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1. EEEROEM AL HEBH R

gl 7te] HEMOZ A3t HASES QFidoz 4y FiElol AHB &3l
v, i Rt@RiEe] Felnaf, opuml BARHRC] Lelivk sl A AA HEiA =
HEERe R B Wt 2 oste] 2ekaleh AAR BES e ol A HE -
B F9 o] g #3Fofe] uhidz &7 vk, doddTE FAAY THHA
ol Ao AAstA, m=& L Aol M-r-]r Aol & Qb vt g4 I EY
ol BEEOER M AHEL oojdhg dEATY] Yz gvh. deF s AHE
Azt Foe] g 248 33, deldg WMEWED A deldde] FAE AT AT
9] Fokm ¥ uwleliz ph@REe] &&HA7A Hv, delrt HABGA e ¥ slFt A
e A8 S 2E oy}t WE - EWe) ol £ .8 A #R L He F9l, =e
SETEY ¥4 44E THee FEENY 4, BT dod T FaEd A
BRRQ Md = BUBEE Bl 2% FUE 2 e AdHAGg okl W=

Qolel dojste §19 ojn AAGAE & 4 gon, ojx 3 71X JAute] gz A
3wy 43 gl ‘-Jr‘ﬂ' ANAE Ael7t A7 T - Az - A4 Y FRF EAR B
Ae AAm Yx, ddolst LA ARRAE BRWOIAA ARGE AN dojuL
QEAT] 2547 AL A st Sl Pk

29d delsel BAAE 2ad oz qzhlolo] R HAIrule) B AAE A

o gl ol g clojolEozA Mow 2o,z Ee FHERES RU

= HES FAY #add, 22w oW HeA Fiko] doldAe Addviy T &
QA=) ?

Qlotehe) G AT Al ERTAE 47 A 856 eE 229 AL 2ol
o Bed HTg Yx, Asd Wag WA (L AT Agete] AA Bikol.
2 RETZE Qo] dFe), 429 Tz LA HEAARH Foldl ool
B3k (utterance) o] Higol vha) MUIE S Uokz Wrh  ERAke] BWRE oud B4
ST (RN MRm TR FAY HA B B4 43y, = LEEEY



130 AN X RO ORI
FREROIM e A BWRSE L ARSI Mz, @ dold $¥4d EE §
F afz A AN Adste HHEAZA BREAS WEEEIA Aol
AR & AATHE A AdHsl A T2 ==t HE - RAR RRESL FA
Aol glet. B Ao HfE EMA o] & oA = FAH dAA Rl TRAA
Aol Az, ol & oJslo] AAHE AL FAHEM Aol BA HE] T THE FouA
ol AAAZ ) WERAAINE WEHeRE BFE Aol Hrt, ©WHy] ElARY o
o A i Sl A 5w olwdk Aol Ak st gty RoezA 2
ScrEre] AAA S MY AAe Awsted AW & QA "ok B FAFAY A
AL FAGA A, Z FAEL §d ot dAA ) Fd z dodA Az A&
2 wste] dRAstE: AT A E 27 wEel, o] AAE £dd A9 REER
CotE TEAe] o BB g Tl ek defAEd %A F& e z FAE
ZA gk 3= Z o)},

A Fete] 919 . A A (deductive-nomological) A malo] u]lZe] B o (Hempel
1966 =), dele]EelA hl(law)ol & Fake 2ol vz #Al(rule)o] F s 9 Fol }
& 7 A 2B HEERLE I (BREBRIEES = Hale) F3e s, A
% (initial) fEEFES A%< Aste 49 Add AR F& 4T oo A4 (B=E
A A (causal)) Amelzt welgt ABEHE F9 3 HE FER)E $24717] S84 3
AL AFetE A9ws & Aok 2@ld, o] EEoA ety whek 2 AdAL
AR R o7 4 g Aoltte AAL AAZ vk d AN BF(electron) &2 ¢ JH
T(atom) <toll A L2 BT (quantum) Ae)E A& 4 gobz spd, A skA de A
ol el A, R AL o2l 47 Aok del & Aolsk vk oyl #AAe] el E
Aol 7ol ol A EeE daEE AHolth, o3 2L dAAE Y 2
o A g oA g Foju,

