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I DB,

b bDHATHLECORBAOHICHELE v BV IEEL, ZOBY
HOEHECT S - EXEEIC S ERBECEERMETA L LIXED
EFThinw, LA LEBROWERIAZ BT 20 d, ¥, ThbB=ED
DHEEE DD ECOBED B\ R B UD BEANRE LT, (440
— iAW) SO ELERE EOMER MO S b—ILY VLT
il BEL TS ZENRIFELINETEAS. EROBERBTIIZO
HBOBERELIEF DRI T X 5 cBbh5,

Z /gD BEE, N. Chomsky # b BRI hic FiEER EW4E
WA EER) o sofc, J. J. Katz, J. A. Fodor, P. M. Postal %
X THERMEE oo b b H L Bk Bis—E R 00k Bk Bk
Semantic Theory of Generative Gramméfl2 (LLF ‘STGG’ Lwgsg) —
BT LOVEDOHECEBL, TOESYHLNMCT S EFART, 0
BENRERD T5HMH) e T2RGCERBHCEZSHEREL TV 2,
ZOBRECHEEDEMELMD), FR/HLLIERDD. - T 5
P DS BHROTP & OHBRFEZEL T, BEMC THRME] 2
I7794 9] ORECihsZ 35550, THRWHE—BD L D5
REDIRBUL D, T7 7Y 4+ ) IefnG B O EREILE D] vl
MELEER U5 2 EAVNRD HATIZ L.,

FZTPROBRIUTO L 5insd, ¥FEFE LT, STGG 0FEE
% O BB, ToMEANTREZIN: Katz i X3 5E0ER
FRELCEAL, EF0a2 v ko0 iz s (1), ke, (54 o
A & 0 bl BV ELE R L REEFERONISE, TORTHE
Bk v ATE% R Carnap it fRE 32 <, Katz fiof - & g
Uless B#EfT 5 [2). %ic, Carnap ##H LT THH—IGAH]
DTHFDSORBENDERL, - 0BT 5ERTHERL T O
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L7z W. V. 0. Quine 0% % FoZ YKL BT 5 (3], &\ T, Quine
HOBBIC < BBIhick Bbhd b5 BRERD £ 2 Hcl
IR E STGG IR F 5T L Le 2 BEE L, L » TSTGGD 4o
B, BREYIVERICTS L), B, Katz g X - THRRShic
rﬁ:‘ﬂ?ﬁj DHEBBCAER DT, HA REBREZ W OIE
s (5,

E: (1) J. F. Staal, “ Analyticity,” Foundations of Language II No. 1 (1966),

p. 69 B

(2) =4%v—. SEESRISE. KB - W) BhEE 19545 p. 82

(3) W. V. O. Quine, “Two Dogmas of Empiricism ” The Philosophical
Review LX (1951); reprinted in From a Logical Point of View (New
York: Harper & Row, 1961) p. 43 ([ F “ Two Dogmas L mgER .

(4) zogiioE#ix J. J. Katz & J. A. Fodor, “ The Structure of a
Semantic Theory” Language XXXIX (1963) pp. 170-210, reprinted
in The Structure of Language: Readings in the Philosophy of
Language, ed. J. A. Foder & J. A. Katz (Englwood Cliffs : Prentice
Hall, 1964), pp. 479-518 = J. J. Katz & P. M. Postal, An [n-
tegrated Theory of Linguistic Descriptions (Cambridge: M. I. T.
Press, 1964) w R\ ~TmEI s, J. J. Katz, The Philosophy of
Language (New York: Harper & Row, 1966) Ch. 4,5 % J.J. Katz,

b2

“Recent Issues in Semantic Theory” Foundations of Language

I (1967) pp. 124-194 B\ CHSMCBEI IS HCE ST 5. &
b TEENBVCER ThHLE T, SEOMELC L - THAEBE
ShBHTEEES B o

(5) gROMERE, SO MBECEZEBRRD v, BfTo STCG EE D #
T O\ TR —EI IR s » T

1

STGG OEBIL, FANFRIETTIH L BEEARE LTRRIR
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i, BCE#H, TREH, THERISL 4, SELBO=H, B
FY, BEEEM, BEEFAEGLTWS. B, MroEiEg) &
XRS5 BRSO BREESE )V » —~ ¥ T IART 2HAGRTH
5. ERINICHROPARRNEL, BREFEBERBINICHT 5 input &
. oFY, BEHINL, R X oféméhtﬁﬁﬁ%%&@
BT H2EREHETIHAMERTH 2O L, BRBAXEROORE o
SRR S SET 5 HAG RO TH B, fE- CEHHM & HIRBPIIT
SERMC IR B BSEE Lv B 2 DRT T, B3PI TR S hie ol
EE2 i3 Phrase markers (LIF P-marker :WEE0) ODOESE B S,
b, OB E%L%’:ﬂﬂl?%%@ P-marker & 0 B#ES% R
3 5%E P-marker &2 BT L_“CL\Z). Z LRI iz x4 % input
L BOREE LT ORBHETS S, STGG 1200k 5 e 55 5
DEFLEWIHREESTHBDTHD., ZDEFT AL, FELENER
w5 OB LW OBRE R HEE (competence) % 3BT 2 K3 &
LTEREINRTWADLITTHS, TOEFAR X-T, (BHHBLLT
o) Mk, AL FEEOELEHEHELSHTS R b, Mgk
DOEBGFEMEE LT, Bl BRI FE & GEEHRAD o—=x
o PBEILLTWBE, (FE) X (HBHER) &, ToRFERAZLE
HZrFornT 5 (lexical reading) % HA TV5F, (lexical reading) 1%
{semantic marker) {(distinguisher> <{selection restriction} 7 LR X
hTW5%E, (FE »boFRE2ErR UTEE P-marker OB FALRER
R h Trbhic lexical readings #HBEHRANIC X - THAFLE S Z &
= X » C R OBBRRDOEFEFREY (derived reading) & LTHE%HE,
SRBERIN TS, — R EOWENEEE LTI, Bl (B
R = CESRARMAD omE ERREL i bhaBR ol
BERIATHS, 2T, EEEORBREEL [LoERAMRSR)
5B ETRBOCIIBRET 20 TH B0, £ODIid NERHNCE
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XN EE P-marker| e 2845 0OTHD Kt b7 (semantic marker)
DIMEFRER EDOT 17 » <y F OEWEE, Ficid TERRIZA
M) T TRZEE) Bz ) FomE CEERRIHEECRBIR 0%
BRIBESLZ S NCESULENRD D, Th DORKHHAES WAL D S DB
Kowf,::fﬁlé%@ﬂﬁﬁ.hﬁ&%?N%ﬁﬂkﬁm,ﬁ&ﬁ
PTFRIBECL X5 & LT3 [STGG ki3 5HtEoBE] kil
R E L OWRAEE O (GESRHITEE ORI © subclass & L
T) fEST DR TWBDE, W) ETHA,
Katz 13 49#sr) kD X 5 kEFH LI,
(KDK) ‘S’ 1t THR, ‘RIS o FE - w45 semantic
- reading ‘R 1% S oniZEizxi+ 5 semantic reading, ‘Ri)’ 1% R:
L Ry oS X o TH¥ELR S £fkiexi3 % semantic reading
BHEAFDLTETS.
(1) S 23—od reading Ry, @B LT oI TH B DL, KO=
OB T B, £ LT L DRCRS.
) R, w3553 non-complex semantic marker 13 R,
whBEbh3E.
i) Ry, @wET3EE D complex semantic marker (M) U (M) U
------ UMw) =3t LT, Ry iz My 238 h %3 ((HL 1<i<n]
i) R 2o 5K EERY semantic marker % § & A T\ a3,
(M) S BELEEGHETHSDIE, S IKhHThHiil: reading Ry
HFAEBELT S oW TH DR, £ L TLORIRS.
ZOBHFELCEL A LasvixLTBZS, MIvd S, EETE

