (11)
The owner of the team does not own the team. 12)
Spinsters are males. (13)

DED, (8), (9), (0 X OoRCETHHDPR, KOHIX> ThHH, 1,
12, (13 xohkeEchrdzr LFEXL> TH5H.] &

ooooooooo
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B % E524Hf

D THS. (8)9) LMo T e 2iE, 2R bitvhd Kernal
Sentence TIX7s\WDTH B, Tl X 8) w22 Tnwd L, T3k

That flower is red. (8")
The flower is red. (8")
w5 o0 Kernal Sentence i double base transformation 7iasi3

BRI RTELIK
That flower which is red is red. (8"

o Matrix Sentence OFXEDH S, Nominalization transformation
BT ETERLEIADHDTHD., ZOT LIZTZD % E(9),
W, edFsTcBREHTCTES. KEDOHD T, Kernal Sentence o
B4, BB ETIIREEINAE Z L2l f23, Kernal Sentence
CEBE L ETHIRD, (8), (9), 01,120 2 & &, B Sac EERIC SHH,
L L RFEW, - LR B LTh, WHREDORDH TR, EfHLT
NHPEBETERNI, DEVHFELLEVIHAEELETLTCHES>DTHS.
Lichio Tho & 21X (8) konwT w2 iE, (8) REELNED T RiTh
X, @) Ki)?%ih Bt TH-T, &) & @) TDR»BNLT
5. £LT, Hbrkr @) 3 ") 3L Zh TREBRERNTETD
5 (DEVEEENTHB). WREKOEF VTR, () 0Tk & double
base transformation ®3dsw eI DONWTCEBRETHFREZRLTCE
BRILNDTH BN D, O ERYERTHS 5. WRKD, EHVGRE
FTEI O Bz loh ik, BRBREZOBEERIBEEZEA L THDT
ZOBOTPATEBIL e w7z, & LEVRFERI TS TBERELEH] ©
BHBLTWARD L O3
If John is taller than Bill and Bill is taller than Tom,

then John is taller than Tom.‘ (14)

DETHAH T EER, WHRLTROETFTAIFHL T DD THAD
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X, B, FEOER

7>, Kernal Sentence iz oW C LAHELTWIE LI DEFALTCIRIE LA
ERRIETHD ERBbRS.

TR B DT & EFEDOWTIX, E5THAH I, TnbIE L
1z Kernal Sentence TH b, FHA] ()~ (Vi) 2A—Gsm b 2 EiXnhb.
Linl, ZoHBERRY, EHRERTERYL, D% VEEALE WS <
ER ST LESTHAS. Tkl b, WRKE, Carnap Eowvihd s
“Meaning Postulate” 7z D% EZHHRELTE LNILWH DL TH
5. LiehinT, WREDHA ()~ () £k > THES UTHBRETE
5D,

John is John. (15)
DZLE, AR (ARREL, RIS i) HERELC O To
RTHHBZ LIS FTHHNAS. LT LT, 20X37, SLEBRE
Kernal Sentence LI#ftoH b 5aix, IWREOHA . O)~w) -
TRELLBEIRETCERVBEL LT LEIDTHS.

IREE 74T, i UTXOEBNRETMENE D, &\ 5 B
LCEREREDBENRLN, X TCIRKROoOMEND D & L2
BEREMHLTEZS.

ZDE—IL, KD E 7T, Wb 5 quantifier it B3 % MWE £ R e
TRTWTE, EWIETHD. bz, RO 5N EELTAHLS.

Everyone pleases his wife. - (16)
His wife is pleased by everyone. (16"
His wife likes no married man. a7)
No married man is liked by his wife. an
John ate the cake. (18)
The cake was eaten by John. (18"

16" v (16) o, A7) x A7) o (18) 11 (A8) oZEPTHDH. &
ZAT, (18) L (1%) 3% » 72 £ synonymous Th 5 = LIt h L £
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H % FH2HE

wnThHron, A7) & A7), 16) & (16') o &%, synonymous
ThHHEME 5T, everyone = none ZE5ATHAREITE LY. HT
passivization transformation #2307 T%, (18) oW TIERERELE LR
Wi, (16) R (A7) oW THEREZELS &\ wmEMC b R &
7, KOETF A TE—YRATE WO THS. £ LTCZOMER, AR
EtEEsEouc, (16) 16), A7) A7) o0& W%, WERNTENTH
BRI TTEINDHE THRLTCRY. 20 X5 RRER O BLWi E
D X O —FENT tree TEEEKDLEZ M, TLTLOD tree HOEEN,
18) 256 (18) ~DEBZL O Db D —i /s passivization trans-
formation & D X 5 BB LA - T\ 5, 7t &a%, PS rule, T rule 1o
BEON TV HBOEHHO T THRTE WL E D, syntax i)
% rigidly formal 2B LIIEWLRVDTH S,

XC, E_ORBEIZ, w5 Modal Sentence 120\ T D BRI E
T, WRKOZh CREERERIETAHS, LI EATHS. IIRK
1%, Kernal Sentence 2o\ \C /3G, #HAI ()~ i) #@EAETS, & LT
Wb I »T, 7oLk, Kernal Sentenoe Tiowv& ZA®, &4
=, B, SR, MEROWTEBRERARERTHF Ve VAN
LET BN T B ZERFERTHS. Lo, FERE, CPEID) BEXL
R, ZE, IbRDHHPD XA TOEEIEDERRE ¥ CTh R
B LTCLE ~%. & AT, Kernal Sentence 1o\~ & EfBIRED,
7 &d 2h D~(vi) O & EHRATIRAELD 5\ ILEERE
ABETTL 5. Thig,

R11 Aux——tense+ (M) +(have—l-part) 4 (be+-ing)
w5 PS rule @ optional 7¢ category “M” 2EbLWWEEETHS.
Mz, 2bhc

M-—-will, can, may, shall, must, need,

L B33 category symbol ThHB. 5L, % (H) oftbbiz

b

Az
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ik, BIR, WEOEA

¢+She+must+write+the+answer+quickly.
L5 underlying phrase marker 723, U KX -TEBE Shi-
PS rule ¢34 generate XN AAEEMIT TS H B, DX 53k L
T, BAO~VD2BEREECER L MECT 22 L8R F V2V R
THhHD.

E4 51, EBOBALEA L EOBEE F I X - T, XOBRIEHE
Bbo PP bn L, XOEBRELHENEXLVWIHE VT
L DETD & ELMEIARAE (D LT F Ve VAR)THS, EWIiIERKE
MoTLESTWEDTHS., ZOXIRBRERDZTHHI &1L, K
B, BHRARER O HEr 2h O~W) oXsefhTclLicsind
—2% D, Wb B Formal Semantics & F A%+ % ¥520 8k
THREFOEHRMIUC & T LEDCHEARA L LT Lo b—UR
FREINB & Th-7. extentional logic TEHBIETERH I W5H
REME—@ criterion 12 LT D BHREEL L b X 5 &L T5RAAM,
WA E L OFERLEREZBLI N E WS T %, HEoBRFiibhbhic
o EVF il sBbhs.

¥ 1) TUiE—B ] op. cit.,, pp. 135—-138.

2) TiUiB—A ] op. cit., pp. 133—135.

3) WHREKI X uE, PS rule R1-R16 1%, P. v A—vZE, BER [EH
SCEA ] A AL FHHC KR o b DD X 5 ThB. o f. TIHHE—A] p.
147, n. 17; p. 148, n. 20.

4) oK%, N. Chomsky, Aspects of the Theory of Syntax, 1965. op.
cit. THALTWAETAZ A LcbDTHS. DX 5 g >
Wik, BEE pp. 141—147 v, Chomsky HE, fHEIZE L H T 5.
Syniactic Structuves (1957) O & FT N L RKRELFESTCEHALEE. B
»%, Syntax Lt Semantics & Phonology =42 575 &5 BICE]
LT, RRO L REEbbE. 205 b, TR &R
5-2.% DGO DZTH Y, D 2 WA I N TELOME D recur-
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% 28K

sive 7n generation 130 ¥ k= Xicys. ¥z, T O Semantics, Phonology
A B b B iERIY, Syntax © X h$_CERIN . Syntax (i,
Base component t Transformational component tI1TX 5iI4yavi,
AL deep structure (RPENBHEER fEVH L, Transformational
component ¥, = h#w X bic surface structure % %. deep struc-
ture X, Semantics ~DA S & 7r b, semantic interpretation ZHEE L
L1, surface structure 11 Phonology "D AHE b FOHEDE LT
phonetic representation ME L B, ZOFLEREIEZIIGOT AL
2, ERRORK N THES.

5) ZOX5RHEYEEAMCED X 50T DAY, XEEEGR L
4 B Z 3 —fE{k (significant generalization) % RJREIC3 2 %5, 2% Aspects
of the Theory of Syntex D0 TH HB. c.f. ibid., pp. 60—127.

6) [LE—A ] op. cit.,, p. 139,

7 & %a¥, ibid., pp. 137—138.

8) Cf. P, Schachter, “Kernal and non-kernal sentences in transforma-
tional grammar,” * Proceedings of the wninth international cangress of
linguists, Monton (1964).

9) TIHE—A | op. cit., p. 138.

10) ZEHNEERRELE X B0ELI\ D E W S B, 196048 J. A. Fodor 2%
FSZEEFY G &, KOOI EREZE 2 5 | (“ Projectin & Paraphrase
in Semantics” Aualysis 21 pp. 73—77) L XiE 1,7‘:‘0)0?_%;(‘ L, 3 1961 &£

1, 1.J. Katz 28 T4 oBHREh2E 2 s\ (“A Reply to ¢ Projec-
tion & Paraphrase in Semantics.”” Analysis 22 pp. 36—A41) IR,
1963 4EiciL, Katz and Fodor 13, T K @ (8% b $XNC0) EHILE
%% 7z~ | (“ The structure of a semantic theory” Language vol. 39
pp. 170—210) 2 BRAZE % 7-2%, 1964 &£ Katz and Postal 12 [\ 2375 525
A BRI L o] (An Integrated Theory of Linguistic Descriptions)
EWBTER LT, LhL, COF—EERHED rigid tEz b LikEE
LIz B WHESTTL 5, &5 2 ERREIRRH I Tl BT,
HEARR I ERASTHD ‘propositional meaning’ FH\s5NF L OIT
deep structure T X - CTHE I 5755, surface structure 3 EBREFIC
FLETHLDHD (T2 X, 8, EEL BE) LELLRLTWS.
Lo L, MEEENTHBEROBKLITT T deep structure -3 TICA
D TWBHDEE, E—RELTIV.
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11)  F BT TERM AR (2) 1 FEEHE S vol. XVI No. 8. (1967) p. 34

19) Loe. cit.,

13) THHR—B] op. cit., p. 130 T, [TEPHE O 5105 BRI — Y
b DTHT, PR O BEHEOXL % FLdDTHEN, £ Th
NbRANELZ L5 L LTos0E, HEHohohke 8
DB D, WEPFLEFTCR - TEL CHTRHEAE T DO THS .| (5
HMEE) LTk bNh 5 X 5, Kernal Sentence nifE 4z, ‘EE@'T: T
THER LB S DD THD. THICEET D Z LI X o Tods T 5 RIERN
£ THE, BT 5.