e

et 43 A4

ol STl A A4Y 4 g dAAA Selwe Prs FAH 9z,
9 TR o7 Aol AL S
£ QAAA, FAE oA 9
ol it Aol |
o4 olels) BWFHolH 2 dolE mFelz At AUT Hik(mind) Lol NEAS)
o golal AAAL &g ol Fz 9] ATel ol wt= A7 Wi (cognition) 9 &l
Aol 9=, delthe vhE LA U WAEEEM 47 447 g
287 B WAkl webde dolshE BMLEEY @ FiEokzsla 47z g
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. 2EY Ayl BEFE € F otk ¥ EFels A& FoAAd KiwelA
olx Aole}A, AR T Fobd FHeke ETFE 5 -FE Al Tyl AFA WAt
of wEg F FAAE AW Aol Qi A Atk FE dele] ol x FFRETES
i, HE, £ 5 g9 84F0 AE4dE AL FAZ & Qx 2T F=
293 3AL Az dFate dAEE @A grh 2y F oo el Akl T
ol WAL %z 20 e FAFZE ol eE vlol ArtwkEF =-Fol AL B
A B, Aol Y dloje] 8¢ T8 ¥AEol wol Yok
FHERy HBolet ofw Bl Wil T 208k AES 4 o 2o & o] Ao 2
S5 e Aol Ak dete AEX AWl AH T =2 ﬂﬁaﬂ Wz 4 Jx2 2 B
W Aozl Tk = A A4 A A Lol dige] waE AgdE s A
olx}h. olo] FtEo] #E F ¥ oA ek =, @Ede] THAE AL AlelA 4
M7 AL o] T4] Hell 27 3 ol LEZHT o] AL 3] qFejo]l A E =
AgA ol 7t HAb Gol v, [WZF g2 lo] i g B A oo &8y W Foletz g
oo] FAejg} WAl Aols) T2 54E& W FoIx, Asld = 4?18t 488
A AA $ oz (olel A& & 3 F FY AY A sheElA Qo 2 sl Ael AW
B} Aolr, o]l AXA (i ZAADS WATY A, ZAe 2EA 7Y A4 F
o W 9 A A &g Falof stz) Ehle] ol EE F7t k.
doid #§ TITFR ol ek #o] FEF el AANA T HAAA S RATEA &
iz B gAe] RErt 3w, Z Evhe Aol #FHFIL o w3l #Bo 2 Molert d
lo] ™ EMel® 2o} 7L 2QA 7 BEE A4tz Be dFe] vk o & 4F
Aol iz <kzre] 7144 4R g A Aol AR, T Aol A AmwiE AR He
= L83 HE Aol ohdrt AAH 2, AAT FEEEY S A0 42E 9%
o Ade T 9E¢E i 2o Aok u$7] Adzkdeld] RN 44 o] Ao
o g SeHE BN o3 BE A WA Boh 28 d S el MR &5
Awete Ao, A EYE £8d 2AE AL ok BRAA AY #EH s
2 Ao A A Fst Z gAe R 2AE Aol BAgE, B TRANEL FeA A
29 e Fn oo FA4d s BES sHEA St 2oh oleje] FHTAE s}
= vz gleh, 223 zei g oelo A gk Gl A& Zlel ehh
a2 72 el A ddA] e RUAGTRoEAL] o8 kel T4 o, 24
= 73

>,\1

wEsty EAEE AASL s EACE deludeh. shbe] BTl HeEdl
Follvt b shviel L B0l Slete Ao KEAES) A=d, zF
Bl A 2w Fold FIEEH, FHRAKC ddMe o e FA kel sbudor @
Roleh, et ofi= shviot 7 Aoz B3PSy ool o 7F e BT W



132 A X aw @ (El0E)

RS AL dake 4l AT, ER AL W, Rk B%E 59 %o
Agslolol Aot

ZE A Folal ANARE ERY F Y& Lolel et AL AT 2uAQ
Fifkoloh. 239 ol EFANE HARS RMHWES BANE WA 2 BRI
81 (formal account) ¢ SE = Bst 97 AEel, A4 AxolA Axet aA
WAL A T8 4 ok AR BB 5 Ax REAR Aghged, @l
Q2% Aokste @S ART BT WO ERES TRk G —fke)
LA AT FHAAN o=, F5E o odoje) A4S xastn rFALLEE B
E Qele Wae A9shE ol Boldtel rhe BEE Ruvh zalm B VAR &
EEHES B SESS R 52 A%l 2ol iy, TN, SeA S5
Ak Al Eo s FadAw KBS Yo7t 2 44 guE 43 Adm d.
Foho) WBERYE o B2 WM Sl 2o WML AL E A oL 1P
S goh zEl QelARS Aeyd Wmind F - MKe TAY FEN AED B
mitAe) 499 @l 9FeE Aox ARRL oAl A Sl & (ChomskyAR) B
el AMAA Sl KR Aol B TAT T e BN TR )
& 4 97 HRAER o4 BEZ b A$E AT 5 U5 2U2s AFEE Ao
A% SR dold ¥ A9 we unzﬂam B o 2ol B4 o woleh F
Aol g Fol, Be AR AFEL LAWK £t EEEE o o3 39 B
I N S S T e
oW WAl Yolrbest B 59 FA WAL AT AT UHEHER Fobs
Zpeh Woleh, o] ATl FEHERL Fikst Aol ELMEB] A9 RIS BHA
oF % Ao Weh @ AFE BT BobE wikkol dT Wukel YA BE Age] F
W 4gel B A FAE devh Azl Adel BE Aol, Aud, Adweld wE
ol F& 44T AW FE dov, 0F 2AF Aold AL FE AAFE ol
ek woldh, EEeIS A7) B HE IHE AE AR FEE AT A A,
A% Aelol A A7l BdE 23, 23 Al BFE Agehe Ag nedl, o
S W4d AATL Bol Slov), THE ANES RANE AW KB F2A $a)
EEES F RS

%A H do@AE AFHE A BEore Aol &Kol oAl ouAAn
s oge] oA sheleh 2 K] A AL AM ZE A5E SEECIG. @
RIEE R EE Bot $& Aol AMERA A2e] 4A a70l AIAL BHRH
% WA AMS) BEE £¥ 41 @4 Ao genz, A9 o2Fd giAE W
A7) BFOE wtgo R s vt Bool, ok Bd@ YolAw s}, zdm 2%