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

RFEHTHL - TERMMEI T WD, WS ETHS. COBHRLESLT
5 TEE THFE &V EESTEBIIC BN TT TR 2 DERWRE
BEZ B TWADTHS., (MDY 5 IEHRTETE MEE—hEE]
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EWHEENERA L DE I N D, T HIIHT 5B EREI
ThTCwinhwich’, Chomsky i3%h BOERREY HEE P-marker ©
ROEEOFEBRCER L. & ORBIMBICURAL S DTH b,
TEHE 2 bRE L THUE, FOREL X > TERS hWEEOTD M
FE—hEE) ARBREDEBL O EERNERFCED & &7 Lic R
CHEINBLIOTHD.) E, & TIRHEK LM KDA (1) i) =
BHETS IKNEW) kH3B&C oW TH T TREBE R ESEY Katz it X »
CHEZ BRT\3, i) OEMERAN LT, ©O&E LS R
WEFRBOBRIVHEIULIEWHEER2 B -5 DT, A EI%
ERTHZEHEN EBRC 500 THS. Katz 3 20X 5%
EBRERESL] & LTHICER LT 5.) ks, Lo KDA 3273
SEFLEEB D TH 7y, FEz 79 LREHLD F Hitkicon Ty
KDA #JGHT3 it X » CRABOERSF 2 bhd Z &% Katz (3]
Kﬁbfbg?

XC, KDA Bl TR AN EBTNENRRDOETHS. 2F D,
ZDEFEIID FT Kant 2345 BRH LTz T OBl&—oF
DEEOBENT CRBFEOMETEA TV LML, T cicgth
TWBREEHRETOLTH I, TOEII IS4 TALTHD, oT
DR TH 52— HRBRBO MHB L OFERE AL LD TH -
T, MEERTERIEC OB ahifExnBle, 2%h, THRER
B Lo REBERLRE] &0 Th bW SRR A - IR HBR B
TR DA 2o%F ), B TRRE—B] L v eBla— I hbDE&RAE
XD TEERTHHN—FHELI>ELTWBDOT T HE, T
BRE—B (0 BENOFECEERTEEORRLETC L - TH)
tbBla% KDA 2 HERALLTWE0THV. bbAHA KDA
IoT IGHH) L=—73him@E (BIe Kant 28R B Lz s

PeE L, SEMERSGETLS D, i, (BRE DHDEIRT
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) BDAMAECLE TS THSDS, Lo LERIES T MEEM
RS e IE LGB X 2R 0 COEBRE RDOTH-T [ZHBY
E—#) OMSEATLrRWL, FLTR® [DRHGE] 0T TrE
85 HDTED ng‘}f&b\ biskic Katz ik 58] Gkl TS5
ME) it Tnb 00l LT T2 XSENE ] 2 FLr0EHY &
2T\S. Kant 10k T (44 &5 O [EH—nE)
eb5W%%LLﬁ<ﬁﬁbofmt_am—5if%tb DEY, XL
PERE LTSI EE L BRELDARIN TS, LW FIRLD
HME O &% ﬁl%%L&5®T%D,ﬁof%®ﬂ%#ET%5
DEPORNL, BEOWEDOEENDRBHLIELVLHIELDOME LD DT
HBH., L LTCZORBOEL IR, BEOHEVLIEOEEDOFT T
GERTWANE Sk, FEMALYALTELDE LI L - TRETE
5%55——;hﬁKmn@%kﬁ?%o%?:@Jbﬁ:&mtﬁ%@
ERz BB TR0, [5WE) ex+ 2 mERIEEREDEO ML,
(fek 2 [HH—AFE) DTHRERTHNBTHNRNT HUHTH
h) Kant k%o M54k % TSEME ) THRANE—#) B
TARME—B) W ETELLBEL T LET, &5 5% B\,
DORIER D S HREROT N BT H2EIDOFEEO—FIT F I ZIED
ELE 2 L5, bBAAFIFAGILEMR Ui e, EEERL T
HOTEL, IMEERT A LBRIBEHRTH S, Lo LEER, o
L5 IR S hie To0tE) ORENR L TEREOHII R 3Dk
i, FOXSRBEERLISELEbF LINEMRED L ONE b TIF
TR otedy, 05 HRES. BcHEL, IKE\RUCER, L
TMEBRRRLNABERNADVAATHBR LT, Fbictor
FOBEENE T, LELE, BEMRS KT TO (GHiE—ia
) BT B R £ 0 E ¥ Kant A% [4HHH—i@at) oS
FTENLBITERIH ETHRRCIES. L LA, HREMERI I
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[ M E——iR At ] DRBIPBIF e &5 & AT HB Lk LT
b, DO &k Kant 0FR L 15— 7S ORI T 5K
Bicis bisWETHESD., FhTHT
(1) Bachelors are unmarried.
onE, BIERC X5 ST D ¥ s Kant p3ER L 5Hno
REHFORNFIL > THDDTHS, LndbZOED £ A 7DD
T 0, (GH—FAl ORBIN TEE0RTERVONR, TEDHEL
7o DI RE T % Dhy, L5 RICBI U THER DB\ IER U TR
Bx T THA M. ShbionT, RELUTFT, ko Katz o
5 L Hl LI DRE LT 5
ok, WMEEFEHLE, SEOMEEL LXLERFEOMEE: —
BERmUDhTEL, LE->THBETRAENLH S, £ CHUTORERIC
Bz b7, 2T Katz k15 TEEME] OFHELIRLTEZ S,
(KDS) “Cr, “Cy, 123 S DI P-marker 10} 5 (EE ORERE &
T5. |
(1) C G LRABH THhBDIE, C whTibhi: readings
DELE L C hThribhi readings OEE VL 3 1HD
AVA—EIRBELTCHBE, ZLCLORES.
() C & G AEeBENTHEOE, C ©hT b hi
readings DS & C, kb Taldbhic readings OEESHFE—T
BHE, FLTEORIES.

