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ELEv e STy R-RIvs B2 )5 Tl

(Mentalistic Aspect of Linguistic Study)

PR 2|
(Isao Hayashi)

§. 0 AHDEERIBD THL ORI 2EHATVAS. ¥, BrooBHcBI T,
IS D2 ERT 12D DEADBIZINTHTVD DS, & hbIFTOBEBITET 500
(O OWIFIL, BHEACL->THIVWEHELPEZ 52X 5B A5, SEFISTEOME
& ZORMERIIET 5. DB EE 2 ANOTHO—2L LT, Th2EADfEE: O
R b BN THEY 5. FEE, WIBHICEWT, ThZhMEDT A~ s L -
HitoBimE & dic, »3IL@BRTH~OEEL « —RILOBEA Fics—> D8 &)
WHEHN 5 DIRBREN. s, ZOREIL~DOHE, ThFhORBICHB W TIZED
THRZ— R U T 5008, Z RO A S 2 HAEBBORKMSE LN 3
U, SRV OEARNHERN « TEROEIESE I b - TV 3.

COVHE—=MTENT, TH5UE—20BsxR2RASL EITL T, DX S 5 SIEN
FEDIFES H HA L O BB B DICH SN TVEDD, Z LT LBAROEHED
ARRIHHRIC L > TR 27 %2 § Od>, EV - RN 2ZATAIZVLERY. §. 1
T, TA=7re IP =7 voii@e DHEBEORE I >WTRS, §. 2Tk, R. Ja-
kobson, N. Chomsky, V. Yngve, J. Lambeck 7z & (> EZESesdhs, R - SO0
TEHAMTIIOHERN T ER2EBL TN 50255, §. 3 T3, DHFRET %
OHEEZOREE, G A Miller O AEBEROEB 255, LU THREDS§. 4T
&, TS R O GEEUIIDRA I T 5B RIS R £ L TH 5.

§. 1. 1 C.F. Hockett &, #® “Two Models of Grammatical Description” (1954)
B WT, Hiiddbo 7 ve LT, IA €50 (Item and Arrangement Model) & IP
€ 7 v (Item and Process Model) iz DWW CHl « 3L, IA 510D IP £ FLiciid 5
A2 PN, TDIHT, BIAIEEECE VT, bake & 2 DA baked o BE{% % HL
hBFTHL. IPEF0E, 2o Z>DBEDBR%, bake X @it =baked & #id
N D& OBk, DL b bake &I IERERES AL E WO LA LSO S v
AR RETC AR, baked WA EMBEUCIZ D EEAS. —JTIA =F 4, DENS D
TR E o TR BT B 1T RB S B 2 B AT At T & R REICEET, bake
+ed =baked L&id&h s ko7, MR AIEZOMAKMESIEGRE UTHIALS &
¥ %. % UT Hockett (1412,

(1) We like, nowadays, to be as formal as possible,

(2) IA has been formalized, and IP has not,



60 Mo & B No.d

Lk, TA=FuBdhTns e Uiz (1), @ide g, a0 L s, <F@HoD
BHE>, <EAEH >SS, BRAEZNEOERBICESNTCOAEEIN 2T T
D BT R T A REKRT L. MROT LS, ColAEFviE, <E
B> DB T e 22> 1, BEOREROERS—0 § DOHkR% HiF
LTWAZERESETTHRWV. LT, COHEHBERERICE S TA TR0 EELLRDS,
Bloomfield XS HICE 3T, 72V WEEEHREEFOZ/THTH MR EHEED
B b EESTREEE o - TR

§. 1. 2 cokdriddEiERcsy 5 IAGRNOERNESRE, OEFCEY 2178
Fz (behaviorism) ¥ U CHEART 220, HILITEIFROBZEOEAFTHTH 5(1)
<HBHBOELH>, Q<FHBNHEOHRA>IZ, TOFIHEFRSEXOTARBTL D
h131z. Bloomfield H& &, Hiifl, S-R #MamlINXNzzo s FFHCbEB LI L,