14) TIU#E—A] op. cit., p. 134.

be -+ { substantive

R 9 VP— Aux + Adv—p

verbal
Vi1
VT + NP
R 10 Verbal — Vb + substantive
Vs + Adj
Vh 4+ NP
15) TU#E—B ] op. cit., pp. 138—139.
16) lbid., p. 137. 17) 1bid., pp. 136—137.
18) 7o & ziE, TIUE—A] op. cit., pp. 134—135.
19) TUiE—B] op. cit., p. 137.
20)  Loc. cit.
21) PS rule @3 24IR &3, pAd—pad ITDOWTHBTEE, KDL S
igh.
1) ARK—RETHBZLE. 0 ¢ o FE—DRBTHHEEDOLFFITL
X
(2) @ IXZREE B Th o Tl Hinho.
8) wliXALRBiroTn5bZ L.
4) oAd—ood DR Xy—>VX DX SREBFDOEEHINTEDL IS5
= ARERTsC L.
6) A>A+B DX 57 APEACHES X 57en — AiTBERTHT L. (K
L, BETHE, WHRES 5 ¥, HULL, F3hTvs. >
% b recursive element } LT #S% ORITRDB).

+ (Adv—m)

(116)



Hoo% B2&

I ERF TERSGEAF] (3)J THEFEHEL vol. XVI No. 9 (1967)

p. 17 3 X 0%, E. Bach, An Introduction to Transformational Grammars

1964, op. cit., p. 35. &R,

ChBOHBED ER—DERNTH, BEOTRI—BEHCIEL{fTth
Nig W R BEMCINT WS, WRKO R7 1%, (1) & @) ofllR%ZR
LT3, |

22) TiyHE—B] op. cit., p. 137.

23) Ibid., p. 138.

24) Cf. J.J. Katz and J. A Fodor. * The structre of a Semantic Theory”
in J. A. Fodor and J.J. Katz (eds.) The Structure of Language. (1964)
op. cit., pp. 479—518.; J.J. Katz, The Philosophy of Language (1966)
op. cit., pp. 151—175.

25) TIUHE—B] op. cit., p. 134.

ZHITET AR WHW D formal semantics OHETHSD.

26) Ibid., pp. 138 ff.

27) Ibid., p. 138.

98) Ibid., p. 139 n. (14).

29) & BAHA, Carnap D “Meaning Postulate HIFLH LT, B
SEOBRMRICITRIT D Lt s\ Aeeeeee. of. Katz, The Philosophy of
Language, (1966) op. cit. pp. 50—52; W.V. Quine, “ Two Dogmas af
Empiricism,” in From a Logical Point of View. (Combridge: Har-
vard University Press, .1953) pp. 20—46.

£ I B URKe7LoEFNERICYT 54

WMETE, IBERC X > TEEShLEEeT AR E S, Hilfl,
B EoL OBA. TEELEEBLTWAD I ERERH LN, £ET
iz, WRBKD, Z0X5hE0ERrELET v ERBEI2 %2 7abs
o e R, I~ D X 57 DThH Y, Flerh RN ¥ FTIE
WMTHH0%, TEFVEEOES L IT—NHENER U TR L. EWiD
X, PHETLVERIATEREEREL TS, SWOERILTLLE
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Xk B
2 sCn 2>

AT ER D RS

DX ETAVERIMBHEHINTLS S v xR, B, BEOE4LHEET
BETHLOTRRILTHS.

IC, WBRERNZ DO X5 ne T v REIhERNEE, DaFE
CbtmA (1) (2 B) THH5. coksimmbieshs Chomsky
SEEER x4 % challenge 1%, 7 AU KX b Tl L, BRI 5ia

BZEOWEL LTI 1oBEE, LCEEOMEINERBIRS2EE2LD
FEREHE LTV 205 5HEFEEN L L LEENIhB & T
AHDEDTHD. AETCIE, ZOED challenge &% 5E%REY L ED
T, ROmAXHBET LTHI.

1.

e X b A ETRE S hild s bz ik, Chomsky O3EER, &<
X OFFERD, ERNRBERCZOEREZETW5, L33 UREK
DEFRPIILTECETIELWTHS D, EWIRTHS. FIFET
fihiz X 51, 30k generate F 5 SERAOIUBMIRE L Crik % WIREC Y
KT 5, EWHERE, EIRIAMREZOEMARLICIEE 5 TWEx
BRI oTcl ETHB. TEBETHRA, BEREN L - CIroXE#ETH
5 ANHIEED TRlEMYHE creative aspect] 725% 013, Tcic W. V.
Humbolt 1c X » CH4EHIR Wiz L THD, X 5izit Platon oxf
A VREBTHIEBBICETINDEELLLTELHTHHAS. IO
FORABEED “creative aspect” 1%, H< BRI Tzt
Liivb bY, ERTEE TR B CERT A C L e BT B
5 X0, BREORREREEM X LhOBRNAREIESTOTHY, B
R rule T3 » CTHEED output % specify 3% “recursive rule” o
ME—T b bRMRREF D 5 VR EFEEROR b K —HTH S
Recusive function theory DFF % eIt bl o7 ThH 5.
Chomsky DEF#EHG, & KLOMERCETS PSrule 13, AR
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" % ERNE

ur%ﬁm%?épmmamw%mmmk%of%&$hf%5z%mmm
ANt oESY B FLL recursive & LTT/< recursively enu-
merable & ULCHE-SH T35 (Licdi- T, bhvbiiZd rule %0
Mo TIFEIRIET 4 { D% generate TE LD THBHH, EEDINR
gmﬂwzéhﬁ%bzﬁm%%i?é’&ﬁf%h@ﬁ&@bﬁf@t
VW) Ew 5 Eir, Chomsky B &4 < @aﬁi’cfﬂm LTCWAHZETHA.
X bz Phrase marker & Phrase marker & ##0V21F % Transforma-
tional rule 1%, tree 25 tree ~0, FThbbEE» DL ~DEH
(mapping) & L THFNCHEFCERINA TS, O X5 REHER
DFLVTEDR, ARRBZOAEIRWTECRESKEL WL &
TS EThHAnn5. (25 LIcERE © BREHR, £~ b~ vEER
SHEHIPEL, S IR 5 IEHERR L B DT > TV
ZEXLBAHATHS.)

%hﬁ%#ﬂb%f IR TR B 5 PS rule 1 {EHAVER

ZREREAYB TS LERIRZDOE—FEEI VI LLDTHAH
5h. TOREDWTERIERD L 5CBENTE LIS,

NOERIEEDS, Tt mEEE AR X 51T o ks, (HEE) F0
BRI ATk o SR ORI b 5 ERIMREROE X He b 5. (BRI
BWTHEBOEZTNRELRS). Hb, HiEROHA R1 S->NP4-VP) &
RENTWDH LR, XEEERD EBER ST HELFTHS. #HEl R1
IR LD L BRAOEA~BERL DHANTH D, EHROREED DKo

FRERERE) OBEZFCOLOERY AR TiRWEEbhANL L
V. L LA DS ST BT, 1 Ui S>NP+VP & ks,
NP B oXE RS %, VP BRRESoxETc Ly, DTFogim
TARTCZ DO ORFND B fTleboh b L5 ks. FasAF—t, [F5E]
gl Th R T DEFEL T DREL L WIBEREEE LTEDL X

5&?5# %%&vof% S%I@J:VPK%HﬁLﬁ@:&T%D,%

.........................

fﬂﬁﬂ’]nﬁﬁ%k BT % jCUDEmLm%L@%XJﬂi RAGREEE T, XES
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X B, mEOER

B X o TEL BRI EL FTESHR: bivic. ThRIE—2DX#FFEH
5)

& IE KT ABELFRCAWALEREE o T WiehbTHS. (B

MEE)

BTHI, B LT, EWEOHEROERIIGHIRERZDOE LT
ThbH, LELLDTVAHRHLL, PS rule EEoD

R1 S—NP+VP
EVAHL—NDES5THL., L LR, ZDX5/ar—LE2EL LD

Lo T, PS rule 2MEFHERHBEFCER ST LR TWE E WS Z IR
PLBi bz, LnwdHAchbhbhiiEE L X5, WEKEE f&b

nnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnn

D ﬂih 1nherentf7tc\, R EREFLTE bR W-DOTHS. S—NP
+VP &5 v — a3, B EERICE » Cinherent 70 D TH 70
ATHwochHsb. Chomsky Z@d, %< OEWERED, B
DX S5EHH L TND & LIRFEERS, L, B ¥R o generaliza-
tion L WSBENPDLEGDEZ AL D BHWEM LG, &S BEERIEL
EHIEWDTH T, BRCEERLEL BARPC I S LisF il bl
WV, EVoeEEODDTIREL TR, ThbiEfuc i, J. D. Mc-
Cawley % C.J. Fillmore i3, thi % -ilflofHr LT3, =i
Zh bogH s, Chomsky LD Twsb S—>NP+HVP R 5L b
b3S Te B E S50, k&R © generalization ORJETH -
T, FO XS REEN ST, 7704 ) EREDSDOTRHELDTH
B. LIchie T, BADEN, L FTEmRo generalization & s 5 £ 50
5, S— NP+VP L35k 0335 & neat CEENTEN LD THS
b, Chomsky & CEATEREZIT VWD THAS. ED
McCawley = Fillmore 5045 d, 2RI OB&END, B TESEEE
DI TBRRNINDDOHHDTHS. 2L THETHRIL, IWREKRD S—F%,
Gxy, Hxyz, ...... LT AW, C@ﬁ,§ﬁ=%bfb\ﬁ>v2$ﬁ%fz6%ﬁs,
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H ¥ EH2df

LW LR LILHTTHSD. £ LT, CITEELRS Ui bt
& &%, Chomsky e SSNP+-VP L4547 L X 5 &, ILEERI S—FX,
CHFLED &, FhEh, ERxEERoREosco rigdy
formal A~ ATHEMED, WFROSH b, HaLBARESE (&
¢ 1z Recursive function theory) iz, Fiak Li-EBRCH+OTRHZERES
%bfbé:kmwbkb®ﬁ,kb5ﬁf@é.ﬁﬁ%fﬁk6ﬁb

, R IOEE®D, WEEN (FFEN) CEECEREST bh T
B, LT rE, ROBERL X ERSEOTELRIL, HEFEES
AMZLThhEqnhiEle b, Wit tiREolfloctizoThs.
IRRE, ZOBER I SDORBE INRE T b %, [S—-NP+VP
LT B0, BRREREHERLRRS. 22 bEREOHBERIER
BRI ZOEREYB TSl EWOSERR B WAThizcoThsr >
Dy, TR T VEVATHLNIWI EFTERNAS. wLAM
e, BIGE ﬁ%mﬁ%xﬁ%ﬁlxd;&ﬁ%%hfué Rl’ S—Fx,

............

rigidly formal 7s v — A e 5 T WD TH B0 b, HIRBERO L — L
DO F, BirBEABEHT X - CEOBRPEBR ST REB I
ZINE ST — T8, E WS RAKBRE /o T WA D TIRD 5D E .