g (1) ERSEBERCOWCTIT TR ELDHT - BYNATEhTED, ¥
LREBZOHEBOYR, EANLELH, TOBETHEE o2
DD TR L0355 (HIfE T30, B, wEOER] B
52 £ 1968 S£ £ DT, /N TR LT H BITD\TO Fik % —Y] [|] 84
5. DTFogtadi, SEERmCRT % STGG oHifis i Save$ 5749
z, Chomsky o Aspects of the Theory of Syntax (Cambridge:

(50 )



B F 548

M. I L Press, 1965) & CHAI T\ 5 A% % & S ML L T 7z
bDTHS. _

(2) 7L, B, H5X0 EGRIBES WD b0k Bic R L £E
BB oD BEER 2 DRSO TR T, T B i A5
FRCOEAELED DR D TH D, DF VR EOIE R Gl 7 M5 (E
o P-markers DEENR—DODTOEELRDTHS. LHbBEDE - T
% =2o0 P-markers ORicit FERCBG HIER EEBR TR D, 20
BIR 2 CEHRAD 7D ThS.

(3) TXOHEKMBHRL, BBEECL>TCOAREIRS D% Nonid
BHL BN E 2T &5 57—k, Katz and Postal (1964) op.
cit. & X »CEiEZh Chomsky (1965) op. cit. & X - TR S
Zbhichiin, LTl NEREELERERCEST5] &L
LT DREA £ < FBHS hooh 5. 20 AL T, Chomsky,
“Deep Structure, Surface Structure and Semantic Interpretation”
Mimeographed (1968), S.-Y. Kuroda, Generative Grammatical Studies
wn the Japanese Language, M. 1. T. Dissertation (1965), Z5RedyE %
&5k L OB RERO BRMFAR | THEELE ] XVII No. 3, 1969
F6H, MEREE (A—Eetheksd 2BROME | TERE¥I £ 15,
BA¥EAL 19694F pp. 7-25, JEOEHE MZEHA L BRER] R EE pp
27-38 Z%# 2. 2L, MRS STGG Tliio @ EDERBY — G
T3,

(4) “hieowTE BIcEEL LIk Katz and Fodor, “ The Structure of a
Semantic Theory” (1963) op. cit., Katz and - Postal, An [utegrated
Theory of Linguistic Descriptions (1964), op. cit., ch. 4, Katz, « Recent
Issues in Semantic Theory ” (1967), op. 'cit., LhBBOT L.

(5) Zhigio STGG BB EI L Twithr o 7ed D THS. Katz (1966)
op. cit., pp. 230tf., Katz (1967), op. cit., p. 166 &M, v

(6) = Hh oA ERE DX, Katz and Fodor (1963) op. cit., pp.
503-504, Katz, and Postal (1964) op. cit., pp. 26-27, Katz (1966) op.
cit., p. 171, Katz (1967) op. cit., p. 130-131 24 &R,

(7) Katz (1966) op. cit., p. 194 (D7) (D8), Katz *“ Analyticity and Con-
tradiction in Natural Language,” 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, 1964), p. 531 (D6)

(51)



XD GEHEZ DT

% L 2R,

(8) Chomsky (1965) op. cit., p. 68ff £A.

(9) Katz (1964) op. cit., p. 532, Katz (1966) op.cit., pp. 196-197. =721
7z CiL, T(kHW5) semantic marker NEBRMHCSEI WS &

W 5 RE R LT T 23 2 IR R 5.

(10) Katz (1966) op. cit., p. 211 £B.

(11) Ibid., p. 206. pp. 209ff., B, XL hbORERILSOEEEFA
TWh X 3RBbhs. TO—F 2 TIDRES Thihh 5.

(12) iz i¥ <« Spinsters are males” is contradictory.” HEMRBIICET
355”301, O EENGHET BB LT, Katz (1966) op.

\\\\\

(13) ?b*o?)/u, L@Ot 57c Kant o # % Hic w5 A0k e TE3E)
Hbﬂrwajréihéjr@ﬁ%ﬁLT%KéJﬁ%bbf@%kk
BROFR LI, ET5H%0 Kant REIXIESTHD. ThikkRL
T STGG w#H 5% KDA Tk, Zo k5 BEBHRLEIAWTES
3, EER LEOTRNERITNTEEN L bNTW 5 RIEE.

(14) Katz (1966) op. cit., p. 17 (D4) (D5) 7c3s Katz (1967) op. cit., p. 222

4% 8

2.

%E%EI%%Cmmpm Tarski OFENRZ LD TEREREE In-
troduction to Semantics DT TL—E (GHH) | &\ > EikE f L D
ﬁ%—ﬁ%mﬁﬁﬁaﬂ%ﬁm<om@ﬁ%%%%bt.%@¢f%og
L5ea e kL LCEER I nTz0nt DIREEEER (state description) | o
SR IBLDTHT., L LZIDELIY Quine OFRLHIL “Two
MQmsdEmmMmﬂ(uT“ﬁmD@mﬁ”&%%)@#Trﬁ%

ki X A S HiE 0B #ET bachelor’ % ¢ unmarried man’ @ﬁn%

A (extralogical) RIZSEE D% K\ e EZEICO\WT Lbsﬁy‘j}’étﬁbu &
Ede bt ehicz LIXAMOBY TH%B. £ T Carnap 1 [EIK
A% (meaning postulate) | 7¢% device %#HAUH LW RERIHOTH
FRRTHILIR L - T Quine X » THEMIWCESELEREAE L
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R, B OFERAGDC LI L - T E, THHiE] abhi H
Eih) (BEWE OMALIRITES, LEELTWEI>THS,
W DL Philosophical Foundations of Physics 123\ T & Bk AED
273, to4hr [A—A#% (analyticity postulate)) &% 2 #7213
@iot<%@ié%ﬁ?hfb%@f}ﬁ@%%mﬁﬁf%%bofb
X3 Bbhd. e, BARDOGIHBFHOPRI b ERAED FkL
ML FEL, chie k- T Quine o “Two Dogmas” DXiEIZFG B
hh,&@ﬁﬁ%&%k%bg.L#L%%%K?%H,CMMPW®%
BRAMEDFEEL Quine DM EAL L bR Tniv L, 8- ToHED
BELHATLORRYUR LD LT BRWEocBbhs,