WL BDEHBZ D EEDFOBIT A S - KIRADRE, COBBIESLELT/D50
#fi (distribution) & W HBEEZTH - 2. 7 TR EEZMAHN, NEH, HEWTDH - T,
YIBRMIC B T RE S B O H O B 2 BARO B & DD A 5KD b iz, COHEKIE,
FIERIE & BEGE OROER - BNFEEHO SR 2K 72 Skinner DR TN 7 7' v
—F %, WrBEI 5. —ic, FTBEROHEPE L BETIHSERER, 0L
REBMNSI O, ROPHELYHENZRCEESBAII L TIHTBVTHEZ—ITLT
Wb EEAD. - T, bake & baked & DRIz LT #H, bake+ed=baked & Eitdh
T e, BEOSGEERDOIMAKMNESYE UTIHEL, ZOBIC, WIFhOBERSEHE
BT, WIFNOBEESHBINTS 5 &0 ) &5 RBREOHE itz rwsc et
R U TR o0, HERNCE A, OO BN, BER, BB TH -
THEEMED A VIR W AT BE S 20 AN V. UL L s, B
ThrTE, HBHVIIHEETHICLE, HHTHH L LIFIMNETH S LITERT
NRETHAHH. £ UTC, Brree Tt U TBrAl s e, TA Fhcx s
BUERIEDS, DRI TH 2 H580T, AR BEUTERZHERLIITLTY,

WRERSEHFIOTRT 2R T2 LI RAFETH A L, TRAUEBEVFOBEKIND
THHIENIRIERE O ZNENIZETHS. 2Fh, BHCEEINIZ D L [FHE
OBEOPRE2MERTHC L REELNDTH - T, H5BEHROBEKIZ, TORBRITON
TOfRHPHEOCHBEY, ThlosoTidd hEen. JA ARIERHFOBRICH
BEBENTIINVEY, BEOHEE LR LOMEHEZ2RD. DL SRA 2NN
Lghss b, iciRoisa & UTIA AR 2ERA U TRIch 6 il BiEREER, 1957
41z Chomsky 12 & 2 ¥ %2217 5 £ T3, HENCEENEROEE L x 0N sEX
DEELAFCENZ2EY, ZLOBA LOFMOWEMELZRIZUTHIZ, UL L5,
TN I RRERO=Z(CERN SN D &) w2 LR LS 80X S R TEZRWTO
L ETh-1,

(1) FHEROMESR

(2) PHEIER]D SR

(3) kP D AR,
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HiB, (i3, SEMNENONRCESLT, SERROBREZAZ» 120 &, (4,
BRONBIE» HILE 5DNT, BNV EFELTWABEAICIBR2ET B -122 &.
(@)%, FBEOMAECOABEOR 2T, FE RO ZLHIRER U122 L.
BETH S,

ELAHT, SHEENMDC) URARNAHL D bt LA, ZOREET NN EL%
GeAMA C L OEEWIL, SFEEMTSETH HS L. bake & baked DFBBIT LT $,
INEDERDENV ANV TN A <HOE®R>S2HVHL, 2h 5 OXBENEGES
WETEELTIC21td - T, YHOBROBERE2ET 2 L 5 noRors C #
WRHODENERETHY, ZOL 5 iR 2 HED 28R E BaIflT 5. 2 LT,
) UIe<<AKEMNBFE>OERI, BERONENIMOBELDI L N - RIBNHERIT
ES3(Lbi, LA, KFEPHEBL T AOH>SHENEB 280 Ti2d b B
BOsDEEIONA., T5 UkBAL»S, A HFROGEBREEHR - TEET 200
ERNEERTH 5. COBRTIE, TR~k 5 2R EIZHESR b #izsbh T 5.
ZLUT ZOFiLnWy o —-7i3, 2ORBOEIEHENRE2H T2 45T, AENTIE
IP 5SROI AZ LS54 LS.