_.
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o bel & He} Fi, vhA ek, B FEMECH R - BRMIEE 98 FE T4
9 AAR o] FARE WEE 5 ddE N2= BE, FE dodEs] TYTAS
shel dEatel Vb2 W —iRIel Gl E@elA sl 2z EEY 434 4F 9
o FHTEER . L& . @R Tt AFHL AdauE dolH, <Aoo #MEE B BE
ol A wlanelTatel & wele A3 HELRY RESIL S s Ak o] Af
= RCEDRRT W dE AT, RIS AA delaleld Al 79 Gol HE sheA Fle]
o] F-of A of Fhci,
29 oelol B2 S FALE WK - BERT £F BA-EBE S o 2J4A A
AlA A 7L 3 HE o] dRA was 2 gled, vad FE HAA4G AR T5H
o] 9 & gholA] el E o] ¥ 4 e, Kuhnd] o) Eu} RIBKFEGLEE o Fo Yz
ek, 19819 o Fo Felviebel A 9wl A FAldeiTH e 19829 TN A=l A
133 FA QBRI e FA g Ao FAge] shie] B ol 4 A g o] B AF
2] Heololrh
Aefo] A& dizhe AEL A7) ARG A TF A BES T 8 3
| ZE(B.C. A7) ol Ao s Ase £atvtz, Al zd e [ZapEle 7
Al Ase £ s, AeAA i}{’r ZA9 ofejgte] Flule] 7] AAGL H2 (=9
9 g M4 217} 19009 = Qoio] #idEel el v 3¢ 93 o FFes F
E Abstel wrh. = 5 19506 w $9k Chomskye] Aol oz doldte Azt HlE
A 5 A _
vt qlgke] it AEE dAS TETAE AV glm, dedel A7) Fele &
22 ##el ok, wEd, 2%E deole A4AL F ool Az b ke wEE
E 0 AoASn golndE xHo] mAA @x Az, 24 deldTE e B
1

S

1o

o9l Aol
2. RS RoiA2 REAS =H
2.1, Aodlejey o4& 4oz gl gu| Bl HEHAd wel g2} gl
& ksl = ol Fol AR A8 4 slek. FBAi(cognitive) 9] v &, JFEH (prototype) 2 V] F,

E(frame) o) & Fo] 9l&r) ohul, BHIH K (checklist) 9 v) &, X (formal)9v] &, F¥]
Jo] &, =H o] & (model-theoretic) &) v] &, 7}% AlA] 2 u] & (possible worlds

o

2.

P
ok

2|

I

semantics), A3} (situation)2]v]E 5 7}A 717 o] E9] ou]Eo] g} Y
BE FAS ALHB ATIEE Agd e A F A A ¥+ Aok A

S 1) o] 74ed ‘S fu 2, ‘4HEE ov 2’2 Fillmore(1975) 53 =% }et

rl‘

L
djru
L
S



134 A X @ ¥ (Rl
A Aeide FHe 4 AFH FA =2 (2 HEEY) 9 o £4 Aol 2ol
o] ¥ 73“?}% AR AAAA 9A4E Rz dAStT Q' Ad4E FA, Aot 9n
2 ol 7 Fdde A% @"”‘é?ﬂ"‘i FAA 7 e Aol A dvhe Ae) o] =79 a4
TEoE WEHE A g A4L #E (model)o] W& £ AAY% FHE
2tole) EFe Ade ‘é’ﬂ%cr: A FEE B3 %ot o] A Sk (compositionality)
2 f99E A, & 299 Yv)E 2 FALEEGE 2 29E P EBAFA)Y
417] £9 g (function) 2} v}, # (intension) 2} 4L (extension) o) 8-& o] L&},
WEE vl W K&RM RAHY ¥ AR =% LMY FEE obid o g
Boll A w A £ BB FEHE, —EKE 2 Btk (clegance)o] HAS Fx, LEK
el v LAY B 8 R4S 24 gEd,
W, AeEA Sl dvl Aol ik, M 4F, EE BE S 305 (cognition)

9 BE ¥RE B4 g0 E BEAD Gk o 9FL Qo] grld AAFT 58 =
A7'd Aes £49 BEE A Aoz 2 FEvh Ao ovd AAE $FE 9
& adz B4 g7 qEold,

2.2. 2™, o F ZUel ¢go] BF YaPeeld o £ ¥r4LY BAE ARz
gl d e Bhol kel @ AdE 2 A A E o A9 2oz ek

Carlsono) EA& Folck & Dowty (1979: 80~87)9] hga} 2L ol Fo] W& =AE
A5 2.4, |

(1) John discovered fleas on his dog for six weeks.

o] o4 discoveris £7H4 0= o) Fol AR AL 7] @ Pol (Vendlers] o] Eu}

achievement verbz 4]) »]7}& Y= for - & A4 osE A o wxl=t, i%l'ﬁ-
B 5ol ol A MEET 655 ¥Hloln AFd Follde Fog wopEe Al 2l
Ao =EEE B,

(2) (Vtite six weeks) AT (t, BECOME [John knows that (Ix [R(x,f)/\ x is on his dog1)])
(f+ fleas?} ¥ F£35., R=realizes)