Carnap DRH L-BERAEERL S L 01X, SEL ©F ﬁﬂfﬂ@nag_éﬁnav‘%
RO BIRBIRIC S W TOEBTH Tz, T2 LA s D X 5 H BB
[AREFc ST BERETIL, FOHERD RUMISEKEL T 2EB0R
B E CEETED L5 RHBRIEIR T RIERDR] &) o b

BH#HLTCW5HT, Uato Camnap oI hd—FHEXL T3,
t%&&%%&%&ﬁw%ﬁ&m;of%@%%@%ﬁ&@&&%?,ﬂ
FTcEE, FPENEFHEYD, A0V A teiRdToirni-THELS
CEMTELS. DEDNIOLIREGOR DICE T, SECKTS
Y OBEEAN LY U OBRBNEE LD, Shé EhE Ly U
DEWRBVBRCES D, FERET DIEBENFIRL—IBEET 501 T
H5H., LB LERDbI R KRERERVPES., Thil, BRAEI LT
RUOHIRAHEMIRVICBENT, DX 57 device BBAINTE
TeEROBREMOBR LB, EWHETHS., L UTHEREZ &
s BREME, [(FORAERTTHNEIL]) MBOMETITE L,
YT ORIEE?. (R EE4RTBET A4, HROERCOLTD
BODEAL X > TR T, BRCETZHOOER (F1) k-
CEIIBDTH T, LT EHIC AR BEE LN TEBDTHS |
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(EEGIAE) &5 Camap OEES HLW LA L 5 HREEH
KREDTNDBEEHDRDOHEDTHS. Ll Dk >k Carnap DEE
7pBEny, Katz oS%e o, T8 Bt §9% Carnap HAD
VRS ANRBENDHTERE WS XD LAERARL WS A& DL
B LHTER bOEEINETHSS.
Quine 2% “Two Dogmas” TR L7z, Carnap O EERIRH AT X3
DI RR D M BRI NEB LS
(11 Carnap D device X, LU0 [5HH] 2\vwd vy
FTAREDNBDEVWIBFERARE LTSNS, BDLDOL57cvy
FTARZ > TR DOLCIREIN T LB DWW THEH 2 TL
nigw, #oT THH] W5 vy FAIRZEEcd DT L
%
(2) EREZBSHDNEEAE, SWSLEEL LT Lk
> TS BOWH &5 — e CTH bhdis bisv~oic Carnap
o device 11z DERE R LT Inw,
DR big éhfc?ﬂ:(fléﬁﬁ?%ﬁ%UD FEERAERY A5 device o
WTHBTULELDTHD. DEVHRESEODH DI [HHH £ LT
BINEIND DX END TEWRAEE] DY A PO ToBNRE->TL—
B bl LT T ORBRBLDTH -7, [BHRAR] DUV RO
BICDDERRICONTHLHEK S LIZHERL 52T Wit DT H B0
b, ZD X5 5k ORENPEETHSHZLITE) FThHiRWL, 2
¥0 IHDBGHAINCTD X5 InBRAELHRET Db, £O3T
THRTHL] LS Z L EfABFE-> T w0 ThS. FIERAR
CED5MEDREN—BEERCTCEBETHH LN THA S,
R LT KDA oz, Eoitfs (10 2] ouvwFhrdmnT
WHEIREELXS., ¥3 KDA 28 (1] #8RhTnwb 2 it D TH
L THAH S, fikin b, BERofn< KDA 1%, Kant 23A&FEERK LT
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7o Toditk) Bib MEBREICHRE S WCE LW REMTT, #E3Thuls
THZEDEBITIHEHRBVE] LWLoEErzov, 7»:%L1
WHEDTHBEND, -5 T KDA wkiFs 5] L5 vy 57t
Carnap DN ZBE b DT\, Yz, Quine iz X 5 Carnap }Ltﬁfu,#\i
(21 & KDA iz A L& LU\, k7 b KDA TRINTWBHIL,
AW 5 SRR IOIE 3 — B S EERNB THAE S L B &
> TWwahb. 0% ) KDA oEHEHE (definiens) it MEE P-marker |
IErkf@iR | [semantic marker| [reading| ... DEFE | [eoone DIREE |
DINE R EBEREOWE (ROEEHD O O OMEE) Lng
EFh T, §€- T KDA BRI AE L DLEE LW EAREES
k%ﬁ@éhfu? HOPLEBIEBIZEL TS OET SR
ﬁ@ﬂumﬁé®f%é.::ﬂ%KW&@%@ﬂJmﬁLf%%%h
TWBDTHS. #0F, KDA CEAMICRIRTHS X5, (55
B L5 EAL, BROTCDNT (FRRFHINTHBdI) Fh
DERER I iz EE P-marker 237 S vl 7z bERREHT X -
THEINTWIEPREEE ‘S’ R LTEZEINT WA LB L
ThHDH. M LT KDA X TL @k T S B5HH 2EHBTH &I
B LTB5DTHS., bbbHAD5HE2 bRIcHREECRTHHEED
AOFTDH [5HHE] 2FHR AT DITIE T DB E TS L TERER
IhicEE P-marker i KDA 23R EhRiEe bW Z X5 5 FT
B7sue, Ll KDA Hfkizh < & C—Rimmch s i, LAk
RN DEECHT550MEL2 FAT 25481 2 OR CEzs KDA 23
FHINELCEXBAL TR S, Rro oz &itjle 55l oF
TR O3, MoOBRMWEESCEAE—FI X TERBHZERNE] TH
#wE) TS TE8E ) —oBHEOWTH TR b STGG &S\ T
VBB D EEIRL A LD ThHS. |
XC, Quine kfh T2y, STGG oyriss & Carnap oSk
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AN#ER BB device kX LCEIRD 5 —20 #H OiF mx TR &
W, R, £ X 5T device 3Z DT T Py Z778d DTULAMRLY,
EVSETHD. TR, AHMEBEOBRBHEECEGKEHELRATWS
Lot Tk THFEE] TEEHE) (48] v oakuwbhd s REr
W BB GRR A AT p T [EEWRE] MERRMWENE) %
bk TAZME Bty TESRRVELHE] TR Bk M3
LR TEREHE (TTR) H2bhTWwa) Fx, AROENKR
HIfRIREET) (semantic competence) #EHThH L@ L MAIENBE LTS
OTHBH. T LTKRFhZ L, ThbRIh 3~ ORRRIESILE
b b bTRLTAT AT TR WO B ol BBl
RLE-TWHDTHD. #EYeHEWRERITIL, DX 57 AHDOER
HOBRENYEDLTH 0P AEEZTh DEVCOBEER DR VE LS
BT (Lhvd TEBREFHEC) FHUTES 2 LNERSATL
5. L AN, BRAMELFGS Carnap o device 12, =k HEBRS
MIEEEED 5 bOBBKRRBE—T OV &b TE8E] omEVbhds
WENHERCEEEDLAIEETL T —FRB I EB L E 2 L5 L LT3
K??ﬁbﬁﬁm,7F$yﬂﬁ@?£%i%hmﬁbffﬁq}fm
FGHHE] 2L ORRBIVEHSDOO L 2L LTH-TEY, k%
DHEMOBIRERAVE BT 2 FE L M CERO /s h T3
DTHD. »rdBE by Carnap HOENRRIZHT 2 STGG
HRBEETERNTHAS.