§. 1. 3 &£ AT, FIRD bake & baked DA% %, bake X @3:{t=baked £ 5 Xk 5
i, bake &5 FEBBEFICEELE W HILERLASOEN T 0 2 2 SYEM LT baked
MEL % L5 IP =7 v O, Sapiricifis & E- Tk, o IP 54 Tit bake
&V ) BT 6 5> D priority 2{RE L, —75, baked iz, & A5 »DOLOHENS 0
2 (COHFHFRBFL) WX OIREINLZRBEBLE LTEATHS. Chid, 20D
IO DEN T v e ANBEARIETRD-TH, HEOEHR (SENHESB) BT,
HREOABNERZHODTERE U TERBINTVACZLRIBETERVE NI EET
ESNTWA., HIL, BEVOEFEIZ, HNCKEF2EDRW, 12120ONNEEDKETE
BEUTHALGNZNETRIZL, ThThHNMILZ b 3G LOBESER2ET 2
bDLUTHAONIRETH D LD, FHEHEO<IEESITH SN TITIINENEITET
AEATTHD. ZCTE, HEL2PHEELIIESHILLTVEEEZLLN 3 SEBINE
BOMAMENEH SN, HUSENERO S b0 5 HEBMCEII - TWA ZEORED
HEIT T 5 REOF >, <EBHRSP<HESHEERIN TS, 25 LEEZEDE-
<EEWES>IZ, Lrisic, SEBRORMNEEORME UTIEMIL3h3. c0k )
REWCIP ®FVOFOK X 8 dH 5. 17h5—75, Hockett § 34 2 X 51z, bake
»3 baked {Txf U Tl & 2> priority 253 % & W5 RBMGEHZ2BH 43 C &1, v
25 IP @B CE - TERAJEETH A 5. BIbZThid, DX 5 g priority BEED—F
KHETAHENHIPERZTTCEY, BIHATH A2 EI 0 %A14 > THIAZ LI RERETH
AL EREWRTS. brd¥, BAOGhIBFEOAWITE bh 2, ZOEEDT~
TOFFEBRESE S segment DB TH B Lo 122 & RRBIAICIRET 22 & 93, &
NRUTEBHETHILE L 2HIZ LB RAETHIDERMTHS. L Lishs, %
W EHRD—TTCA 5 2> D priority 238% 5 2B VI MECOABRS251E, L
INEDBEED S bORED § DT priority (M ASHEEM, ZMH, HENT 2R
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CBTAHHRE Vb D ThN) PRETHICERED, ROZ20FMRj1zT X5
ThhiL, %o priority DFERFINITHA .

(1) Fdd/1zEbR

(2) fHERMENEHL

(3) XhZLOMERMRT S
Ui U, T priority D&EIE, RLKBEHEEDTH> TLVRETIRIZL, ThHOHE
EEONIE 2 HET > FZEOAEEBCE SN TREINIRETH A, HFETNIE,
priority OZEHSER LU THEISNSVED TR, RAVERZEL CEBLUILETENE
@c;étc6®$%®AE®EEM@H#?%@f%b Ub b Lido&H 2G2S 5
b D THNIE, W T O priority DFEIR, SEOMEEZ UM R H T 5 WIERNSRE 292
AAFHRELUTHD S DR HEA, Hii W) ODF>HE L, <ok S IGEH
TWERIARARTHY, TOHMMCL->TEDL IR EBHLN, HEINILHITET
bHoT, ZOWHEDBEELE U TV I E I EVIMERIEETIEZWV. LTAT,
Bz IP = v p3 Sapir (2l 5 & S » 125, Sapir i3 bake & baked O BEfRICIR S 7, —%
CHEBORMZ TR TXEN T o2 2E UTEATVWS. T UT, 2O Sapir D.O0EER
12 Chomsky N &Z BN TN T EITIKAH