T, —~KES LCZDIS BASFECTCLESTDTHAH O 0. W)
o Bind PR T BB XA TADE, RFE L HESRY @1
B, EnWskE, WMEESCKEN, WEBARRHVTLIET VLS, &
WHZEERERTA LI MARIERIWEWTHA S, LT AL, FEL
DBEE I COEROERERLOWTOER () L7 b &,
S b0 X 5 BEEANE LT B0~ EILETHEA I WAHNS
KER DB EBbh3, ZoOBINBRNEANDIERLFROV L
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Xk B
2

R, EREROEER

211, R. Carnap o logical syntax E@fg%%ﬁ&:%?é%%ﬁﬁftb%
ATEFE GRER) Lo 30k, BREZBOFOMME CHEHMEEIEL
gk, BEILLICERETHD, ETHMRTHAS. wERLEVIALE

HEHRERBLEDOREK, ZDX5b5BOMIEERRET HRAIE L
L A L Bb w0 Th B0, IRKROEROFIL S RVWHEh5
Lok, THREZO#HE CUEMHE—& <& deep structure—) % 7x
AEDUTERSHEFC ST 5RENEEESTcvw] &T58E LD
PEOSHEFEEZDORICESETBRELE>TW5D T, 2T Carnap
o 8B 7caiisdic oWl Ckz 5. Carnap 1% Logical Syntax
of Language DFLORED LT HT, RO XS5BT 2.,

------ WAHFBRIHEERE (ot 2 1 XHEEE) oF T3 GrvREEX, #BR0—
k% (a system of reference) L LCHAMABRTEL LB TR LT X
DT ERD BLERINNDERING.

SHETRINTEBAEBOEES ML, BREFBEGRIRALVIELHE
MTHBEIPZIC, RREI D% 2 Ichol. THIED x5 E, WEZER, B
LEIDns b, WOl CreiEllEy, ACERICERST X5 & L biELTL
¥FO5D0LALTHAS. WEZEL, FTTROC, BoOTrkily, BREX
Db B ORERIOT 5D THS. (FI) 5 LTZhe BB LT
%%@%%@@%kﬁ%b%ﬁﬁkﬁimﬁﬁb,%@%%%:ybn~»¢5
CEMTEBLISRIRDBDTHB.

OF D, BB, BTSSR BIFURBe b O~NETL L, B
HBAICH » TREai23CT&E 5 X SR INT, HmIBER I 5.
HASEOEEEHRT Ly, O CEBLOFEEZE SRILE bR,
L Carnap i3 B Wi oD THA 5. 2D LT EME DT, Fod
BEaniiows, L Lis s, Carnap @ \iiX logical laboratory THf%e
X hi- artificial languages 7% 3 DI, FHFeRIT 2B EILTE
Wb DTH D, FhxkFDF F ideal language (IFEATLE -7z
DI KRE loose TH-7c X 5Bbhs. Thibbh, BRI 5EMEL
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B % HERE

b, BRI Y bR =T ko CEDESENED bz < T bis
oz, Carnap @ ideal language 12 % » 7 B = v F v — AL D TFIC s
, TP 2EBHRLDOTH . L BREHN =2V IFr—A2LBIA
T2 LW X »C ideal language #IEMbLL X 5 & T5 2 &1k, £33 %%
HRE BV AT THEETH 505, ideal language R L X
5 LSO HIE S FBET B LD 5. LoAT, BHERE
2V bR —ARRNTWDOTE, H5EREHCONWT, & IEMmIL
LisnwFHEZT 2200 ALEEBENFELCSE, TOIBEDLLAE, &
FEDHFEENDHENTWENFRETHIENTERVDOTHSD. LOEK
¢ Carnap o artificial ideal language 7t% 3 D%, PO HREE
DEFEBTOWTCOETAH LI ERE LTERT L ENTERVOT
BB, (Zhicd UTAREERP Bt T3, TEL) THsitl
7 Carnap DFN & FARICE S TWANMIIETCERLA.)

ZDXOHEZ T BL, TEHECRT HLDOERHEDL, L0
BESE—HLRWOT, MERCEEEYMLLAZ LRI ST, TOT—
THRWMRZ 51 LB IUBRORAENEED, WEIPWEOhTH
3, LEDLIBE L. KT, TOENESY HENEEEST R
F 7z STV RIR FIC O E DR LT R RIS WO TH 5, B Lhig, 1
BHREDTBHET L > TCHOEREEIT X VIER S, BB VITXD
EENBERECIRETE S, L0 ELTHBD, HIETHENLLL S, 4
LdZD XD IiERiciiie bl Ths. B, WRKLL, Carnap
W logical syntax, ¥ Xo¢ formal semantics Oz Fa bikT Eh T
Wit XS Bbhd., RAREERFERCABFRN AL &k T
R—A] DFELOHERTTFILRMBZ ENTES.

2.

%T,rﬁﬁjkr mE] OREZ S 5P LAFKEL LS. RK
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Xk IR, mEOEM

i, TXORBAES] WIS EEY, FOL5HERTObRTWAD
THH I Kk, T Z T CHERNEEL WS O, BRREZEOH
BEARRIE L FeES B E W5 | LB, ZORBEROBAYHELT
BbhbDT, Plel &K, IFREN OEEY, BFORBREZED
BREBPITCHBTHL O Z LRBEHHATES. oz & HEIRT
CRIE TR, BB LY 5 23501k TZORENES] &5
BaTh5.

IR 1L, 3¢ (H) She had written the answer quickly. % (K) o
X 5 7¢ phrase marker CEXFELTI LI L 5T, WDTFOTDORHE
BBER B DRSS, & LTSbRKD LS CBTHbhS, &
@ phrase marker ¥, 2 (H) 25, BBk LTt BN OBERL LD
&, O argument DOffi& LT “She” & “the answer” % &% &,
7o ¥ ORERHES® B 5 LT3

LanL, Bcig, (D) X5 s R £y vERMOBLTET, T2
DX DFHENBELLHUNTHS] 55 T EENBHEIRETFRCE
Coh TR, FAL, B2 XORBREERD D DIL, £ORRH <

------------------

RO EHImT D &5 2 & EEBfRe, Biioxcon T, TZoXc
BEOWMEMEER LM LLhBARF Ve vATHD EBbh.
BleHF X 5.

TRCDEDOBEREHWOETHS. (1)
(1) oRERER, LilbhicnblE, ~fRESE2bIVWDR
550 BBAII,

x) (FxoGx) (2)

Fx:x 12EDBHTCHA
GX:X XEWOETHS
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" % HEh2H

DX mBERELDBHLC (2) 28 (1) oREHEEERLL T30
72, EwihdLhl, L, WiEThL, (2) Bl Fko
X 5 a3,

HEEOHXEWOETHD (3) -
(1) 2BHRTEHDONE, L0 L ERHRT HIDRNLER (232
o) LERBETHHETE . LR aT, RO X B3

FTRTCOBREWTH 5. (4)
e (1) Lo#REARYWRTADIIE, £510Th (1) 2%ko X
5 TemEE | ,

(v) [(#@x) (Fx - Hyx) D (@x(Gx - Hyx)] (5)

Fx:x iETH5.

Gx:x X8 chHs.

Hyx:y X X OETH5.
TERELTEPRIETSTEWZ SRV ETHRn. 20z &3, Q)
CoWWT, D 3 EDHERE WD T & L EFRREEONEE © HEES
BALDOFI ZENBILTF VR VATHLILETRT. DF0, BB
DHRBEHEEH D OIL, HRTHHEFE (O CIDVFHTHHEED S
B, LEoThInns. BMACERPELE X (1) LROL SR

WIrE W (6)
LoOBOHBERYTZATHEERIL, (1) & “P7” (6) % “q” &
SR LTRBVTH LA FZEREXEWL, Tl OFIHXOHR
BGREBRTIDORERTHS . -

iy, T3EMREG] OR O E RREES] OO LoD
BERLECRZCES. EBbh3. Tihbb, LEOHETH- 1
7 olE, BROXERIBMLUTCET, oo ERESIT LM &
BHEERED Y, FOREDOVWTOE UMY Sl EEE L, 3
CEABRTDBBESZ LIS LTI TERVHDLTHS. 2FED, £

(125)



ik, B, wmEOES

I, T 5. LI L ERBBEROZOXEEOEELDOTH S,
IO, XORBHEELHS CEPHLLRTRTH DL, bhbh

DEFERIUS D, BRI, RS, BER, M3, FORERER,
ERINIEBEIEX LI VD THA S5 h. PRI DONT L,

TLENE 5 Db b7 (7)
KERIZBE HSERATRD 5. (8)
BT IR BT B, (9)
LB AR 0 BT E L. (10)

ICERDWT, ENTHOREBESZIIES>THA 5. 2D X5 BART
BHRBECHERREY O - TRAENEERE LLELTH, KOBE
EFADPR, ED XS5 B THE—ICL AZETNREDTHS 5. IBIT

TR e, 11)
EWVWS ORI ORBERBIIEDISCERLLIZDTHA S50,
Eo3tiz, WTFhIZORBEELZMI CLRBALEFLVER LS T
H5.

FRERLT, Thboai, (o 23T Th, REXTLE
BESLTLRELTIBRMEOA LI TL, HEVIFEAHTLTE) Wih
b, FOXERERIS C L +oERSD S L, MIREER bIEH
—FEBCTFOEEY explicit ©wEFR L3137 Th 5.