gx (1) R. Carnap, Introduction to Semantics (Cambridge, Mass, 1942)
(2) Ibid., pp. 85-88.
(3) Quine, “Two Dogmas” op. cit., p. 23.
(4) R. Carnap, “Meaning Postulate” The Philosophical Studies L
(1952); reprinted in Meaning and Necessity 11 ed. (Chicago: U.C.P.
1956)
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(5) R. Carnap, Philosophical Foundations of Physics (New York: Basic
Books, 1968) Chap. 27 £&.

(6) PBlxIX, HKIFRF s — B MO MR EAB‘CQ, 19594
TE—ELTIDIHENERHESh 5. L Iic[fE pp. 93-98 2 £H.

(7) Carnap, “ Meaning Postulate” op. cit., p. 225.

(8) Xatz, The Philosophy of Languége (1966), op. cit., p. 53.

- (9) Quine, “Two Dogmas” op. cit., pp. 32-36.

(10) Katz 1%, Quine & X% (1) @ E» Ho Carnap #:¥% ‘explanation
criticism,” (2] @ g o Carnap #i¥% ‘ generality criticism’ &
A CA 5. Katz, “Some Remarks on Quine on Analyticity.” The
Journal of Philosophy LXIV No. 2. (Feb. 1967), p. 44. %I,

(11) Katz, “Some Remarks...... 7 (1967) ibid., p. 44ff. Katz, *“Comments
and Cr1t1c1sm ? The Journal of thlosopky LXV No. 2 (Jun. 1968),
p. 31-32. &,

(12) Katz, “Comments and Criticism ” (1968).0p. cit., p. 31 &JR.

13) =¥ h, oo TEfhiEs -k, Katz 28 TREREREE:] = (5%
H) TRZEE) S o URLAEERL L wh\ T S BERRICE
BB TL w3t T S iS5y L ekt (RE) C & G 1A%
B &4 ERT D LRI LT DhITTH %.

(14) =D Fie2>WTHEFL L1k Katz, “Some Remarks...... ? (1967) op. cit.,
p. 43ff. &£R. '
3.

BifiT Quine @ Carnap LN EYRT H B Z & & B2, “Two
Dogmas ” i) % Quine D RFCITEL BN WTHA 58, 41
r b s T Katz o RME ok DRk - TWwa X 5 kEbha.
K%T@”ﬁ&®%%®ﬁhﬁkmm%bmofﬁﬁ%%ﬁﬁﬁbf&l
5.

Quine 7% “Two Dogmas” 123\ MHEHK (logical truth)) & s
SiEYBECINERS 0L LTHERL, #O%h&r%ﬁﬁjk@
BIff% &0 X 5z Chieds, AT LS BB TR, LrL “Two
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Dogmas” ©FH T Quine 13,

(2) No unmarried man is married.

(3) No bachelor is married.
TRESNLEEO (WbOB) FHHERLRAL, BT,
Z DE W OB ERALUANDERDOERIC DT, Lh DM 7 % FR
@Tf%ﬁf%é&rﬁﬁﬁﬁj&@&ﬁm%:&@%%ﬁ%%.%Lf
Quine OFHLORALA, FUBOSHWEYN (00 Q) ox 1 7D3L]
TWEBHNECEL LEB2EENFEXIFEETINE 5, Wi HKIE
D, TMERENCE 25 txBLToOME—ROMEZ®R L T\V5HT
CLBOEATHS. FlziE )ik ‘unmarried man’ #Fh & FABETH
% ‘bachelor’ ORbH VB 2D LI - T Q) KEDLHEDH,
FoBE&0 THEE) ksl Tk wd bTBRRO TS, &
Quine 133i<. & OEEMTHECRETD C Lic LT, HER AT L D
LEETNEE, Quine BE, FHIBSH oW TR0 AT L
TV ThhHd Evd i, ROEORBEOBRINIA L £hd TENwHE
HIELTE 5 DR AER) Thote BTHDS, L5 ETHS.

Lo LEaERnbe o B R BENES. Katz 13%ko X 5 I BRFEWH
2R L, Quine 7% (3) 0 A 7O FFHE—= B 54 Quine 13
o [FFEE) R2EPBERTHL XM LETHDHDOTHDHP, 4k
FTHAME TR —% N LTCHRENE BrT %, 55,
Quine i3 ¥ A#MEOEA LR OMRABEEC KT S ‘B’ OBALT

LRI L TWBETHS, bizd (B o ‘bachelor’ % ‘unmarried

man’ B EH L TRRE @) D, AR S EA R RER
@ (2) (~MRz - Mz ~MRaz)

TEF, #-T Q) FHENFEL, XL THH. LrLHER X

@ WHER @) CHR USRS S CIEDR, L) AThHE. K

(58 )
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@) wBbh b ‘unmarried man’ & ‘married’ 1%, FERER
Byt dintinct term WS LI EDA S DTH D TH - T, WEHD
e TEBIfR (antonymous)| 237E% &\~ 5 HFE D BRI AR A LI
LisWBED @) ROWMKBRT B LR TER D RBETHD., bl
3, T (2 % @) REBRLLOIK, EEOBKRBIIZRIE - bl
Tik7e <, ‘married’ &5 E@EIOICER LTFS L2000 DHE L
fel { B IS BIE D72 L\ WO NRBmAS B L. Larlohd
Hic b, s b

(6) Heathens converted to Christianity are heathef{g.
oWT, EFEOBWREZERETEXFSORET 2 R TRERNCHR L
A

©® (@) Hr & CzoHz)
7> TLEY, X O) ¥RENE, K- THEIBEOFTHWEWHLHESE
THE/HRCTHA S, bR 0) REEOERBWESL T HL
HRTFENI THAHD.