§. 1. 4 pEoX >nIAssFve IPEFVICET 2HE R, SECEOLERORA
MERPRBRLTVA. #R, TA TR L s, IP Suc U b, SiERROBEmIEES &
LTid, 2 hZThoER2HELTEDY, BEVICE KHNEERZF D, BB L
TZNZFhEEOCRB U AT EBHES. UL, b 200 ADRIE, RA
FHCIZEZER W5 D E UTES» WV, TiE, SHBEOMEECHEL T3, TA
HROBE, SEREOEERERIL, RKiGL»EEERL PV - EAN - KEWN /<5
FRAPSOHRELNTVS., T UT, BROANERL H § ZHEREBOIT L
tth, £ UTHEER . OB, HR2RH ZEN, YHEN, #BENTH»25L 95, »
LUT, ZOHRTIR, BHE¥RETFAMNDE AL EHEMECET 2 B> T, B
DOHO<FEX SO E 21T/ 5. —T5, IPHRNOEHE, SEFEOHEREIISE
BHECRONTIINS DD, MEONRIIZDL 5 2lx DRHER 2L T, #i%
LN TZBAHHER N E A DIAA TV - T, MHNZEHRFITHT LS BRLUTOVIZWE
Gedb. TCTE, RNEKRED, REOBRICETTILEZL LN 2 EROMER L\
SR BDBELLNTWVS., FSHBEFEEICE - T, LEMN/SAYE (introspection) HEHE/;
ER RS T AL, M- TAEIWNAER, OHEN, BENSLIDOLLA. ZhEARIC
HHEARDOERS bbbV THROMNMEA ZHRELL S T .“m¥%Ctofu,u$
IR TAC LR, TOFBEOEEVBELUTUE -0 EZA SN 5 SEOKE 28R T
AT EREBERT S, TOHE, SHEOFEE R, HASHEOARRNNEG 2EILYT 2 £5DHE
T2 l—2oDEELEIOLN TS, COMEEDORHOSHEREN2ITE - TR T2 12D
iix, Frad, ARET X 2PINBEROAIRICE » THRZOAE R 2L, HMLL TO»
eV QAR AN

COL DIk A8, TthoD2DEFViE, AMO<BET ZE>E<Ei 5>



B BEBITIC 1 2 0B ERNEE 63

TGS 22 N2V, JIEThiE, —HRBEEO L VCEL, 5 IERO L~
TGS 5 (RERATERR G & HRNRHEIERE ZBL T I WV.). £ 54 5 Bk
5%, IA EFUBRAOFEDOTRC TSI TEY, IP =X T cieilRshi- S5
BEABDITCNTOEEFALS D ANEL. ULbL, HEORE»S, §.1.1 T
iB~7z Hockett OFER S, BPLEEMZEDTHSEIMSTEDNT E2bh 5.

LU%, BHOAENHEDZEVWIETY, ¥, AASEOMEL 2OWBOEEL 5 7,
U 8 SiE0—MRAVEFRICE T 2 E 2120t L, SHEAKOE SHEREP BRI L 5
BRURORMA L LT, IPEFVOHHBT TS LIBOIBE B, LT, S5
SHOFEE UT, & HAREES A W EBbh s IP RO L OBIZE DL { Dhs
PRTAHLS.

§. 2. 1 569&#0ic, R. Jakobson OB OWTR A, HOTHICET » BAES
i, ROMEICE - THIA T EDBHES.

(1) R. Jakobson, C.G. M. Fant, M. Halle, Preliminary to Speech Analysis,

M. 1. T. Press, 1952

(2) R. Jakobson, M. Halle, Fundamentals of Language, Mouton, 1956
WXKDOEFRDOEHIZ,

(1) point of articulation

(2) manner of articulation

(8) voiced or voiceless

DERICOVWTERT A EICE Y ashTHiz. Hib, EHEOH2<BER>%0dmT 2
CERL-T, <EFBZODODO>OFMCESBMA TSN TERIZ., EBOLrC s, oh
ETERE AP 2 | EWIBEMRICHUT, AT UGB AT LIRS0, 5% b,
FINNLEEPOD»LZ2HER2ET 20ROV TRIUSEALNT, FRICOVWTORE
NEHHEZS A2 ULBEZVD»SHTHA. ChictL Jakobson DS PIE B O T3
TiE, FHIROZSOHEFHB L IN TS,