NEREEEHEBENBESE OB Z 0 X 5 hABERN T EE OB VWE E
ST ERALT, DL THEBREOT IS ET5EK, EEIECIDIRY
RTHD. R, THREEVS DX, HLETULLEILEDHERD 5 BT,
Lichio THDEED 5 B THDdTEbh 2 bD712] LRI a% &
BL, B0 (LixiExH) wonwTLoRBEEBEEZMS, LW H
Wie BBEBET 2 7eds 272 &2, ﬁm«ﬁ% RIIERY) &\ O AL
BRI LC Lk - BETHS 5, LBbhb,
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3.

R, RAELETCIIALCER» BB LN X 5, Chomsky

DOHEERS, EROREZCERST bhTw5.) EBNT & bk
o, BLE DEIT, FHIIRET, Ex L BMRRBERCERE ST Dh T 5.
ER LD THoTe. L LRIEFZ T, Chomsky o#fzEzwst, &t
Ik & o < BIRD R L, ER—FE LR RICER LT
el &iowv, IWRERS, MR s EERERE &5 bh%ﬁfhﬁm
FIEC 3613 5 R BB TS | L TERI R 313 5 EEREEE] Lk
o%b&%éhkﬁotu&%,1%Tﬁ«hi5ﬁﬁﬂkm$%ﬁﬁh
LocEbhs.

Chomsky »% Rl S—NP+VP 235z 213, EHATEOEE - B
BECERYRSVTWD (LWiIhbEhhbe v b &ER) Wi A
RS BELIS EBL. IBESEHINTHW2ED, ik
Chomsky (%, [---DFEFEL Lo DHFE] E\VOBEREEETHHTHhE
L, BBk, TEZE| T3REE] &5 category RT3 = & 4 HE
T%%.%@H# WAHNWAD KT, @mmhr@hﬁﬁﬁmﬁLT#k

DIFERTHD. LrLIDZLiX, B A EE SR RS B
HTns, LS iRitbs bbb EEFERLTEZ 5. T5
Lt & T#ncix, Chomsky R4 SHNP+VP 1%, £3E - REicd
LS ERNTEO LR LT ¥R, 21k h, BERNERLEoS
CHEALT, BRI & EEXH L ERER BRTER V. &)
RewhAHEC 2 £5ThD. Linl, Z0X5 K, TEHEcHRLR
NiACE &3 mhs ) T B e %11 % generalization. & iXfilz] &\ 5
Chomsky FEEHZHDO L - & b REAREEZRONLIzEZANLBL 5Kk
THHEN TR, THEERN LV v BRA T ExoT 51
ACBbINIEIHLBLE (FLTHHHEAIT, AELE, 2 iR
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X,

B, EEOER

Nz TROXERE] & TORERE) LoFRBNEC-EZERLLDY,
BASEE AT S EON Ik IR e 5 MR bk Uk) Kb
DI HDTHiw. TD X5 KL, IHRKOmENDb LT T45F
HMEN3%55DTHHL, WHRLHGIBEFBROPIL, ZOX5 R
23 Chomsky ERERFET AP IO T, HTZoAZ®m T
5. Folio ZCEERRIER b, SEOBEL, [H L F okt
& o TEEREEBCT 208 I, B %M ETCT 3008 L
2] BEEREOTH-TC, tDOHEO [BHEGmIVERL &k, BERGRERE
THRFZUME T 4T 5 E FRMBERR - TL 5ERLET—IEHTH 5.
Chhvbh, HESE Cheahlzy BRI ©FEbL TR,
ETBEE, ~HBEDISRBIETP-TWIDTHS 5. IUBKEDOD
FTrbhaHxX (H) |
(H) She had written the answer quickly.

KON TW S biE, ZoX%, “she” OWEZFRT2XLEBRTh
¥ Fx iz, “She” & “theanswer’ & o " FZpBifRE ERTHIT, Gxy
iz, “she” & “the answer” & “writing” & D=F OB ®RAY RS
% LR Hxyz & LCERERERTES, LW BERET L5
THBH. FAIL, ZORED write ZHZFALLTEC=FHRE 2B E
W Z R, EOBEDORMR S b ONRREMEH b DT 2@ L BH
BRUB L, e quickly 3 BEH /) 55 L, ERHIETHERL
T 2D TR ELTYH, mainterm @ 5 A< &4 “noun” 1%
HTFBEEOMBRES B L vwiT s, ZLTCEDORERTSH noun ¥
KOEKBEEEZ LD ZENFRTHLEWI LI, b EFEL
CHBE. LLHT WOLIBIEELLS,

KBRS D B ~ 12)
FHE RS S (13)
TR~ =R A B (14)
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#H % HB2HE

BHAEFHES ~ (15)
B 25 B~ R AT (16)
HEMOFEEANTEAETLTHD (17
W~ B oy 7 EEEM 72 (18)
W ~MAEBAEER B (19)
HOOBEARLZEHFTEIRL (20)
BE~IK B ER T | (21)
HABRARIzE L (22)
BEAZDF 7y I (23)
EILDET A&7 5\ (24)

IR B, BTNT, i) AR+ A kR, ORISR AR L
TWBEZHD,HEALELVWHEREDOXTHS. ST, 2hby “BfH
" WRbTETHEEI D THA . KRN ThENZoH S
DTHBEN O, WThOX b HERETIHEEM Gy ORE L%, LwiZ
Liicss. TR, Shb (12)~@0) &, TRTRE UlEY L oRE
WZBTHHID. (12) © T & T2, fRBTETTETCLTRY
WBYHBHATER ORI ETHA H 0. M, A)olrv 1%l =1tz
HTEXTELDR, ThER CEFE (B c@EMHT 2 Exbhbho
EENEBNT IR VOERRETHA 50, (14) 12, T8 WER-B
W] 0T EL, BEOMEYEWEZBMLTILIREEYL V] & T
CEXBL B ENTELDOR, HOWTHhOEES T ER CEFELH
DI ETHH 0. (15) DB/ o0 AF% A\ 1T
b, LS oML b BEE [ & T7] TPl (FeZDlEF
TR It bl wDR—EES LTTHAHd. 16) o T~ 13 IF
~l b EntEsor, (14) & @) irzhincEinnvoik
WETHA O, b LDz Ttz RO ERERARIT: DIEEEY ¥
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X, B, wmEOER

ST BEZTCLESTHA 5. FhTiz, (16) 13 (14) 2 (24 L FH U
By, EVBEZ ST, ki 14) CREC LS BEFEH LT (16)
RSB & TH MEEAE ] E WOkt TCLE Y. ¥,
(24) o Ty % T=] RRLTHERID LIEDL DIV, (16) -t
e LiebE57bThA5h. DD I~ X T/ wfRzbZ &
AETEBN, (12)~ANKEE - RHETHS L, IDFhiR
RICHERIIAT (A8) o ] & T) Rz T, ELu
AARZEL w2, (17) TF28FE:, —/ 22) @3) wi@#EHATE
5XO50HLDD, TRIZRKBEREELZTLESTHAS.

CHBHMEFELIHB LTS, chbd2)~Chi, T&HH (A)+-~
FHRF FF] B AR TR T b, ER el iE g -
T B E LB BTHS D, + L Thiihid observable VAS i Zaand 5=
DI EbEIhE C &isl, BEEMANK X -T, chb2)~2H o
LD EBEWER I HREBENTETCHNBRTTHS. ThThix
B, ThBOIXTXNCRAUERE Gy O THHE 25 THH 50, B
HERXKO LI T AL Lhlks. [Chbo i3 CHEK
Gxy TEHTES. RIEXRY Bl EHROZTFCE - TR 5 5,
G B TR B EBROBFRC & - TR BN & - TLhENDILDO TR
BOH BOIMRTHS] . Lhl, BBESE-TWLELD MEE
AORBR" OFVCOHETE WD DIk, BRI LD T % lexical item
BRI LS TELUTL 2 X5 RO 0 LEARBIANTK I S hidis big
v, (12) o HIRFDOLFRITTEL T

BT D% (25)
ELTH, Thix2) EFAUEERRFOEE bbbl 5 2 &5
TEBHORHLT, EF-oTe{BLL5D) DRI LDAEFIETER
T

B A~TE B (26)
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B OF B52HE

ELiclebiE, E51LTCh (14) LAUEEEF N TERIRD,
(B xA TRBETHEXLISTLES, &5 &, 0% (bhb
NBEARFELZHTHE) QEHENCLh3 3T THS. Zhifi Gxy o
HEHEDOHPEASTL 5 ] THH) Ta) TR TRV Ths L0k
BT I > CHPUTEIREDOLOTRWIEIZHLNATHS Y. bo
EHA)~26)F "HEARTELT LR X oT, TThbo I vwFh
%, Z 0045 A) OROBEREFELTXTH S L5 Z ERFHRA
ELTWBDTHD, & Liche bi¥Zzn s L HED LIHE TR WL. &
WRRCZD X 5 7eFiBE, % bz trivial ThHAGH LW ERY bR
B LTI RTWRWDOTHS., 2F VEEMITRIT BB L T
VWOLRUEDTHS. (12)~(26)ix, B EThd o045 ()
DDA P OBIEY EHTHCTHS 525, bhbhitk d T30
W, FRBED LS BEIFEROS, — k2l (12) & (25) WRUEA
TOBBRTH BN (14) & 26) XA LA 7oK TRV — EvwicZ
EOFBPARDOTH D, FIHPFHMATER S TREIEL L LRVDTH
%, [308E (HEHR) ORAORIBEVE A IRBEENERCHEL TRV
“C, TD%, BOMAIERNEIEY LTRFIEI W] b eERRE &
FExhsn, ToBBWERICHECES L ZAE, kol & {3k
X LTI BERYEL R NE S ATDTHLLL D, EOHEDIL,
B, Brb, BEOERIR oL ol TATE bLLITVDOTH
B, TBHEXERRIC & » CTHEHEIL2 S OOFEBEEEh T
WTHH 5. XOEREDZDOREBNRRADO BT TR EE 5,
L5 i BRI R, | -

Fiz, ToOZERLDOEEFIURKOBIEET AL OWTHTILELDT
&%, phrase marker (K) OZE¥5%RiuEbns Lok, Thix, K
X > TBEShs Lo phrase marker & REWICH U0 Th%.
Koe7rix, HHoXERERSEl oBBEHELE, ozt Ths
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ik EOR, EELOES

2%, RENCRAD LRI T RO THS. DEY) O G Itl-

E# dominate X, @ % G It X » CE# dominate X TWig\ o
1%, Chomsky #FEamCTLbh TWAHEBREOHEL L - VLT E
ZTHENTOBERTHS. RV X - TOWRITKER “She” AL @
Wit “the answer” A B D THAH0 D, BIEINDBLLEID phrase
marker (21) bk dEbbitw. bbHA RV BHEAINLERO
phrase marker |} Phrase marker (21) & 3£/ ->Tw5%b. L LL£Z T
EhhT\wb Z &, 'zoxe (H) She had written the answer quickly.
1%, “she” & “the answer” & ORICEHEADSBLTT.JEWIDHED
wd trivial ieZ Lz E RO THB. £ LT, ZoOX5BERRDS
EWVIOERHY LI bivoT, CONDEBEN—BNCEESHLDT
gy, EWnS ZEEbRbRIFIETRTERL. Z0X5kFLTL%
&, RieX->TBEShiceTh, BEIKBUEIOET L (Tebb
R1 S—=NP+VP, ~R16) Pz L%, $LE-Tw5, &3THhE, 3
© main term FEEOBICII—REA OHOBEERI D ET] W15,
BRI & > TR FE e EBRAE L 2D ML T BT ERVLD
REWD &M%, TODFRIIC X » THOBHRBEENHHEK RS
B TELBAHAR. WEETAVRBIE LR, V- ABRIENERE
iAo MR D2 L 50, TOHEME JXH ¢ linguistically
significant 7z 3 O TH HAUL7n H g\,

X, o T~ & TH) ofiicERrd ET0, BULL Ei5Et~+
& (AN 7+ X mj®mﬂ%ﬁ0i< RDEOSIEDNRBA.