Katz w X2 EofinxigfEitd A A Quine 1z k% Carnap #EH%
M L TLE DT TIERS LT, EEANT O CHEETAE
ik, #EFT 2o Quine I I B Eo Carnap 3 FicftiFro FE)
HEME TR T, WHhIEEED REWEY (0F ) BEOERRY)
WD > BICHHR LT e aiue, 3B 0HRC X5 HEE S ikl
ZATHHI I hic b W5 H, £ LTEOIHITE DR » C—HIE %7
bOTHoTEWIETHS. €-TH L Quine 1z OFEROATIR DR
O IR T ie iy B Carnap O s —BIREN 8 cHH T2
CELTEIETHS.

T, THtEED SHEROERD, (L 2o EGOREEET
BB L, BETAHUEBCE L) EIESH YW TR 05

(59 )
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BROZEELLTHRALMBEE R TEDLREINESH oAEFR L@ LT
&, EWIHIEROTRIX B IESTE=TmENE] L T5%5
ELZTHRBATH X3 Bbhs, T LTID X5 uBELFHFEEERDL
DE M TWA EFHRENB LD, EFE—ic TER) HEME
LI DRMEORERRABR 21 6T MERE) THHI, ThiXt
DABEB/FICE, ABPNCIMLEEDRWEE, BRI EEER
eDTHY, Thix Kant BHHHETC B TH - i fitls Biss.
e R, TAHT S & 0 Sk SE3E L e\ S THBL &5
Kant OB ELEEHTHIN . L WIRMETH Y, o THAREEOKL
&bﬁ%@@,gmﬁﬂKQKA%%(meMM1mmmw)KL%%
RENBDDRY ETHWHPHINEFHEWAM (extensionalist view)
THEBS. LnLIADLELLORML A BRI AN BT L NTER
W, FTE—DRMBICoOWTE E, ToWH) w55 Kant ok
WTHL BT M0 ERNEZRNICIR FE I NIRRT 2 B H T < % ¥k
oW TDREbhic b D TH - THRAENECHRREN BRI >
WTCER LIS D TR ICETHD., TriT—2F7EET5 [HEh
MRd i BEEREOKR L, HELOREIHHRNE 5o T bice
I, LovbHES bRICHBOR NS S, [Fho SR s ok
wﬁﬁﬁﬁéﬁ(ﬁﬁ%%%)&mB%%ﬂ%%%Bmtiﬁm,Kmt
Kb o THH—iga DR B OB b O ThRULED Dby, B LUTHRS
BHELOTELENDOTH T, B ETHENDRIERALOTHS.
AL RBADAKE S 2L Th D, BRTCERTEERAEL
B bl As. Fh, THEEZIRELgu-- _Ju%%%%@ﬁOﬁE
TIED - Th AV O ER TR, &5 ACEBLLY. BETs
Kant BARERI L= 14508 7es@lely, TOER) RENE] ¢AE

BB Thr s, ThRBROZE» DE LT ERTHCHER S ik

BEWRmOREOMBETS D, Tk HRMEFRLARM L I HE S
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NAENEHBEOMETHS. B_ORMIBBRYTHSH Z LikFkodlG) (6)
DELBELNTHAS, LT SIGG orBCirtr LA h & ERI

BichZR#E, 2%y THASEON) bELHRERORAZEF~OFR
I DR (meaning) ORI X » THEMN ShRER BT, #E - CHE
§TH BRI bR LT RO ERENC R ERD DTHE. &
DX 5 RT TERS LARWEIIMELHET S O] & T 5B
frRNETENEM (intensionalist view) Lt &5 & 2 AW EEbh
Hh LR, BE, SbALT5EA3EBNEEhEFLROT
H5. 1212 STGG DZh<Tix, ILOFWRL, LEOEKREFICEWT,
FONIZH Thrhi readings & X - “Cﬂ”?&ﬂﬁk%%k%ﬂ*éh@féj
&Lﬁﬁhhﬁ%k%h&GEﬁkﬁLﬁﬁé

BE, B4 BEHRSEONLEERERTERL IS &350, #*
LTEDXDNE (F25) 1R TR > Twb 0Tk, %
DEFECOWTR 4 implicit 1w LTy 5 HacHy - FBRERI AT
W&VLT TTEDP I L DLDE %%ﬁkﬁbk#%$ofué@
T%% T, BEORERORAEAY BRSEOTIEA > &3
AW, EDOFREOEIGHE - BIREHHEKEZEE L TEL 7 v & 2 Ef
%W%bﬁmmmﬁkm@@%é.ﬁﬁém,éﬁ%%bﬁééﬁ%ﬁ%

%5:&&LKE%%$L%5Ckﬁf%kb@?%% _@15tﬁs
2HBLT, Quine w38 I BOWHEHOHRE, A% ML) wENE
5% @I (DRAER) ThsIPCHH BEOHREDL - &4 5
LIRFLTCEDLD TARGELRETHD B HALNTE S, 2,
(7) Red flowers are red.
54
® () Rx & FxDRx)

&L5ﬁﬁ%ﬁk%ﬁ%@ﬁlﬁﬁfbéﬁﬁkﬁﬁmt,kﬁ%?%&
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75 ClL,

9) Round squares are round.
b,

(10) Honest triangles are honest.
%, £ LCERIX

(11) Glad whereas are glad.
DIME, FEOXENHOLMCHER WL 5T TY, &< Ak (L
P b EACSHIR) TAH7H) &~ — 7 BRTLES THD 5. SHE
FEMRMBIOR Y, 9) 10) A %2 7)) »6XHLTF = v 7 T5F
BIFEEMCHEELLVWOTH D, TLT 9 10) (1) MoEHRHF LD
HEOHERELCOVWTREERTERVWOTHD. BIL, TDO L5 7th
Tk,