(1) FRHREOBE & Z DR HIR

(2) AT - HEOWL AT L A RBINEBD 2 S35

(DZDNT, FHNRFEOBSORER, @MROEETG, OREBECHRICL Y,
HROMLZ2EHBLILY, Koo h 758, HROHEFOETEEKRZORTIIGEIG
WHEALNIZLDTH . HiT, ThbdORPIEHMOBTINA 5 h 2 HIFRI 2T,
AR AEOEFE 2 TR Y LR 5 EEEIR G555 &, ARORERE
OAHEYE) OBt H %5 & & 81T, AFIOHBEDOER (72 2 SHEOMB k& % & i
EDLUBZLRARARETH2) »ODHIRE2ZIT 5. 1, QTN T, FED LT
EHT2HHD—2I3, HHEOE SYBENREM, D source THBIZTOL~LLE b
AT —N L, it d 5 —20HMIR, TXNTOEBSNERL SENRR O
BB ShBLEBBRLSVLLTHE. ZUT, RANEMOTHRCELT208:%H
WAHEH L, FRA ETRTORFINRBEMG TEEMTY, S 2helELTESTOLAL
RENT S 2HEMNBEERTOALL T, FE 2 - OBMNLHEES, T0BGRPY
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B9 2RI, HRZTEOWENER 2 HRLT 201, 2HESRETH 5 L Hid
DOREFHEIC S & 5.
243, EAMIZIE yes or no (F7zid all or none) THALNAIEMTH- T,
@5a?m®6%@%ﬁ? WED &V SN HE 2175 218, TOEROE T 5 Rl
, SOTHEOBIZ I EE L > THRbND WO RSN H S, T TiT, TOHELCL - TH
iémh%%@¥ FDERBRERLUTHBT D,

plb m[t]vik|jelelalo]s|n]s]z|E][5]5|%
vocalic —_ == === =] =] = =] =] = = — = = =
consonantal | + |+ |+ |+ |+ |+ |+ |+ |+ ]|+ + ]+ + ]+ ]+ + | +
grave S A S S e el B ol el B B e e e el B I i B
compact —_ - ==+ + = - = =] = =] =+ + |+ +
strident — =] =+ + === === =01+ 1+|+|++]|+
nasal - =+t |- === ===+ ===
continuant - - -+ +i - -] =+ + =+ ==+ ]|+
voiced -+ +|~-|+ -]+ |-+t =+ =+ F

ChX iz, 20E%2A W Jakobson DML, FEEICRFIMEAR & FARIC, MEN
ﬁ%%%@fw% Halle 13 ¢ 0™ %» FicBBE LT, Chomsky DIRIES 2 1B

D SR 2 MR T % R TR (BTERVE 2 B TH 1z formatives DB RTFELE
abfmaﬁim%%zoﬁw—wwgﬂé) PRUET HHME LTHOTW S, chid
Hb, ANEOMBTITRbh TS EELLNIEHRDOIN « #ih, XOERZ & OERE
BT AER P 52 5Hm2 AL TV .

§. 2. 2 Chomsky OEIBARSEEMI, TETEEOKRN 2RO ICASEFEDOSHE
MR RPEYE-T23DTHE. BELHEDOFEIOE L, BIERPMATHERILEIN
HimiE, ROWMHFTHIS T LMK

(1) N. Chomsky, Syntactic Structures, Mouton, 1957

(2) N. Chomsky, Aspects of the Theory of Syntax, M.I.T. Press, 1965
FOXEHEmOERICIZ, B, WEmEYE, ThIRLEOAM» S, DR
OHERLUAHARREOZN2EBbEL DD 5. UL, KOFEDLROEEDR
iz,

------ linguistic theory is mentalistic, since it is concerned with discovering a

mental reality underlying actual behavior.
(N. Chomsky, Aspects of theTheory of Syntax, 1965, 4 ~_—, T#HIIH)

1z,
Any interesting generative grammar will be dealing, for the most part, with
mental processes that are far beyond the level of actual or even potential con-

ciousness; ------
(N. Chomsky, Aspects of the Theory of Syntax, 1965, 8 ~<— >, TFT#iIk)
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&wotﬁﬁm.éﬁﬂ%ﬁ%ﬁ®%@ibé,Wﬁ®%£ﬂﬁ%@ﬁ5@@$%mﬁﬁ

CREWEWI<TEESHH 5. Btk e SRR, (DAIEY, Qg (3)¥ 18
ﬁ@zovﬁaa%ifmé.%ufﬁu,%ﬁiﬁ%ﬁ?ﬁm%niﬁmbﬂéca%
HHT%t&C%wmﬁmww%,m@@wv&wwﬁ%,mgﬁ%®ﬁﬁ,amaté
DOOEZEVZEDT, chdrEELE.

&, Chomsky 1319564z, “Three Models for the Description of Language” &
WO ENITINT, ROZEDDAREET V% oI T 5.