Z R ETT A TR @7)
Th~d 5 &) Hige (28)
N P @)
B2 BA LU - (30)
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B % E2E

B bhic X 5Ky Lz (31)
LT LB BITH B, ErxLELWAAETHS. chbid
LZHEBEREELZT, @) & Tohy & T L oMok, (28) ik
Tzh) & T&h) LoEoBEk, 20y & &) & ) & oBEoER,
12, Thuvo) & TH) 2w ZoMoBEEERLTW AR EE LTk
ELED, SRR EBEUEDMEDOTLARNnAS., ZDX57XK
i3, BSCBATHNIE, LI RERHENE LRRLE, 20X
IR e B A TH D EDBISRI oW, EWD T ENELBHD
AL, bbb T TR HBAEDOERRCMDTHLINOLTH-T, BE
ErTAEELTWRVEA CEIFTEM ©k-Tit, @)~GDi
ﬂ%~@®ﬂ>DukFﬁj@o#mﬁégcﬁmﬁﬁmﬁéwﬂk#B
RNETTHB. ELThhbh B A AL T, EEMCIERKILTHT
b, FOOPHIFEESCEERCHITES AL EF L EBbh
5. RS T~ b %] ORECOWTORSRERE, BAEIE
o rigidly formal 7t rules 1T X 3B OFEO R CEM I hhIE b
V. BTHB. |

Wi, BHGRHEEOMBELEHE LT, BNSE0 kRS RERCER
T3 L EOMEYEL TR 5. AT 5 BHRNEDR L & -, MERE
FRIC L -T, kkxil, AU IR+ ~+85 + 7 +05E oL

FABHE (32)
. ,

(x) [FxD(y) (Hxy - Gy>Lyl (33)
2L - | |

B R | » (34)
5 |

(x) [GxD(gy) (Hyx - FyoLy)] (35)
&L, | - -

(133)



S, BER, WHEHOER

G ST T AR (36)
%
(x) FxD (y)Iy>Jxy] | 37
ez L,
Fx :xix8chsr Ly : v izEWw
Gy vV 1382TH?% ly 1y @d-~"75Th
Hyx: X 1y &Fo Ky :x 3y #Fte %

L UT, FREROLOBEOIRERA L TELTC LN TES. 20
Loz N TESLDL, BRBREETHIUICZR, LFAFTB-TW5.
ell, TOBEERTREILE, bhbht, (32), B4, GOrIo
ISR FREREKHILTEEMLES. L5 LE, BRLTIDOTS b
BTEBBRICR > ThBD TRy, EW ETHS. ok xif, BhHo
Bh, FoObhbix, BADIRIETE| EEECELTHB LRI THS
ﬁfl‘ok\nof, (33) &P 7K.

) [Gx- (y) (Hxy-FyoLy)] (38)
ELTeDTE, GHDELWEREERA L TRV ERAE->TLES.D
¥, bbb HEANRD, BR2)XBHDTE EXCHELILE, WTho
BEEOWTE, BRuOiRBET MRl ThoTUE TRz &, +
LT T4l & TE) LoBfRR, hSFT IR BN TEA 2F-T0w5E
WHBIRIZ A D, L R inalienable possession T 3 & & 7 &%,
ToNDVEBNCIAZATHWEDTHS. FLTIDI LR L NTE
HZANRIEF @) EBLEENTENB3) & 35 KEALTCRFILTESLD
ThHDH., COMXBZHNEBOENIXERNOZLLTELTB L&
b, d3BAAECDLVWTWS. 36D, 32), GHE—RELXISK,TA
AR T BED OFE L TNTh, bhbEBRT, 2
i, (32), (B4) DBEEMNEDEVWNRED TLI AR B Ll s, F
LTED [XARZHR] EHNT, F1HT 37 O X3RS bAnTERD
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HOF E2H

ThHhd. ZO X5 TIAZ R BT, XOMELETERT, (36) ik
(34) Xvd (32) wam&E%, (32) & (36) ZHH~THWE, (B3 o
TR ofbhic TS BRETED, TR ofRboic TR A
ETVBRITOENTHBND, L WhITEBRNEE L (B3bik sl
sled Lich, ROX 3 Wb DRTETCLES.
x) [Fx2(y) (Hxy-IyoRy)] (32)

IR O TIDDD FEEEETHANEI ETHIns 5. (86) %
ELLEBTscdicix, @6 oAFcHbhThwitnwdbo, ki
X, WBFE T %72 3% inherent (XM B LT, (32), (34) DibEE
IRwv] L&, TEFEI TEHWE! &5 220 case term HERT
BT &, ZLTEbik, BWER L 545Y, animate, inanimate &%
HThEbhws, EEOMER L 245%, animate T/ { Tk’ b
R, LnwHZé&, %LTC@%’%I—/;TTJ i3 inaminate T b; 4]
3 animate ©H 5, (Licdio - T, [IEL AL HF X7 08413 1like
her. & She likes me. DB D ICERTEZ A5 WD AEERN R A = AT
B0, TR AFF FFER) OBER—ED LABRTERL) el
Wl & T o VEHRNCHETETCWanbI %, (37) DX
FLLEBLTELDTHS, ,
LT, bbb BEEHICS > b 2D X 5 kBl TR K]
%, TExBHETexplicit ke LT, BB (Lich-T MEE) &
2y TREN] Ev BB TR E» 2 bRl 3 hBR3—T&ted
) ST A&, oF b, rigidly formal 7z rules TEXEbITC
&, ThrEdr I3 (W Bk, TRz aDdo)] L
ENns b0 THETHS. DEXZEBELUCABLERDOLICS.

HESEOERDN %, wmBEXNTRSLT5DDEROEMIIT I X

BAEL ELSDETAFEE L. LT, &5 LTLEDEEE!
W ABEBRCELI L. ZOFREIEEBNER L CTE 1T
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Xk, B, EEOER

BB E L ERCHETAON TRE Ths. coww [wE & T
BlEDEERDZEL VL LS. Oz &, SOREFMEKR S &
ZRR LTS s bbb, BFEOMBERER O D, (BATET
ErR) TR EORESN AR IR D, EvolffEyr LT3,
213, FORELSIL, FOSHCTHEECE > TH o T30
THY, HESWET5EEM criteria 702 3 DIXFELELTWRWDT
5. bhbhd, EEHO 5 bICHTRE LT 5 5 REDIER A (FRE
DRI LT, B, dEUAHHE) REEM explicit Wiy HBiTE
Wiz &R, BEEY (HEED>TR) L LT RENCHRES T
DI D, LIch o THENMEZ BB T FHIcm LoD d,
PAUROFBRTHBHZ L1, LD EhDbBELNLTHESLS. (ZDORKD
WTRRETTAERIGECES S BRER OB AL, b 54 LEANIR
~%).
HESHEOXZWmEBEATRHEEL LI ETHLE, T CREZDTFHEDOKX
BT 2 HEVMBRL T ROMBIC LTS, &5 T &% BT
e, TOTERE, RO EEZTFRB LTINS, HEEEOXEWER
TRAFE L THS &S ERLTRBAD, M, bbb BRI Lo

-----------------------

BIWIERRRT -0, BREEHNEZREL TS, w2
ThhH. LrL, T TEERRIELMWS, BESREOD 5T
50D X5 IR mEAERN, Lo % ¥, LD % generate §53IED
—ERe T D by, EOERW LA —~VIZE - T 5 L 5 RiiE %
TEE LT biew. oW 2IE, % (32), (G4, (36) % (33),
95), 37) L WIHIRIEBEEDLLTARDZ EIX, HEBLBFBI~] L
(7] oY OWTRE R 2B T Tnwb., ZOEKRT
AARZEONELEL L&, 2D X 5, FEZEEER LB T
BH5. L, EhbiwaT, B3, @B5), @) OX5%u%, LD
FENHEDON—~AD—FE LUTHRY AL DRDIE, L) Z &KX
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B ¥ ERE

bobkblebin, €l b, (33), (35), 37 oL EBEHBORTE
HLicbDR, BAFEDI(32), 34), B6)icxtdTsbibhHAADERE
BEHAZ ISEHLTELLTWSE LT, (33), (35), 37) Irhb
&%}%ﬁﬁ?‘;: tree (phrase marker) W—ZM G I B HFH, explicit
i formulate IR TCVRELBRVWHELTHS., TLThkEx, Fhh
formulate Ehicd LCh, SEL, Thb=20 tree %, (32), (34), (36)
DT L XRBONT, 0¥ DI+ AT -7 +B5E L5 uTFhd
ﬁU%%K%@%%%HMMMg%iﬁﬁmmmae§h1mhwtékm.
LT, o formulation HZEHHAL LCOBR EOHWETHF -
TWBNE DD, ZLTEBIRIE, MEdd e [BFE+~+EFA +71 0
@R (12)~(31) i Exh7s generalization %> formulation ¢
BBHE DD, ERENLELRVDOTSHSD., FRIZEDIT, [~] &
[ OWXIF TR, BAREDOIHED I characterization @
BRE» b, BR7e formulation THBNE D AR Ehe biswo
ThBH. TALTERNI TTLRNWIETHS 54, Wb HEHGRE
DOHICIR E O R R L iR S . |

LBBHA, BRELT, RO~ VO—HIE (BBWVIE, Dro&L
Te BERWILL -1 L LT, (33), (85), BN RN LOXXER LIE
FERIERENBE T 5 2 LA Bvd Lhisw, FAXZ D X 5 7 possi-
bility ¥ THEL L 5 LikBbiwv. L LEhiE, £ oBEERNMcESL
Xtz —n, fkor—r (S-NP+VP) kvd X o AEENR, 2L
CTENCESEOEED regularity #FHBL, »OEFTOEBE SHES
BB, EvwH e, ko generalization O EN HIEH I NIHED
CRNTTHS. BETHIE,S=>NP+VP o &<, BRI EFE —BEE
WeHERE v~ X DY, ok 218 5—F%, Gxy, Hxyz,.....0Z & {

------------------------

generalization DS LR TT 7V 4 VREDSH Z ENTERWKEE
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Nk, BIR, wEOBER

DLDTHDH T ExFEL, EELTE L.