(3) "'ti'-l ti t|+]
_"F(XJD F(X1)
—F(x)  Fxp xi,xet WA W (2 Be BF)

ael, d714 & KB 14 B AR 55 ek X9 el 2L EFAL THE
BAel WEEE YR HA4 REd el Aok A, tod A xEe] &
A%l BECOMEE:Ao] o] ehdd zlol tAAolA Bo] H2 tAAolA xul%o] AL
BECOME® Fo] ol oliel Zlo] tinAAe] 714 Bo] & Aow d 45 = £2 Tadh
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ol Al BRE 5T BRNY g=lE4e)et. Carlsong ol 9} 7+& i (achievement)
FAbob $5ME (durative) hAbe) Ao BB Hg #IRE ¥ TAYIAAE T AL
REES AT ow] wFo] ofm FAbe fu] HEQl A= HEggrh ol#d ¥4
2 g (g AE HEVF §2, SeEAvtA BEEA §FedE AL=gsn 2o
a# vt Dowty= A4 dtz gl vkl ol 3 (1)L Johno| 65 7|7+ B¢t ¥4 zejz
W 7be] Al 8% mikcbE A& A geTh oo A, staof, w3k ol &Y F
qk ool ol Zhe F Qa, AAe] A F4 vpA L F Jo g F F FEL g F A 4
g X AdEAgE F4 D 4 7 JonE ol & AARA daleh= o Qg 4
L5383 e HEMES A% 4% Do) otk ALRARS for six weeks o]
EZHGIAIE TEY £E2 A BAHZ Wte] o8 AA=HE ‘dAy dE
LR =705 2 e Aoldleh, vt o) &g Z3E §13 34 (relevance) 9
A7 HE FEEe] HE AA R Fdol w3t Lo nEdo] B AL oo =
sk o] AlubE o} of & zleoleh, vk ol gk g ol At wEle] FHAE o

2.3. =elstst A o] e = shte) 99 FiHR (presupposition)s] o]k,
£ 3 A, |

)

o F oy r{n

(4) The King of France is bald.
(5) The King of France is not bald.
(6) There is a King of France.

57 it (definite description)ef T ¥t=l ZA] & &% (entailment) 2 -3 Russells] uldj
4 Strawsong WA FiRA’ A AN 1A% FRAE S FAY A A4
o vEche 2l¢ ARALT =4S Aold. 2T =L du delRRe 24 3
wAHelch gl wE ATt §9) A AA Av FE2m, ofF HRAA ] A4
wd gk e QFolAE AAY FAE R 2z A4EL
Bty FA9 AGA] JFE FA $E dvist gekw g, 24l
33 (implicature) o] & 244 9ol g, 2 EA7t AAZ lojd afel olubA sz o
o 3}7 Am o] ok ¥ Aok, ?53?;2] AA #ETA 7+ Karttunens} Peters(1979) 2 Gaz-
dar (1979) ol 24 2L AAL ngtord, Stalnakar (1980) 7} Gazdare] FALFA 34
AL 233 FAshd A% Gazdarrl AA A AL FAAR 2 wbF AAA A
2 o #aep BAEe] ola] FolA ol A vholrta Qrkm AAF W ok $HE
dgel F4L 98 A= B A% AL A delrbok AW, FAd L o £l YA
o= w3 Aol HA SA" A4E % ARz olo] WA & Fole} gk,

A AANE SAe] Wk AR Aolst medtk: Ro) WHAZ ok g A E
o A B, |

I'l

;(] E-] ;‘q -‘?’_ml ™

L
i

o
3ME
S CEEA L
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(7) Mary regrets that she failed.
(8) Mary does not regret that she failed.
(9) Mary failed. (Kiparsky & Kiparsky 19700 A ¢} 28 AL44 AA)

o A, regret 2L A 2 BE AAAe] Wi AshA AAE Y discover Tof R
o2 s} AAAL AAst 3" ct. Knowsls S A% regretdvtye Aal 7 3w,
gel ‘el BEd EFAAZA L& HAuhd AR Qz HFEA o’ E A
" AA A g AL dots 0131‘31} ';'”’9ﬂ1°ﬂ AR S AA A WS b
regret 5 G Abe] A Bcohe 4 AQdE AR 4 vk, g2 BA,

10 = ool Furt F& A& ke
1D =z ofel&= Fvirf F2 Aeog 4ofuf,

Haiman (1978)e] ‘ZAAL e}y st T4 2445 84 EF Foja AuE
23 grka gYou, A7l E Fojale) Ao obel Aolst Y& AT

AAE FAne FAA AEA oy wF zARAGE GE B AAZE FAA
FAAE 7 Avh(lee 1982 F2), ol T Aelsk AA Aolshd Aelsd 4d¢ F
3l 4 (Greenfield & Zukow 3} o)), =i T4 FA4F Fa4 Fr £93 wyA
2 i o oF & ZAolth, EE oo whEh A At zq:gxa (felicity) o] LFEA = ojuisA
A @A wACk @ otk d¥d AAd A4 24T AAY Qe A9
Zfeelst £Eger], Osgood I7DRL A8 8AE AAF A2 LEIHBH A
Welwhn wehest sh, B BAOEERS od B3 APRA 4de ST Ae

51 9% 4 ol
2.4. Ml oizﬂ owlo] @t FAR Fol AL EETte] o] FAEL sl H gE o}
REE F o2 Az Fo] s WEE ou g AA e HgEenry 2