(12) Any person who is female and not female is generous.
e

(13) (2) Pz&~Px>Qux)
DRAZEGITH B2 ToHmw) &~~21, ZhrHLT

(14) Some persons who are female and not female are generous.
%

15) (Hz) Px&~Px&Qux)
DRAEHITH B e [FIER) L~— 7 HFTLES THH5. th
bD<— 9ﬁﬁﬁmﬂkﬁ&®%%ﬁm B Lcb D THDINIEE
5 ECHIMD 5. |
Katz i 7 7 e~ Quine OZhEE ST WHLSVDEODEE
IR ERCB LT TH B, “TwoDogmas” Tit, © #EREELTS
ITESETEV#ZS leXical definition, @ FEFRIEDOZEDEHEE FIEL
TWHBLOREKEBRRE LV HE LA D55 explication, @ BEFES
BEOBRCBETHID RO T, H LR LE: HONCEBATS
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notational definition D=->D & 1 7 DEHEI K+ B;}/w‘:( .14)% LT Quine
X, @oBimeEs FRCIHER) 2RWT, TR TOERIIGEERHE
CEBHE D BT, AROBEFRBPREIR TS, LEEL, (21
LT TEROESETRHHHLTHTH, BBRESHOTETEE L 13D
ﬁﬁ?&%%dﬁh@f@ot.:@@bf@cmme®%%mé<ﬁﬁ
THDE/bhs, EROISTIEOMBEE BHEBG B, STE L
LTh, TEREOONZABMBEOEEREZE L TWAZLIIHLNLTHS, &
HZOO®LNT, 2EVHHEXRA LBAETRLCEI 5 Lh & RAFREE
ERETHE IR CETOEDOERELE 25 2 LA L7 b
W EIXE S ETh v, Bk, EREHRIBFOBEIR L /a2 TEE X
WIRTES THH D, T3k Qv TUL, - M B 5/ (explicatum) 234 g B
E(explicandum) D& Bk 2 AR YK B LT LB E 5 ket s FIEY
BEEIC KT D, & 3 BEANTES THH S, & AT STGG w3
< HFEEDES, Bz X KDS 12 EOETRO@B®D W ThIZHEI L3
DTHBENS BORBIBETHS. TRIT—BREEERB> DB IR
7 b OB EMIC LTS L theoritical definition’ %5 b DTH
sto, BREZOHHET STGG B WL (FE) KX~ TE#HIh
TWB A, TOEHBHBRSEER EOREY THS <reading) &\»
SHRE L > TEOREREFRLT LWADTHS, £L T 0 reading
ISR S E DI OHMEEES DRSO T, BESE,S LITIOh
F oSy e EE o REY (semantic marker) BRI L TWA DT
H%. STGG Tlix = ® k 5 /¢ theoritical definition % F\~T w3 2540z,
TR 2EHT 5845, TROQDBSLET T\ 5D THS.

F 7 Quine. i¥, Tsalva veritate “COZTEEN: | 1© X » T AzRME 3L
B R DH Y5 R I L, RO X5l . o% b, SEL
SRR AN BEHIIAENTH D 2 L O THl ikl i bt DL
XL THEHE BB 5 TRTEETABHTH S & L 0TIkl L
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B, LB EHNEWESEYEMT S Lot T (5] ofsrHE
L Cniglhidis b, §8- THiitEd e 2 i bE ewic, FElY
B L5 LT AR (D) BERTHD, L.

Quine D= = COFMABIIAD LLE D Tixsws, LaL STGG Tk
i theoritical definition % FA\v~5 23k, Quine o X - TIHEIh
T3 X5 hlEBRY ELET LB THS. STGG kT3 5
] DERE, Bz KDA o THEME] &0 5 MEERA bES L
e ot MEEBRTNETHS. KDA TRERTWS X5, (5]
&S BEERRImAELSE, XROTOBEREKT5 readings O o—ED
EREHBC L > CTHREIRTWADTHS. X VIEHREE 21X, BWRH
N RIR S I Ic R P-marker 1w B81) % 385 DEFIOTEAR &I X » T
HEINTWBDTHS. oF b STGG B\ Tk THdiEl, TRZEE
LW ZOoDFERBIBLSIX T h DOEREOF CHEKMFEEL LTHE
LAE->ThWbBbid TIEELTRWDOTHS. (- THEEHRITAE Ul
FLTCTHEKENZ L, TATWT, 2O DRI BRI
Wt hEEo%E ) KDA & KDS ki, MilliaofE s IEH%K%E‘%&
BIEE% & A—EWRBHO 7 L~ a7 — 2 CHETH I ENTEDLDTH
. ZOZ B T & TRZEE) LoRribE 6F, MoEk
WIS, Pl TR TREWRANVERNE) T8k TEERME] &
DOECNTEE LD &P THD. STGG BT oh bz LA
FHETHH DD, I b &% €] 75 CELT 2k theoritical
definition 2\ FEH I T B2 bic ks by, B3 % “TwoDogmas”
BT 5 Quine RNEZH-PREIZT I o\ T USEE, theoritical definition

DHELXEBL, EXPRHOBERLYEETHINEY D T CHEFEENT
FIE LR B & & BT E T o e KA S HE S, M2 LTHDL 57
BRI/ ALEDLRE T LEST, EELED%EL .,
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(2)
(3)

(4)
(5)

(6)
(7

(8)
(9)

(10)
(1)

(12)
(13)
(14
(15)

#OF 54 E

Quine, “ Two Dogmas” op. cit., p. 22 £.
Ibid., pp. 22-23 HJE.

FHE, Quine O Z DO/ EDH L B LD HBOMFEFUL, Carnap O < Quine

D EFEIMIC T BB @ &, Goodman, White o< X3 % 38
BL, TOARETAED, —HBLTCWwkISKBEbhs. 2F g1
O (G587 IOV TiE, ThXREHEDS (HREFHCHTH) A
BBEITH D DD ZHHETEEC X 5 77D THAH 5. Carnap,
“ Meaning Postulate” op. cit., §EEHERE.

Katz, “ Some Remarks on Quine on Analyticity ” op. cif. p. 36ff.

PHAHA ‘MR, ‘M’ 134 4 ‘married’, ‘man’ »¥ERTBHREL T
5. el Lz ORERT Katz BRR LTS S0 Tk,
Z OBk Katz, 23MERL T D TH%. |
‘H’ «C’ 114 ~ ‘heathens’, ‘converted to Christianity’ ##xR35%
WEEETS. |
Bv b FBRER, REARHR T e va—xs) BHEEE p. 27
Katz, “Some Remarks” op. cit., pp. 36ff. &g, Katz 13, HEEH
BEMOHH® S THT5 BIE LT RO 3 o% BT T5. H11K,
KR LD DI UIE LRERRNC SR THS. - TR,
BRSO T % readings (bAHH 7B Y CEBNTHIIE # @
O readings) 7 bLDXDNMEEZRRL T 5HERND RAZEFNE X
hiudi b, 8821, SEMICIIEL < TH BRI E Bl7: (Bl &
BUkTR) J0A%, BE - OO0 RBIE U B E Chv AT 5. AHE
FHEHRBTILE OF = » 703 TERV. B3, XOMBCHbLIT
BEEL LS BHEEA AT IS LTENE hiclbiEy, BLRERAA
FEOADNBAT BT ERE LD, ZOFRETEITHSDZ L1318
ETHS.
Ibid., p. 38 £A.
=0 implicit 7e4mka explicit WERT 5 = &2, ¥ X1 STGG it
HTHDH. mBIORCEALTE, R 1305 B wEOER] b
cit.,, p. 133ff B WVTCHEARELFC L TCEHELLH LD TCERBRI L.
sz (12), (13) 13 Katz (1966) op. cit. = X %.
STGG 7t (12) 3 (18) & MBI Lv—7INBTHH 5.
Quine, “ Two Dogmas” op. cit., pp. 24-27.
Ibid., p. 25.
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(16) Ibid., p. 26ff, For, Katz, “Comments...... ? (1968) op. cit., pp. 32f.
(17) Quine, op. cit., pp. 27-31,
(18) Ibid., p. 32.