REAEKE, RIEIOF W T, L (32) RREMCHEL LS &
B oA h, 5 LTHEFBEHREX. X & y) Aohidis b,
E sz R, TRIZENAEG) OFFEN T4 & TR 0”00
BIg> T s L BERTIE, HLORROBLHRCIIIRDOE ETHD BN
v HCORKFICT ¥ LEESH, S DRLOEERIKELT
[ X HAkhy B i E s —REE DK Bl BHFE LT syntax #HEL L
725 2T, b o &BloML KO BB syntax OFEH DD
ﬁ%%%%#kbfwﬁ?ét%m,&k<&%5m—ﬁmkﬁ&?éﬁ
Tﬁu—@%wiwémﬁ%ﬁéfﬁééj(% ﬁ%)& «f%%h

iE%J%ﬁ%#ét&@%ﬁ%ﬁ@%ﬁ%ﬁt@ﬁ%kﬁgxBmfmk
WRE D, EOXRIILE VREES L EbhB L, SbEk, &
DXEIND L 57 syntax 2%, A—1DF TED LS5 explicitly
formulate 2h T30, BEARCRERRERLWHE D, LR EER
DIFHLRKADO L L 5 b D THb. LT, i, HMET, (&
b CIREK & FAffD motivation) 7 5EGFHICRR S hic IWERDBHK
B FEhL It~ s, rigidly formal fo v — ATl E WS 2 &,
kX O &S0 generalization &y~ 5 B BES L DEEE NS D,
EWVWS CERFERHLIbITTHS.

5.

C, WRKE, B3R RT, ﬁ%h,%ﬁﬂ%kbf@%%k,
BRAAL LTOBRENSS  ERRALT R, EEhhT5D
T, UTZoge b LEBEH L TR LS. B, BH0E (B Lt hie
DNIERRE) I BT, 220K F), 37 b, Frege LIk Sinn &
Bedeutung, » %\ it meaning & reference OAkFIsX A% BONLT
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" ¥ HE2E

VB LIED oL bBbRAWDTSS. TrLb, ZDTDkIL- %D LK
LTz BT, #60 IEER] LwvwiEA1IiL, kit Sinn (meaning) @
D D TOM TS, ERREEbRS. bbb A, WHOBHIE (k
& 2%, 1957 o N. Chomsky, Syntactic Structure 7c ¥) Tk, [E
WD DH, BROPIHZAENRTE LT ZORLAE oI bIE
il A bhvTnwicied, EORFNE, FIchIEc Shicd - ok
RTHsD., Lo, 1963 &0 J.J. Katz, and J. A. Fodor, The Struc-
ture of a Semantic Theory” Language, vol. 39, < 1964 4£n J. ].
Katz and P. M. Postal, An Integrated Theory of Linguistic Descriptions
DIgE, O 720, —BEEEH OV ot T, Syntax, Semantics, Phono-
logy "2 ZHELM I N B LER, £ ? Semantics 1%, *>hic ‘ theory of
meaning’ OO D CHBINT XL LTI BOHTH B4 5 had
WHIDZERTES., w5 XhdieLA, 4% T, Semantics D00
D 5 B, ‘theory of reference’ ©F DOREEIL, A. Tarski iz X » TEEA
CALRIRE S TH » e DX LT, ‘theory of meaning’ o5k, £hicF
BT BEFEED - THIER D L OWELREALC T Lich » fe—%
oJEz R. Carnap O&f—iz L, RELFETH 1, Kdrdb
53, Biano Katz-Fodor, Katz-Postal &o (%, < oREcRIEw k)
LT, RENBRBELTLIRERBEL TRV LELIDAATHDH, W
D TIBEMD B BRI HEER LT R, ERCIEEL50THS.
ZLT, d&dEBFRT TREROME] 2hlicic» TELDOR,
L TRBE S T\5, proposition (frf) OFORIRMAVEIESLBEIfh%
AERANIDTHTc. 2ED, HIUDPERMAVCER &R/,
WA BIRTH D LLfDy, B ADGWHI & h, FEREEH
b, AR ERED, BHANPMBONERET 5 LIXffd, HHILHMULO
A% presuppose T35 LI, Lo E—F LT ER LA, BRE
ToHER &30, FESRTCANER &I, BEBREVAER & D, ERAVARR
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Xk, BER, ERELOEER

EfATD, DRMIERR S XD, v o eREkm o MBI E OO LT
QT LD BHATHB—I P LTh I, BECE %A LEAD
DTHorz. FULT, FARIEZ, ZhHHEZEE, ¥ X1 theory of meaning
PHETHS S LB, (W) ETHIEL, BB RRENBIICR IR B
Ted B EIB DI, H b LHEOETOHL meaning % EM Ll h
Wiebicw.) £ LT Katz LIz X5FH LWEER, HL T theory
of meaning ZEE LB LT 2d R X»TC, LoRMECT5RE
ROPESFEDBITFT 5 E0 0 Tz, fEko theory of reference T
BRI TWIZHE, A vk P.F. Strawson =i & » T I T
WT TR IR X Teds - 1, o & 2.1¥ Referential ambiguity,
Referential presupposition, Referential vagueness 7¢ ¥ OR8E, + LT
BIZIT, W 5 ¢ Propositional attitude’ <2 ¢ Modality ’ o iz LT
i’c EZETHLHRARLTHLCAIS> ETHRETHS X 5Bbh
5. bbhA, BED Katz GOBKRIGTT, ©hbEERIES—%
RT3 EERAFD LIELCwny. —REEEROTIERDE
5 LWEEDEITED LR TWHHTE, o EFRDTF bhiidnb o,
COXIeBRRL, L OFR IS TBEE-BEXF b Z & TH
55 LB sibhoobs0Ths, WREORTY, £0 X 5%
WEBRLAELDODOEDE LTEHELIZWOTHAITES, Bt
&L, FOEEEL I pRERCRE KRR D D, Lichi- CHiE#R (0
deep structure) BT 2EHIT, crucial mEESARHE - CWBD
T, ROETFMC L - THDOE %%Lﬁﬁékkékmﬂkm%zku@
ThHBH. tLH, KOOhbh w5 T ERBAIET 7 5 a0 AHET
»HY, Ko phrase marker XN 5 L&D IERI 5 b0k, —@F
meaning 7c D7 reference D (FhEBTHHEIRDON), PiroTEE
bbL\WIdk, B2 50TH5.

RO LD, DL TE L2, e LARERIED (& kg o)
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% E52EK

SBOFTIE, &% Y% meaning & reference & &I - X HE P Linus
BEDOOPDWHELCHN DB ENH DL FHETHD. &zl
Chomsky 23X < 361 CH 523,

I persuaded the doctor to examine John. : (38)
I persuaded John to be examined by the doctor. (39
I expected the doctor to examine John. (40)
I expected John to be examined by the doctor. (41)

LT (38) & (39) & ofifjo semantic relation & (40) & (41) &
ff> semantic relation X 1XE> Z &% HBETAO TEH(E (truth
value) | W5 EEEAWT, RO X SRABNTWS.
40) & (D) &g, RFEBEARCTHS. 2% D, b L “I expected
the doctor to examine John” 7¢ 51T “I expected John to be examined
by the doctor” TH%B L, ZDHUL L5 TH5H. ThKXLT (3B) &
(39) & ORI IREERER 35\ C BRI, k% “T per-
suaded the doctor to examine John” T%, % Z 7 5 “I persuaded John
to be examined by the docter” ZHHTER\ L, £DOHEDESTH
B. (BREE)
Z = b Chomsky 13 (38) & (39) @ deep structure 23 F o 7c<&ES5 Z &,
IBRER XSEMEBERRERETEL TR LR ERIRETH O TH B0,
SR LT DI ED T LTI, T Tohbh T I EEE]
EWWSEATHD. Zhw 3o reference | LR LT TERWVWT &b
W, DED, (40) & 4D R UCERERERT S, (38) (39) &LizdT
LIFE UEEBZER LR, Wi Rk, L Lasd, € Chomsky
NEPBAELTWEZ E1X, (40) & (41) o deep structure 23 L TH
BEWS T E, Lo THU deep structure @ oWTi I NT-ERR
BRI —E D THDH LD &, 0k DL meaning (X b EREC
1%, emotive meaning 7 HIX X7z cognitive meaning) 23 F UTH

(141Y



X, B WEOER

Hwi ok, TR LT (38) & 39) o cognitive meaning 23
5, E\WB Tt THhAH. &b, Chomsky 7307 T\%. “truth
value” 1%, T reference| Tid7a< ¢, ¥ ¥T% [ meaning |
D THY, T oDOIH cognitively synonymous Th 5 L&, TO
oD truthvalue 1ZE T THB ] EWvwd R OnbhvT\ng, LiFEs
BAENETHS. LLTHRIE, ZIhd THRSHECRTS truth off
& RENTH L, ERAIHDOERBORE RMAE T h,
ERXZEZTwE. ZhEIBAARERZETREDLN, ok,
Goodman Hiz X - T I - counterfactual conditionals @Fpﬁ%: >
D,

All butter melts at 150°. (42)
If that piece of butter had been heated to 150°,

it would have melt. (43)
All the coins in my pocket on V-E day were silver. (44)

If this penny had been in my pocket on V-E day,

it would have been silver. (45)

DL, @2)—MU3) & UH—5) Lixdinl LIKEMIXFEL MR
B THECLArbLY, (2 Hb 43 BERTEZORHL
T, (44) 5 45) FHEERTERVCOIRILENEWIHE, I b fly
BT L |

The man is tall and thin. (46)
The man is tall. 47
The flag is black and white. (48)
The flag is black. (49)