44 ¥ °d7] " %O Toh, 222 o] AAAE oFule] A 0 E FHFol @rh o}
o (12)9 2L 32 o7 GAE AX 134 2 WEA] EReZ Hggd,

(12) Every man talks.
(13) Vx [man’(x)—talk’(x)]

o) AL Tl A Aol 4% 2 BE A xE BA%E S48 A
B 4 wEd, or4 ¥idd
A7 ALz 77 ‘man’s talk’ e MR Fola A FeA9 delmae gL
el fall FolA = WA S RTE) M ZES Az QuFHAS) Q8 FAAo
2 (recursively) 7‘5131511:}

Y, AL AR TS E JIste od SFEL Az Qo] 2 ofF GRS

B ‘man’st talk’E o AA ] BAEA gz F

Fe

o
boir
-
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Moz A3z olf ¥ 4 vk o ¥ s1Fo] Katze]l 2wl Aduilgezsg uA4
od g olvh 2z FEEE(term)o] WE =G 2 ofAlef W3 Aoz FE 5 AR
gk, Putnamg Sqio] MHA gAe] A=y Al 249 AArdel e A7b ohzt A
39 ddejxmiel Belo] ogi4 AAE 4 vz =utdeh. Putnam (1975)e w2,
‘B3 2L AR (natural-kind) 9] JEIFL 8 e S3AE e 1
Agel AE7HEY Aol JEF Aol Pt S Dol A AFeH g HWE o] AT 2
14 Ak Apshe: o] T Ax Ze & FHsA Rk o A%, TEL XohT

A FEL o] & op}_g]' A e @A ofelEA AR gz @ $ deh 2 -
Zrt dadadels] T4, A, A SR Halge £4y-e AEFEA 25 HL
€ #leh. Kripkes) o] 2wl “fER HEM A4’ F &3] o4E: 2 AAAEY F2 T&
VR (2o FDE vA 4R RebHAE fERE AMEetA Ak Bl$7] A A
A ole) Aabrel JdEE A A d5y A A ARAA A=A A
HZ AQEE 4 vk Zeo] ¥R Adeh Fio] AR g YL FHANER
A" 2§ 9% Aoy Whitakar (1976) 9} 22 A4 didAe Ra Yok

G, AR GFY gnle) ¥ F3}(categorization) =HE A Al FAAHo] F P Ed,
Putnamzl Al = HARE FE&Ee] ‘EIEH (stereotype)” 7d-& A oetz vk, AL =

o ddd AFAHA ARezA 2 FHY A4AL FAL A4dA AL g 7AES
Putnamo] §le)4] AL EiEA Al Hurg EHEM S Adze THach B4
FeAd Aol ohveh. dlE S, ‘B'Y YEEAE YIEFE o] ofd ‘HANW, =X
RAT Fol HAz, 'Y mAYL AT, FHEY, HYE, FHrEE x4

5

%ol Hh ¥el Hr] Sig BaFRaA, F ¥ 9 HOth mAY Lo E
o o
[=]

i
O‘

A= X]
=

~

¥ ARA Fohoh YAHE 1AL ALFEL Lol e dl ol A
ol A}, qFole ‘HFo]’e] A

B ARz A4 ofE9 ddel TH A
#HE 58 dxe AR, =E d3H ADF Yo]A, odold ‘tigerd] mHYHE E
T S
BRI X ofAbsh =l mgdoel 2okl 4 gieth. ‘pen’d] ol F Fw, o] A
deor, z8n 175”’3"1 A stel] whel oz webAA s glcl, ballpoint peno] Edf 7] 3
#e A& pend] A2 E g4 AR EA H R ‘pen’S ballpoint pen 7he) 7] A =) glc),
v, (MaERa) e 296l wza] (Rosch, 1977; Mervis & Rosch, 1981 3:2),

UTE, 52 S Lik(basic leve) WFE- Eavel ohdch RS Mol slEH
AEA BOLE AAdse AW, AT, 9A, dFA AeEA oA ol
AA Aoz vl mgd, HFE HAdste DT ot FTALES] AEFL

b oA g fRstE EdE MR R QoA s EAelsta W, mAo]



138 A X BB GR108D)
aotAY wlEst o gAY mE 1 EF Z9E He glol A #$A Ay e
dold geolErvt ME—FNHA F24 290Ee] o AwFed AoZ PolAvh o=
Rzt 1A ol g A et EEW FEEE W 457t w8, 459 {44 )L
BHAo)erof Feh, 2 Folal o] 3 slEAelstm #AHE FAY v ‘=2
da9 WA o s Al AR £ FrrA 2 4 At B S
8 FANAES Bz FAAL UFES W s B (mage) L 719 £ 731—4 Zi
Ax 25¢ 89, A4Y BARAEA AzAoz FaIE £ e 2 KERRLTH
Aol o zel shE AA2A ERE 4 ek (Kosslyn, 1980).

A7), FEEL ‘RFEH AE Hol'd g8 WAdoez 723 Ho] o t&tx]
FRE AAE A2 AR §& AL vehdeh 2848 AREL AL AAUFE 7
A A REIE AAF 2L o)} =w (Berlin & Kay, 1969), <=1714 dejae #FE=
2838 9¥EN AR o]l E Az Q= AsE ¥ =gt (Ross, 1972; Lakoff, 1972).