(1) finite state Markov model

(2) phrase structure model

(3) transformational model

X&@mtufm,m%mﬁ%n%nkm-mﬁ%%afméc&%ﬁ&,ﬁmmw@
—ﬁ%%?wt,@@%%%?w%m%b&t,;b%ﬂ&ﬁ&i&%%%bt.ﬁ@%ﬁ
®<ﬂﬁ%>ﬁﬁﬁbf,C@ﬂ%ﬁd,%%-%%®%ofwéﬁﬁﬁmomf®ﬂ%
(%%%ﬁ)wgﬁmfmétﬁi,%%K%%&I&M.ﬁﬂ®%btﬁawéi®%
h%ﬂm,%@iﬁﬂﬁt®ﬁ%'%%miof,E@i5u$%3ﬂ,it@%éﬂ%
m%ﬁfi5&%%%E%H5bauﬂ&ae&w&bk.mB,%%-%%mﬁﬁﬁm
ﬂ%(%%%ﬁ)%%ﬁdﬁi5t?%%&i&ﬁ,%ﬁ%&,%bT%%Kﬁﬁéht
m&m®ﬁﬁK%oT,imﬁﬁ%ﬁ%ﬁﬁﬁ%i5&%W®¢%K@&6&m.%n%
®ﬁwa,I&@%E%?u,~ﬁm%%§iﬁ%&@dna~@®ﬁ%?%b,%%%
ﬁmﬁkmﬁﬁﬂw?@b,%@@mﬁ%%%®ﬁ%ﬁM%,%ﬁ%ﬂwﬁﬁﬁ%tté
K,~ﬁ®ﬁ%®w%@abfmé.%bf%%&lt@,Cﬂ%@ﬁ%@ﬁ@ﬁﬁﬁ?
H27T, ZOHROBANCE - T, FHF - WERFROT2AE L), BELI Y S5
TEMHEBE NI ETHAB.

Chomsky OEAERTER, ROKICFERIh3 L5 CRKEPICE - T, HEBEHM, =
WM, FREBMAO=Z20 58> TH ), HEEHMMIEICEREE ZREIC AN T g,
HERANI—EOH X BABAUTH - T, HHEBIH X5 TLOREME R e 5.
CORBEREG XOBEHICBRL T b, 20O $EWEBFIOEHA I < TRk
MR IES N A, T, CORBME, TXZNT) TIRERORIE L 13725 /200,
SRR —EHOZIER AN THD TRBEES SN 5. ¢ ORERESTOEFERD
CBER L, BRI > THESUOEA 221, BBOREL L TOERETHS 1
5N 5.

BT 5 &, HICL - THES N 2 X0, TOWBHE & FITh 3 Mak K
MEETD - T, BANRTONE 252 5 REHE IV, BEEBE L ZEEEOR
DBAfRIZ, WMLHEER 2 - AR L > THALN . 2L Toh b DL
REMTID 20, 2LHBENTHCFBLEER VIO ZEDTH-T, »L LT, W
WEED b MEANOLIL M /Tebh 3. DX 5725556, Chomsky OTH:ME
ad, FESHENRY: L REN L 2R UMER T ERRZRY, SEORAENMBSE L TH
NS DL > TDAEALNEDTIREL, REOWHOBEIL L ->TC 25400
ADIZEWVD, FiEl, DEIXBOVBZEHELIZIDOLES ¢ L 5H¥K 3.
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syntactic

component

base

transformation

base rules J

transformational rules

v /ﬂ
lexicon
} /
deep structure surface structure
semantic component phonological component
semantic rules phonological rules
semantic interpretation phonological representation

§. 2. 3 Jakobson % Chomsky &[EKEIC, DEEROPHNICAS L Bbh b SEFE
L LT, Yngve & Lambeck O BB OBIKIC DWW TER L L 5.