46) DU T HERT A ENTELDOR LT, syntactical it % »
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o % B H

TS FALTHES (X51CR25) U8) b (49) R#RTH & TER
VDIZTR D, E\ o REBREGRIE L & e T B, LHILE

HREJ/ORELSME L IO ETH5A1DIE, (44)—45), U8)—U9) D
X5 7e30E, WhIRFINRRBEETH D, LichioT, (42)—(43) &k (44)
—(45) D3t 3 LU (46)—(47) & (48)—(49) Dxhik, F UinEBHEcL ik
5 DFIIR DT, EWISREBH B Lhite., L L IR
CiLle bl ¥ b, TO AL, T CRRBEZEO ARG TR T, 3%
O, Tivbb, EEYEMT LT, 0% ) IEEOE—EER,
Bikim, BEmYE—2%2 ulliefTHELC, ofBiridd bbhhTn
b DR I AZATHBENDIE, £0L5KIEENTEZ0THS.
OEFED, oA, #Pae, logical truth 2B LT\ 5 O Tidie
S,EEI WHSHREZDWOIT truth’ A% LEMHRE LT3, &
2 & 5. ZLTEDA FHOINCRAS SN HFE O 2NTRT, 20
BZ20B T, BENWCZOL /e TXAZHR] & L b, wHiEhT
BDTHD. bbiHA, LY (ERME) RFIFELOLFLnTE
b, TRTONKE, LORBERLBELFIACEL TR ZENTE
Kb.%u@i®“%%”%@&%&ml&u&k#%,ﬁ@ﬁ%ﬁ&f
WS DTHH W, TOEFE (BRICboRbID X 5K) REMCE
BT 5 2 Li—iz (Bl EbsdoLorn) Ebinw. OF
b, logical truth OFAN LA S bhtnwTd, EEOBHR
EEOIDONWT, FOXDORERLLLOWEBRMCERLS 5 X 57k
BB TE T2y Xa) ZE2bhTuienwThsrd., i
g2z crucial 7eRMACTHB. TD X 5 e TE, LOBKRREEE, T
b, (G TEER) TREN] TZRIBY M2 Ed, i,
o & OFERMIBIR, Tiabhb, THEH] (8] kE%d, KAD
éﬁ%éﬁ%kﬁﬁfécaﬁf%&m@ﬁﬁa.khbmm,%m@m
RRTLAEEIC, ok THFI) & H B L 55 X5 kiueou
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Xk BE, mEOEM

T, 7 Fhy 2eRDTT, SPITHD L5 BwERNEEC L LIT

%kb@?%%.hh%h@pﬁ%ﬂ%m,%Bﬁf%%%ﬁﬁ%bm

Th, FRBELALTRWEELDWL, EBIIERDI S LD THA.

ThTE, BRARNVEELERGVEGEYHAE T 2EmE LT, HED
I poor b DRIt - T LELEWTHA 50, W. V.Quine ©» Analy-
ticity W oOWTOMFUL, TOREEDISTHBIELTHNDEDTHAS 5.
ShbolE, ESE, JoBECR T TALWERSTWEDT, &
TR ETABIND, RRBROZ EEFIEH LT 5. 41
L 3 Katz-Fodor i EBRIEHT - 7=s DIE, BiRCHEZHR DD, F0D
Mgz, I1BECTRANX S e#Eidatt- 3% recursively enu-
merate &%, Ticbb Structure Assignment algorithm % - Tus
BHDOTHAHND, TOERINTWHELE (05 B deep structure) i
DT, BREMACETLEREOL L EERICL - T, BROE

WVEREZ DT TN 2 ENTE D, Thdx, FEOI—4SEOEE
TENER X » CTEBCERE I N T B —R DWW TE DX D EE RIS
WP, Mo & OFERBWERCOWT, BEIZ LS LA ity —)
ARTENT, E-T BBV ART D ENTERXTTHS, ZL
T, TDOXOERINIFHERIE, bhbhoid- &) LW 5EHIR
LBLAEbLELZ LI X T, BRI justify Sh3ThA> LFDL 51
LT—#—# generalization %ME L T\ cHRERIZ, EE TR
S EDHBTERGI I LEBTOWT S,  FOERANER Y ZEHIT
DI LZENTELDTHS. IbiL, " WEEHROHT, 2DLIE
BREOSEM S 57 b, TEREFC KT S ‘truth’ & & 372 ]
TABMIE B CERINE L RSO R E R A2 [Th bR EE
35 EE OBERIIFI] &\ B DWT, BN REY T 5
ZELHIFHTEESTHS. (bokd, ThOXTNCERROMECE
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B 5 F 52K

XTC, ToX 57, Katz-Fodor oFBREICO\WT, mm&m

BSOS ORISR 5 LT, M2 lADRKS L %2 b EkE
BEOELFHTHD, BIRHRICI\THEOERY FEE LT o D, projection

rule KX o TXDOEWRETHEELES L35, L L, ZOEDCENKT, &5L

7z Bﬁﬁﬁf % BhIcie B &, F0 semantic marker BT BTl Lo,

({%ﬁ%%)

EBRRTEOLNSD., L, ZThAEFTHERNTCEIZ EnD, TOX5k
challenge 23V ICHIXTHTHBMEHETHSA S, LieisT, &
THMARERITETH D, BREILETRO X STRRDIC E EDTHHT
BHAHD.

1. B EOFHOERT, (EFVRES LRS-,

2. HPEIFFEFED Physicalism R behaviorism By7aEEE & 328 - C,
feLhie TEEES 75 b 0%, (BRI active FHHLTW3
ZEREETHS. L, R0 THE HE L BREANTE- T,
BRI T (£0F %T%Eﬁﬁ’]h) HEINTED, LrbiE
B & DRPZEII TR,

3. BEXECBT 5ERHE D iﬁ_, Deductive System % < A G\~ 3.
b h ORBRRIEED, TOWmBERRE L2 X 5 s—HoHH]
LHWM%@%%&%&%%?%@,%@E%m%%éht,kmk
5. DX 57 B 0 FEFE FERT 5 FIRIEbLR . [FEEOFRIX
3 L bREETE A9y semantic marker @D FIL| & 5[
1%, = o discovery procedure %[5 T3 %, BT ThTh5.
b oA AERCIE, EORROBRELCE TS “use” ¥EFRELT, 1
VAV UV~ g vRRTHERRE, XEIERIONTHLTHAS
5. A, T TERTRERLRI LZ, HIFEILERAO ‘use’ O
GHiI B, ok ZIEHEAE L K1 X T, BE @ BEN TR
T, EEOEF (Z0BEE, Z0FED semantic marker) %7
T5 2 LB EDo, LW ETHS.
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Xk, B

Bl
&

T EE D ELR

6.
IWAREGE, BUSiCoF AR <»200C

¥ 2% semantic marker % [Physical Object], [Living], [Human], ----- -
DX ORFEERNIT LY —LTHZ LT, MACXOEERFEFELHRE L
TWARFIR, F a3 s AF—0 Universal garmmar 23, E}%E}’Jtﬁﬁﬁnﬁ
DEREARPET D & LI ARG H D L X 5

EBRTHEBbIBDT, BEC T ORCOWTHEAMNT, Dok

4 (S R Rl g ol By A Y

Katz-Fodor o ZEBREH T Whbitd semantic marker (Chomsky 7 &
semantic feature) o status (%, by 5 EFE¥0 ‘force’ © L 5
RE 7T EORBRMWTH B, Li-si-C, [Physical Object], [Living],
[Human] o & & <, &7z FFEE D orthography TE2 W ThHh-Th, T
v — B F L ADRRRCERN 2 7cd 30 ThH - T, ThZ o semantic
macker ERST LT, BFERBIEREY Mz CoZWTiE2 0 TH
5., BT2IhbX, 558 (RFRE) OFKRREEEZHE LY
EhLhbEMBOFE(CRE) &L ORKRHIIEGEHET 5 DI BB,
“constructs ofjla linguistic theory” ol v o T A THA T E /s
Vo LTk T, BRI X 2 Mbiidiug, i, FERTE -

7z< neutral 7+ " TH B = L &R TIoDIT Y, o semantic marker %
SM,, SM,, SM,...... EHZENREETENTE W T —Ar bl

THB, THLTHEWTD, ez, BALBFTWHTHHNE 5D,
BAOLEMOLENFERITHBHE DD, mEDHER, THTE3
TCThHL, T, 5 TRITRE BRChoebhs X5 KB
AL XM CERER & 122D ThH 5. semantic marker »HFER
BT =) — &R TIHRER, TORRDOWTEBEINTUINTTNTH
5 5 0s.

[ OFEREHBEY FRE 4] COVWTIE S ELHm LS ETL DS E
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#HOOF B HE

V. HEEFBEBFBERDLNDLE ST, FRULH L FTEETLRD
generalization OBLEND, 2D AV HINAEH TER I, O
Functional notion Th %, 5L B0 DT, BWRERA, BHE
MR D DIL ¥ » 7o neutral 7, B EOBE&ETH .

Liehis T, IUB KA, Chomsky o Universal grammar A E¥ %
x%ﬁé%@%%%%kéﬁm&Lf&ﬁf%&hékozom,%hmz

HERH e B riw. La, ZoR#E, KobTTsbhs
bDLLE ST ot A D. EEbIE., TRIXIEORE TR
NIz, BeRBET I LT—REFERCTHI2LLMHE, bbb, A
HB—REEERZEC LT, EBeEEBTS (Lich - TEL&ERI I
T 5) B, AFED oW TomEREY—2F D BEEBRERAK
PITF - DN FEEBVEH T — DI D22 2\, EWvWH HILH
5rBbhs. e AMI—RERER © 28T 5BEEY L - e
£% (=HREN #EBTE, ILThOZLMIBETERVLD, ] &
VORER LTI, R ABCEE0AREIEREL T o0, &
BrxE8B%LDTHE., ZThbD FRONTE, Wbd? ‘Innate
idea’ (ORI E D&, FEMICE - ED0 ZATITNE Z L2540
DTHBH, BEE, HEFEIHLT, HoBEKH Ukt BoT
WBHBDT, TZTRINUEIALRNZ R L XS,

ZThie UTh, WREKD, ETeH LB o233 T, Tzo X i ie®
2T B &, HEHmCET s RLOBRGED CEETA Y, FhelkE
CHEINEERE VI ELTDO L ORATEENL 5T 21X DK
CHEROHBC EREEBRE. | LEATE BB DR, K, AEE
LR Y F B bk 5 & negative IEHINTNT, F 2Bk
THse»rd, Rl S-NP+VP % Rl S—Fx, Gxy, Hxyz,...... WIBIE
BT b, EEEIATLA LSRG RN &L, &
DEOSRZITEHZ L, ADIARZZBETHAH 5 s,
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1)
2)

3)

4)
5)

6)
7

8)

9)

IR 2R

NRFFS. P 75

Kt % TALSEE BRSE—Chomsky M5 L sBHWPIFH— I THF
SHpEa RS Vol 7, No. 3. (1965) pp. 1—6. &8,

Cf. N. Chomsky, “On certain formal properties of grammars” In
R. Luce et als. (eds.) Readings in Mathematical Psychology (1965)
op. cit., pp. 125—155.; Chomsky, “Intreduction to the Formal Ana-
lysis of Natural Languages.” In R. Luce ef «l. (eds.), ibid., pp.
271—318.; Chomsky, “ Formal Properties of Grammars” In R. Luce
et al. (eds.), Handbook of Mathematical Psychology. (1963) op. cit.,
Pp. 323—418.