1 Yol S 2449 B394 L A AAGES AAZA F(frame) o] v (Fill-

more, 1975 &

.IlO

d2) AAER BES 9382 ¥ 7o)t (Langacker, 1982 F&).

AH A Pl 4FL Katzvl ERERRE S & A o) Fo FaAWd A-ALER
4, FllE ¢ vk LB AE A TF on]F FA e AvdEE °1 35
o g5 el g BAH Y} nld Ao 2elA A, '

FAA BgEo)rt A AT A2 HYFH Sl 93] olo] A FHE A HGTFH
Pol A& o] AAe)w)E4olc, 3, =& 9n]Ed]AE FIRANE (meaning postu-
late)o] A2 & RENMY ANFRE 79 owl wmelAd gEAAT wols) s A4
o g dE 2,

(14) ‘Jacko] bachelorel®, =z AZ# =R 9c}.’ (not married) (Carnap, 1947)
(15) Johne bachelore}. Sylvia®] male relative 257 2 &% v} (married). zZ} 22  Johng
Sylvia®] uncleo] o} o} (Partee, 1978).

4 (147 A8 9% 238 vloj= ‘bachelor’ s} ‘married’ 9} 7HE FHESIHIQ Tl s
9 9v|7} feiEe] Qlomd, i (15)¢ EHPAS Bt ol ‘bachelor’, ‘male’,
‘relative’, ‘martied’ @ ‘uncle’ A}o]9] A So] WaAoldh o 7e BEAKE T
o ek,

(16) Vx (Bx—~Mx)

Kat oo B 40] oF7e] SERI ATE Av2 gles Katze] ou]o] £ K
2) o] A2E ‘Fido is black or Fido is not black's] 443 Exelst ¢u BAg uAT 4 9
£ A4 FEde
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@ aelol sbelrta F4ehe] (Katz & Nagel, 1974), Lakoff (1972)% ©1m] 33 2914
de A9A A gz FAPL 2 o H LAY AHE, JAH Qg w2aH
ANFF 24 048 YdendY 49 5 ANFED FPANE ¥4l el
Beleh o] Quinec] look forE try to find2 HAH WA s ¢Aslz Dowtys o5+

i

ZE Su) g R A A= e
(7 VPV [kl (s, )P (§[TP[P(x) CAUSE BECOME - alive’(y)1])]

Carnap of 2ol ov] 3] FFilaET 49 o3 vlmdedql =k 2azel A
dEe 7 E AR ggen, ‘= dREel (A A A F 8 AW Yl TE
T Ha ok & AP ol Aol ggleh. 2ol AlE ou]lFEY Lﬂ%f’— AR FAolxz A
Aol gk AA8 F-A 71 ol e}, dl A, ‘black’ﬂ} ‘raven’ (Z7}ab7)) o] sl BEE IE
E ozt ‘Bl R2 A7) 2 8 v, ‘black’s) £ o8 2R g, ‘raven’e] &uli= ol »

o A ofel gtk sdelch Zf ol v} #EHE ‘raven’e] ‘black’e ¥ #EeAE

HEE 9 vk Rst BIg A7) AA Qo4 =2ld F3AE Po]F322 3t
4 oA4E AAe 2eolete Aolvh BojEdw AR V.(ROBLOE AA ¢
of FELE T2 283 g9z 3Pk ¢k T Aolvh o]dl A4 Carnape] 4zgt
arlgi e AL 4gat Fastz AHA A9 AL Lo = Atz
wrh eloj3e] 9w Zo) A= ‘kill’e] ‘CAUSE to BECOME. NOT ALIVE'& 9 %chx
T o (B EANAA") Ad AA7 FAF FojsteAe] AYA AL A aFe
A %<& vk = Katz & Nagel (1974)2 (16)3 & o] FFel 4 B9} Mo]
7t 54 Addelsl 419 wle] ‘bachelor’s}l ‘married’ o] A ko 2 1 olof ¥a] olim
A cdofell A S5 2] F 4N IES o] F9) AzkoF wolol §x Carnape o %
BEAvtn whstn olot, Carnap AAle AAFe] & 4& o £g]Le] Buisic),

Zelvt ghH e = ofvis) Ao WA Hike Sl E Oitﬂ gtelo fulsb 2 el
ol Aw A AHads A48 9 93¢ A9y T &9 w53 sEA A
%24 283 Z9el 2 gl vl g FA e whye] Grice (1975) Soff s A o)
2 Karttunen & Peters (1979) S-¢] 9] 3) ug»] =gk, e 3 (18)d] Al ;;01 even-S-
4 (18)9 "Aez244 oulel= 78 aa] @t

rir

e J[m RN

(18) Even Bill likes Mary.
(19) Bill likes Mary.

2z, A2AH dudel e (18)% (19)7} o] 2ok 2a1h (18)9] evens] &
Aol ofule] A eldE vt e 2o Aol
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(20) Other people besides Bill like Mary.
(21) Of the people under consideration, Bill is the least likely to like Mary. (Karttunen &
Peters, 1979:12)

wpel 4], eveng] #&ou] even's] ¢|u] FF(‘even'="APQP [y[Tx[*{x} A~ [*x="yIAQ
(x} IAVXL[* {x) A - ['x="y]]~exceed® (liklihood® (*Q(x}), likelihood® (*Q{y}))]1))<-
T, B4 (18)elv & o}& Fa (22)9 &3 & (implicature expression, 7] 4 Bill-

likes-even-Mary!) ¢| H.3o] ul =},

(22) Bill likes even Mary.