V. Yngve i, #® “Depth Hypothesis” (1964) iZ#W T, YRERD E TNV E L TIE
ST S RN S, AMOSIEO I LOREHIR & Lok e OBERENS
PIRLED E ULz, ek s &, SEEEOSREoESEE:, ANHOREOEE RRLT
WEIE T2 4, (—RSEOEOIEIR 7 £ 2 &) G A Miller 0 EIRICH - T) ELOD
WinZs BB b, REFOBIE, CONBORBRIcE Y Es Lo, EBICI b
o—VINTWVWAERDITEFRUI

Bl IE ORI E AT, LD % RSP NROET O — 2R3t -
1,%%,<i@ﬁé>w~0f0%iaﬁﬁu,ﬁmﬁﬁ«wﬁﬁm%ﬁ®@mu%%
I E R LT, o TIHA ORMRERIC >V TR S &, CIEOHMRER the 13, KT~
DD 2EBETNLDOTESIR2, FRROMKESR man i, JEHF~NDES

S
PN
NP VP
P Pa

T N v NP

] | |

o Yy

{ | | . ,

i | | | |

| | | | !

| | | | 1

the man hit the ball
d 2 1 1 1 0
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2 1EH, HHNOED»N % IAR T 2O CRRES 21 Thb. HROBRES ball

m,Eﬁ«wﬁﬁmnﬁmbSE%Twéwﬁﬁémoamictm@a.%uf,im

DHREFD D BT, BIBHAD DR ZOXOEX LT 5. kT LNOTOES L

2TH%. EROKT, EUORIE, STOBESH 4 TEEE A X, WTHES & g
. LD, XOWS 1 THEEEINS &, IEITREE S TIEh 5. —Rie, 75k

ﬁmn%ﬁ,zﬁﬁ%ﬁ,ﬁa@wﬁbﬁtxeamimaéwmxmﬁé%x%<,%
TROEAH AR CHEMTH 205, RERALEDOTIZS b 5o,

W THE G i

CD& 5T Yngve D<IRE DIRFI>1E, XOFE 2 O EMEM: %, fkEER 2 FIH T 2 ¢ &
CLDEEHIREBEIF S IZBIE T - THEDZ Y L LT 3. COHRTIR, TOEM
S &V L—RBEERTRE S ERICN LT, —20HYaRE 25112205 HT20%E
BEAFERE V. U Uahid, MMEEs v 2RI T 05 20 & Flkic, B
—OORAB DB LS ICBbN . {5, ST S AR EEREEDTRE S
EUTREAZE28DTH 200, 2DONADHKEIX Chomsky (1957) 122 Lz,
CLTIRFAMICY. DA S T &3t T &ic Lambeck D # 5 7Y — %L L 5.

Chomsky OLJEE 7133, FSHEELEORLA S LM TH S h 5, ZOMREED
NP & VP, 35 NPRZOMREFED T & N &) BEI, Fbo b T & e e 4R
LTV DIRMLUT, Lambeck D7 i3, MrDOEBELES L D ERDO LA VAFS
INTO &, BARMICIANEHE SN BTN 2ERY, FArOSEEROLEN & 1 7 5%y
EUTWLEWSHID S, #57T) —EEWEn s, BIAEHAN» 7 TY — & LT,
BEADY T A% 0, WHENBE R s LRELTHEL. Thd >0 %73 Y — % primitive
mm@mm&@@,C@n&st@:o@ﬁ?ﬁv—%%wfiﬁ%ﬁiffw<@bﬁ

» BIZEROKD T LK, AHORREFCHT Y — > L RARE b MTHh,
%mem%éwﬁmﬁuﬂ%m;afibk%k%%%%ﬁ«&ﬁ%énfm<.cw%
By BT T v U REVEONTOHANL, FOXDFEIRIC O Z L AREE 2 KB L T %

€1 1k N 3
n; 2
e SN
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%T%%.ﬁ~®imﬁbfiot@%ﬁ%5itwaﬁﬁEB&,ﬁ?ﬁ0~9y£w
OEABARE A TH T IE V. FIAERROFISUEH U TR & 5 GRS AL L
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Exolinguistics
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The rather new discipline coming to be known as psycholinguistics (paralle-
ling the closely related discipline termed ethnolinguistics) is concerned in the
broadest sense with relations between messages and the characteristics of hu-
man individuals who select and interpret them. In a narrower sense, psycho-
linguistics studies those processes whereby the intentions of speaker are trans-
formed into signals in the culturally accepted code and whereby these signals
are transformed into the interpretations of hearers. In other words, psycho-
linguistics deals directly with the processes of encoding and decoding as they
relate states of messages to states of communicators.