EPIEFREA TRFESBHEANT ) MRS vol. 4 No. 8. (1966) p. 17.
S & TEEEY 127 + 7 A2 TEME] No. 414, p. 24. (1967).
[LU#E—B] op. cit., pp. 127—128.

MuUiE—A ] op. cit., p. 133.

Cf. J.D. McCawley, “Meaning and the Description of Languages”

Tz &iXosdy Vol 2. No. 9, 10, 11. (1967).

Charles J. Fillmore, “ The Case for Case” in Bach and Harms.

(eds.), Proceedings of the 1967 Texas Conference on Language Univer-
sals. (to appear)

R. Carnap, Uke Logical Syntax of Laenguage (London: Routledge &

Kegan Paul, Ltd., 1937) p. &.

Cf. A. Fodor & J.J. Katz (eds.) The Structure of Language: Read-

ings in the Philosophy of Language. (1964) op. cit., p. 6.; J.J. Katz,

The Philosophy of Language. op. cit. pp. 62—65.

10) BRI, THIR—A] ORBEOLZATRD LSBT bIS.

(DX S XDOMEEEE NEBEL PR DRTLCHHE Th &,
TEBECESWICEROSIT &, REBABECIE S IERO ST
RAIhishid bicw. Wi 2 lmBEREEOERRThD, XL
BREEOHRTH->C, BLERLILEIHTHET>VWTWEnL L
NI E WS ERE LEFRITTAZENTES. L, BEGED
FEC X > THEONBID deep structure 235HHE & EEFEODOWLT W5
BB SLSDL I AELRT .

DEY, ZICRBULANEEREEEZIT-ZVERFILIS E7m& 5T

5. LAy, TE—B] oBETIE, &AL WE, Eo0 Rl
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B ¥ ELR2EHE

bl &, B0 bt wiREE it O L ORI I Lis{ ERS R
TEbhb. COFMNUR—AL L TUR—B] & DHEDEHEL consistency
TRNTWS, LEBLIBE 2o,

11) [#g—B] op. cit., pp. 129 1.

19) Ibid., p. 138.

13) Loc. cit.

14) 354, BHEVCSTIED S 2EHEIDE2DTHT, -7 HH
DT, LsL, term OEAELZ ITHEZ 213, FO®ENLAL
B ThHHH. cf NHIEIH. pp. 107 ff.

15) bokd [LoREEE| 2B&EKE loose iITL » T, 7k 2iE,

[ OISR BOFOERENRD Y ET.| LA “/N&i’ 28 8B
DT’ DD, R ThhB 00, okl 5B bhicd s
LD, OO ‘REEE ROWTAIENE, EWIHIMOBRTHoTI
7o BiE, BEEOICOWT, WEEEERA LTS 5oL bbbl %L
T, COBKRTOWERER D, XOIEHEE (& {1 deep structure) i©
WL DEXBRTHS. L, LOBED MREME S IUEESR, Y
BRI TCW-ThAH > TN GREN) | LD LERBERD DL » T
WTHD 5 . -

16) Cf. N. Chomsky. Aspects of the Theory of Syntax, op. cit. pp. T0—72.

17) A BDEXIE, £ELTHRDOLDC Lo, SHET MHRIZENEW’
% &% Transformation | FHASEHE L No. 6 (1965); BmEE= [,
7, RUOt=wrouwT) TEREFE] No. 63 (1965); /NUZF | A3 Mg
DD IE~T7 TEZES] No. 66 (1966); H FFITF T2 2 AF—D
BREER & HARESOE] T L5 ] vol. 1 No. 3 (1966).

18) TiE—A] op. cit., p. 135. '
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(21) S

Det Al‘lx verbal
personal / \ / \ —
Art pronoun tense  have part Adv-m
| | | | | l_ yd \ |
Nondet she palst halve palrt Wliite Dlet ITT quulzkly
| .
é she past  have part write Art Corgﬁlrfn quickly
| [ | l l | | | . I
. . coun .
gl,ﬁ sllle pé}st halve pa;rt WII‘Ite Dlef n Olu n qulfl:kly
o] she past have part write the answer quickly

19 KH 8 Wizl &Mk

amEiEE OME—" 18

2 55 374 (19594£12H) pp. 144—148 é%ﬁé

20) RHELE IEFERF—CELRBLEEROES —] T LdoF

%] vol. 3 No. 1 (1968) pp. 88—95.

1) Ibid., p. 94,

CIRTCREEND S, EEbhS. X (32) %3 Eﬁ@@&bf%bbé
B BEVST, XENDXEEN 5 L TR, v zirrdld
b, 5y, REIE, FEY-D XL y) LTS, LaL
T EEST (82) OEREMN M) & TR, LWwdZkiofi, 7t
ADBRSL I\, el b, BIbn, REDIERWT, T&| & &)X,
HLETRE (B, G) LLTCEY R EFNTWAEDTHT, LTEHE X,
y OEERETCHRWDOTHLE2L. BELLTE, Fi G 3 L iEE
THHBCLhLY, LE2EHALT F & G RBIFREHL, £0—T
BHTH] & TR KO status 52 5 & L IRBBAL L. D
LAPIEHE S eniE, L o—f<chs TRI1 D &I TR LEollH
CEWRTERL Y 23T Th %, 29) Ibid., p. 95-

23) D X5 REDGRIEEZREERCE 252801, Wl td S nEz

A) TEFH I, EBbRS. ¥ by, 0O X5 ki hoEE
i E LT, WRECDHEASHEOBBCOWTOHES, Thbb, T0OF
D [ (MR, BHRWZE0)] KNEECEX DR TO S BERS D
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Db, Lichio T, A LEBHUCHE IR CWinWiERBER e EFE—RFE]
THRERC UCERHA T A LT 5 2 L3, petitio principii P LT 5,
EEHLIDE 2R\, 24) TIL#E—B) op. cit., p. 139.

125) ok xuE, Chomsky 1%, kO X5 7EHICT, ORI TGS,

N. Chomsky, The logical structure of linguistic theory. Unpublished.
manuscript, Microfilm, M. I. T. Library (Cambridge, Mass., 1955).
Chapter 1, pp. 23 ff.

N. Chomsky, “Logical Syntax and Semanties——Their linguistic
Relevance——" Language vol. 31 (1955) p. 37.

¥fe, I.J. Katz ), korhTczoRFlcfih 5. J. J. Katz,
The Philosophy of Language (1966) op. cit., pp. 46 ff.

26) TODEZ, DT EhRNTHBHDE LT, J. F. Staal, “Genera-
tive Syntax and Semantics” Foundations of Language 1 (1965) pp.
133—154 (& <1 p. 150) % RJAE. :

27) BEROFFIERI NI,

D. E. Pfeifer, “ The Question of Reference in the Writings of J. A.
Fodor and J. J. Katz.” Foundations of Language vol. 2 No. 3 (196‘6)‘
pp. 142—150; J. J. Katz, “ Mr. Pfeifer on Questions of Reference”

Foundations of Language vol. 2 No. 4 (1966) pp. 241—244.
28) Cf. J. F. Staal, *“Some »Semantic Relations between Sentoids?”

Foundations of Language vol. 3 No. 1 (1967) pp. 67—88.
J. J. Katz, “Recent Issue in semantic Theory” Foundations of
Language vol 3, No. 2, (1967) pp. 124—194.
C. J. Fillmore, “ Entailment Rules in a Semantic Theory,” Project
on Linguistic Analysis No. 10, (1965) pp. 60—82.
29) N. Chomsky, * The formal nature of language,” appendix to E. H.
Lenneberg, Biological Foundations of Language (N. Y., 1967), pp. 432 ff.
30) N. Goodman, “ The Problem of Counterfactual Conditionals” In
Linsky (ed.) Semantics and the Fhilosophy of Language. (Urbana:
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31) TB—B] op. cit., p. 130 32) Loc. cit.
33) J. J. Katz, The Philosophy of Language (1966) op. cit., p. 156.
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Chomsky, Aspects of the Theory of Syntax, (1965) op. cit., pp. 47—60.
35) TLE—B] op. cit., p. 140.
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Xk, Bk, mEOEK

& 3

PlE, IWREHOCHT B 8RB LT, Wk, B, RESER,
oD BH5EIACELLMEL VWS OBHLTER, d3DBHA, P@T
X, B, REY, SEY HOVEEL OREREFIR I, TWA L
DEORMED & —ficfhicic ¥, i, BWTEL Wi [HHEE
WEBWRROBEER] ©onwTL, 0o ZARERIMNE LA ETE Ind
w1z, ‘Lexicon’ % Syntax Ohic & DiAATY, BIEEHZOREDOEI X%
#% %5 &, Syntax & Semantics DERNZ L ETETAXAEE
EIsBTHAS, XD,

ChEAYDZ Li2l, HOBEOETOHLIFHLE LA
DT ELERXD oddity #F = v 73 543FIL, Semantics & Logic 0#
BB LI B L,

ThicLTd, TR Mgl HRE) 2WOH EHER, HEDZITD
loose WHFEAINTETCWBIH5Bbhs, Thiidr, Thb=%F0
MoBfREbhbhbtax LT85 6, TOmDEET framework
MR & Lo FERIESE LS L OERCTN 12D T, Z OEDERIT,
FEAEEERIEL > TLESTHA 5,

ok, PRIERE DY, BB LofE 2« OB W T D BRI ik
IBLTFEnfe, BERAKF 0 FHE—K, D i 0 FRx ASKHEN
T, %< comment FERABEERLTTI-kHRER, A
DT FEEE UTT & » iREARESRE T L, O bEHORE
HFRLITV,
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