TA& (22)8 FEHFHY HBL o] FE HLAE (eveni (“Mary®, %, Bill-likes-him¢®)]) o]
dojal Su]FiEe] vhE ole RES X ([Tx[*{"x} A - ["x=m]Alikey* (b, "x)]AVx

[[* {x} A\ = [*x=m]]—exceed® (likelihood® (*likex®(b, %)), likelihood®(*likex*(b, m)))11) o] v}
9} P55l evend] & u|(Fo]s There are other x under consideration besides Mary
such that Bill likes x, and for all x under consideration besides Mary, the likelihood that
Bill likes x is greater than the likelihood that Bill likes Mary) 7} 71542 v} o] & o]
A zAH Gl PURAE AR £ BEE, ek ARGes wh 4 9n A
A AR 3 E kA 8 4 ¢l= #Ey 3H (conventional implicature) & 27| .2 Rkt
£ oASgol 42e & 4 Ak AR T Y duEAs ATl B 5 A8
33-‘4‘ 2 o FA dulet wAA ow] Aol WA AF ALl AgE ¥k Add
olg] F-Aell glela] o]e} e u]FF wye] f&3H, ] FiEd AAT dursig
15E2] 7bsAdE BAH ok dpflen, A= FdRA 7} P A 5

fo,
Ix)

5. g A A WES v $AFY TAE A0 A2 B4 o &

49 ATE A RohA Brbe =97} Partee (1979) o ole A7 glek

9% Bol, B F EANA MEFEL A2 REQAADE REASHA gehe A
Qajelul 2 Fol e Aoloh

(23) Mary believes that P.
(24) Mary believes that Q. .

A7) A Psb QrF Fiffiet @2 = (REFRTTHEL 212 belief w2t w] Feld], o7 g
A2)A 2l e FA ] Wl = £k £7ke] wiel WatE Aolaka AT = gleniA
= o520k At 98 FAE Hol glrh o9 vl Eo] KA sEAAe 1A (Hin-
tikka, 1969, 1975; Cresswell, 1973)7} d&®2 = w7z v}, Hintikka (1969)= ‘&
o] Schxz Wy gte A9 B 438 A AgE F AFE FEG A9



RS lolAe] MEy B 141
geh. F e Seff Wit b Eest gHHE Ad e 237 g AAEY F FRE VY
¥ ZloR ¥ Zlo|c}, Cresswell (1982) 2 ‘B WAl 2 7FAA S A Feolm g
EAERERCE Rl Y 27153 AAEAA 2oy 4 4+ gt e w3z,
o5t e ANl $A2 Bl BARG AAS B LAAL AND 2 Gl A Lol
e o] 3 ook % & dete A Az dvm F3e %, HeEdE LMETE
oz SE Re AdetnE do, AAd HAde] BEsdE AL ohHn AdE
oh thgsl 7R del A A F AA @A ETE At gol Folslw AAD) e I
ALe] £ =@ (counterpart) o] F-A| = 51 AF W &1k (cross-identification) 2] Qe s} ==},

(25) I dreami that I was Brigitte Bardot and that I kissed me. (Lakoff)

B QA S #Rse BE Al A AY AES m et wta Al § o mE
Alices] 43 thob Eol7be ZE AAEY AYAAe AL naARAE A Ask,
oube] & ek ko] Ziukgl W o) T Ul Ee)9 A& Hausser (1979)7} A 9tz
Barwisez} ‘43| u] & (situation semantics)’ & ®-78e] o & Aol A stz gl
W, & o] AdFAq F HAe] Johnson-Laird(1982)¢)] €&} A= gl =¥ A
alof ®le, &¢l, AU =2 uke] §Ao] A WlESo] HAH L (mental model)ol ¥4
g o dvka Eoh AAA 23 7A A (constructive)” Ao wEw], AR Ve
AANEE g AANAN e AAZ 2H F—{0A7) S (dentifying) $-A4 7 M= Lot &
7] ®iol Lakoffe] (25)9} 3¢ ¥A= FAE 4274 Gerles Zolnh. A4 nyL
HER g e|y, Barw1se & Perry (1980)9} Barwise (1981) o A & F# %, B& o] &4
SulBr S REE 2z gz AAAY el & o] ofr) s —*’Qxﬂ*’ RE 7}
TAA L BE A A Eel e Tels R olehe A wigg F3 ke Aolth
of Hollx Aeld Fza FAA AL F g Fge] REAE d9E wol ‘OR
(perception) ] =2’ 7} ¢l (Hintikka, Barwise #=) = ‘Wff (imagery)] =8’ & =25
v} (Kosslyn, 1981 =), #fT3 a5 54, A+, D, tH ey 72 wdsia
ot
2.6, A5 A7tdole] dulEe HAAE el LEM el Fasch Adse
o2 goldtd orEL HEMS HAMR 2 bl Aadd 49 ¢ avah
TE e /e A7y grjEE Adgeigte] obyl A lels] m|EAAE
1%61—% g Svlel 29 FA % 4014 BaA @ depd gasel A A%
) Aokl AE B9 Aske @A $249 ez BYAAE T Aolh =z
o) %El% A dnddeld dulol &g HAAS FA AGA 2 A4 ks
S A2 Guloles AAR 4 WA F Aoleh
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3. SERU A M2 HMIEND WA