(C.E. Osgood, T.A. Sebeok, eds, Psycholinguistics : A Survey of Theory and
Research Problems, 1965, 4 < -—3)
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BEDITBERED, Hil, SR BHRANKXTREIN L7 o —FoXFke LD T



70 B oy & B No.d

Wi BB, RIS SO i e H BB R 2 R T A L LRI LTV, B
SEEPHIEIC LT HRD L 550 D D% § - THHA TV

(1) EE¥H L 2O&ME OHBERER

(2) FiIEE X DIEEDBRBLO R

(8) FIEDHFHEE TNMEASD A v — L DOBEHE, L.

U Uhs s, #5605 ik, SR cE Rl & RS0 o s rfia 2 fHEERE f%
O DI 5, %®Hbmm¥%%kﬁ®a SO s BAL LY & LTz, B
S B D ITEIBERSS, b BMSTHRRTH A EHECBHATE 5 L0 ) BRTHA
S LNTHNEDTHS. L, COXdsFIHETETHNEMCK A 5 h oS!
Fohs 5 id, WO ORED BB NBITLS, BLTE L ORFIMRET Sz
IRBETdH »12. ¢ 5 Licd, Paviov @, i, &SI X 2B EFRELTO
HEEIIL LE, 2= DEFADIIAD.

Z 5V HIREET, OHBEE O EHBUIA 5 o MBI U TV AR, OFEE S
ML pSkES L, OISR AWM AL Ui T 1%, D& DB oTOJN.;6
F, BT L - THEhsiREERIH DL LT, TOEEBIRNILEOND

§. 3. 2 {7EjEROHE ?®E%M%Kﬁbf,®"§%¥tm5%bwﬁﬁ#mibt
T & Bkatzds, COLHEBEROBRNTIRO L I sBxsions. ML, —HEEE
OEOHM LA HA SN S &, Chbs SR HOMmC L » T Zul 2L L, F12,
ZEHEHOICET MBS EASNS L, CThABHIECITEIOHRIC & » T %Y
MerHTAL97%, ZTABEEBLEUTOEFVELHAIIEVIEETHA.

SERENT 331) 4 ORI U 12 SO O EER O BIEEI IS 2 1575 O G. AL Miller i3,
L UT, BRSCHEEGROa LT 7 A N TOWE2HELEED TV 5. iz OEKRT, i
OB EROHENEE L% - T, LA Chomsky, Katz /g & & [E#EO A EEOEN %
HoOOHEETH . O S UELE, DHEEEIRO 1 OO T 2O ik>
o, PEHCH bbb TWA. Lb L, Hogs, »LETH0EEEE LT, i,
%%ﬁ&@%%wé%%ﬂ®%?w(wmmmmgmwd)%,ﬁﬁiﬁﬁ®éﬁﬁﬁ®
£ 51 (performance medel) BT A &, 2F D, SHETEHOET NV 2KD TS
ﬁf g2 s sk © Chomsky, Katz &A@ VWIRTREWV. Thicdbrbod, &

SEORSEME ML, EOFEOEEOMRSN), HORIIRME S E 2ERT HERTIE,
ibi<@m@i§maﬁ X ASNIEENREECHH L EASD. BHRIOESHEFE
OHBRROFIAXOME LTS,

------ the psycholinguist’s task is to propose and test performance models for

a language user, but he must rely on the linguist to give him a precise specifica-
tion of what it is a language user is trying to use.

(G. A. Miller, “Some Preliminaries to Psycholinguistics”, in L. A. Jakobovits
& M.S. Miron, eds, Readings in the Psychology of Language, 1965, 175 < — v,
THIZHR)
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[Jane} liked the small boy™
Joe | + I: :] + {the old WomanJ
John warned the young man

ERO &S sHGEbE T8O 22 b, #hZhic Negative, Passive, Negative-
Passive OZITEBIERBEA U TERIN X2 ERICH NS, #-T, Hliid—onTD
v M, RO4ODEEBHFEN 2.

(1) Joe liked the small boy.

(2) Joe didn’t like the small boy.

(3) The small boy was liked by Joe.

(4) The small boy wasn't liked by Joe.
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