(19) AR rEsao rEs» b Quine O EEHICIT AHLHIL, Katz (1966) op
cit., p. 58f., pp. 267-268; Chomsky, “Quine’s Empirical Assump-
tions ” Synthese 19 (1969) pp. 53-68 L% .

4.

STk, THH—HFEI ORFIZTERE-E D LRVDRE, Zo
RANIBREOMET o0 DX Wkin& 35 RN RBTHIED, £
TRAREEOEE LT OB R L ERDE LB TH B & T
55 EkEES (gradualism) o Bigs STGG oirss L Lk Lisa
DIEER, #FILTAHL 5. Quine HH 2300 % Eit X 3O RIE > FHANT
HHE LT 85 Edd L b - ) Licv, 25, ZofoBsd
&% Quine 03%%%%3/%%&6\1 i Quine o BA Pieh b3 EHERY S
1% OGHEEERC L - TEEIRTWAZ LXEFEETHS. &
TIEZDRFEHZEL LT Goodman & White RBEHLTEL HE S,

Goodman . “On Likeness of Meanmg % WS ERX T RIE
wE{#EThHD THZELE OMEXR U T35, Quine & FHERE VW
5 i RIS R & %E@mwO%IE%ﬁmm%Lﬁ%]&#H
REmE (Quine 0 NESITHE W HY) i, Rk vigEoam
KOMT@&%EK?%.ﬁﬁrﬁﬁﬁj@ﬁ&%%<ifﬁﬁ@ﬂ@@
Fl—td LTEFLTC WS, LR, BEEREE FOMNME (Thy
[EE—WRHMIE | WS L RMBRBRCTIIiEE Oz Tol bhicEE
BoME (Chi TEWRHMNE] &S LEXFIL, TTo0XRENAF
BN THD DXL BHEFALE R - BRIMELFORFL LT ORI
BB L b HARERCEAT L T, £om b, W5 = >0i
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%ﬁ%ﬂ%mkaE,ELm,MHké T OoODORBRBERIALEVEE

DEBIRIC i D BRSO R R E, Tk 5k HEREAEL S
i iz 7s bz, ﬁ&ﬁ?uﬁéw@_&m,%mﬁ%#h&ﬁh 7
el v s 2 LT Ui BEEIRE) LERIT0THS.
Z D X 57 Goodman O R, oiTaEEL 8BS, FHDOAEM
BIC L TWb R, T90E] oL THEt] OMBECEL LR LT
W5 H, % Quine OBLILBLTE D, - THETHR7 STGG 2
50 Quine $HHFD ¥ ¥ Goodman b HTIHEDZ LITES T
7eus, Tr LA Goodman o5 Quive X b 3 —BHE LAMEEHELT
B DT, BIEI TR MEE TR RT3 I —B L < H Tk
E5THAHS. IR s Zo0RAD AR TR] &ETIHHORET
—~ENELIELWET B E, FlxiE @© bachelor, @ unmarried man,
@® spinster, @ book 5 TUo>DERBIT (AWEEIER RS 2HII)
HEWZREHTRWEWS 2 EIRiA S, Z LT TERTNEIR, O
LORABHTEGOROLE, k@ @5 AR TR L2 &
MOBEC - TLES, 55 Th5. Goodman FOGHFHE x A
HERBOBRMICOVWTH LTS NET &L, REZRETROTHS.
DL@, DLE@ODEERMUEON2EROE@DFER>E LML fin
T BRI O D& Th D LD, DLE®, DLBDFEV>E T h IR
b DTHD, Hrh\voiof 4D normal 7 EBEAHEE % Goodman
HOFETEHBPTL WD TH S, kic, Goodman OfEFHO S HE
CH2DEREYHET LS. Xy, (A3 kREREGEL D
B & s %73:67\3 DTHizh b,
(16) Unmarried men are unmarried men.
(17) Bachelors are unmarried men.

(18) Bachelors are unmarried.

(19) Bachelors are men.
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(20) Bachelors are over a foot tall.

DOWMEFTE > &, 16) UHOIITNT—L b EVWIHFEOERT
—FELWITHE NS e -TLES. COFEHEIR2DOERIK
BoLCEPThs o &L, ko IHEE OBELAKTHDS. L
L X hEAAMEZ Goodman 232 0T o2 C T4 nFWES
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An Interpretation of Analyticity of Sentences on the Basis
of the Semantic Theory of Generative Grammar

Yiji Nishiyama

Résumé

It is well known that modern philosophical controversies on
analyticity originate in Kant’s argumentation. For Kant, “analytic”
was meant “true by virtue of vacuous predication.” However, many
philosophers since Kant have misleadingly identifyed this term with
“(formal) logical truth,” “a priori,)’ “necessary truth,” “linguistic
truth,” or “truth by virtue of meaning alone” and so forth. I have
a feeling that such an identification has blurred the real issue on
analyticity.

Quite recently, J. J. Katz, J. A. Fodor and P. M. Postal have
developed a semantic theory of natural language within the frame-
work of N. Chomsky’s generative grammar. Especially, Katz defined
the term “analytic sentence” as one of the semantic properties and
and relations within the framework of that semantic theory.

In this paper, I discuss, first, in what respects Katz's definition
is significant in comparison with such techniques as R. Carnap and
other logical positivists have proposed. Second, I examine whether
or not Katz's definition can be expected to surmount Quine’s skep-
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ticism that the analytic-synthetic dichotomy is no more than dogma.
Third, I discuss to what extent Katz’s definition can refute the
arguments of the so-called “gradualism” which has been supported
by N. Goodman, M. White and many other analytic philosophers of
today.

I make it clear in this paper that Katz is successful in his
definition of analyticity to a considerable extent, though he has some
difficulties in it.
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