Aol E o] g F9] 9o]8, =3 Bloomfield®} Harris So] t¥7} 5= v F
o] ol o) o ,}01 A 43} (utterances) @] 2 A 5} (segmentation) 9} 73 $F= =
=4 (téX&nOﬂliC} Aol ‘watA’ wyewA FHFPC AL A e TEA

Hﬁ PN

-
=
Ry

Azisre] #e) o gel sefok Gekw WE AAOIg e ool @2t AE FA &
&, Bz, ALY, B4 5% g—@ﬂ}z, 5 -?s}# Aqelge. FEFIAEL RE
P

del w49 4 H4¢ %zsﬂ AU 9 (mental capacities)o] ok AAA 7o AN E
2#H B F AR o] EL olv] ‘EAE BYLLET AW A uwal A
ke dkA /ﬁx]—((hscovery procedure) & £ 9 4] gl ok,

Zev} olgl AL AU BA AAY FAE AMZ, Aol dF 49 Folm £
AR, Fol Y 4% E/4% ste AHE 24WU vk silleh. ole] Chomskye ¥
A9 FaFe Qdolwre AR FAHz Yol reR A2g Ae4L Do) Tyt o
ool £ AA Al A%l FA G HE A AAE HARE del BAL £ o
Tl A F A0 e} (Chomsky 1965)2h ¥rivh. vhal 2eped, Qdofol &L delsdel
AAA L 3 delFg AREH AAAd FAANAE AR e wAFT & Al
g oA ‘dolBE e 9] FEEY AAR M (nventory) 249 langues] 7
st dslE Aol

Chomsky~} =3l # A9 Bloomfieldz} 7] A 2] (Mechanism) ¢} g AA G
o] AAFooe +EEE Qes £ %x gk, Chomsky: w8 A7) 7k #aps A
Fol o) &34 A%ole) A4 ¢ Fehi Aolshn Welz Yok, Bloomfields} $A4% A7
Aol QWAL wax ¢gE spirit, will, mind 5 ») &=
Aol A Aol AF Aoz dvteE ol EAEZ ARAFAAY A - FZhel A Ftol
| o

1
v IS ok ghehe &) B9 (behaviorism), A Fe] A « F7+9] coordinateFo] A

Bl gtotol ohe AAF, Faug 2FAAE AEAEE BEAE R AEHE AL ok
Aoy 22459, UG A Al st 228 & Y FERerm)wh-& 1-&6 i oF ek
SR

- %

(physicalism) 2] W £4 8 7% 2ZFA7A Fde AAEL
o A4 01 o} FAF9 ¥ 4 « & (phychophysical) o] &8¢ fqlstAlE @&l ?M%
25 FAA L PAA Ao AAAE A o F2E BAMLA I = ¥ A (brain
mechamsm)i*i-% oA A Aol BE FEo AT FAol B AFE AR
et ol Ae® v Rolch FAA At 24 (physical) A Aole] A E

G2 Aol
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od7 9y seAteA AA% for ol SUA (dentity)s] 77 Feigl 1058 #2)
) Ao Ao B Ay E3.

Ex] o] Qzbe] ool B EAHelm ksl BAY Ml Ak Ao A
S A%z 0ot AL odE G5 Lokl A ol TAG AHAE AAse A H 5<P°]
b ik ek olEg AxE Felel #F BAFH K714 W9 FE dAE D A
A (black box)’z} ste] Rz R JAzE HaAolth, el Fze A7, L 2
AL &5 T NEM HEE A A (substantive) R 3 A A (formal) ¢l o] 25 4 (ling-
uistic universals)el @3t 7148 st 7AA (simplicity), WA (generality), [35AM: -
(naturalnessj E o]& #rlo x5S TP JE A= o]k old upel oo}
o]7} o] Al A FoiR & kzhe] AAA A Aol AB EABA EHEE 7P EA
o FHL ARz 2 AW A Ee] AARAY BYE FA ole] st} Wi}
oz AqANA AFE 7185 2 2 AY Aste] et 448 A =
o ol9A Sl FAAE 78S AAL W shnternalize) Fo 24 Aele] F2E %
Zate Heoloh, Fele AEY-wolrt Jakobsono] XA A7 (universal feature) o] E-& 4
AR v\ B olulAddtz & 4 dAovt TR EF 129 A <k (constraint)
of g FAH AL ol ¥R oA ER Xtz Hilch

C

;O

1o

ol 4 4m I vhel Tol AAolEol 2T DA JAPL 1 EEE F4Hn I
A el BAA AF Fx, A Ao YPEL oAz 23 Yo 9w, %
Hee TARNANT 24 B BASA, FA AR A% $He ¥4 22 9

o}4 &5t fx(elicitation) Ag A A deehy zA Wyld Bao] v Rzgom
gt Aol $& Ao2 nlvh. Chomskyy 3ol Abgabe]l Aatd w4z o 23

A FAE 7A g3 e Aol AHdolrt. ool slefA 4L o] F
T T&7 QAR LR Fa7 ARt 1 Fx9 FEF ol F AHAE Ao A4S 9
g abe old = o] Aol 4% A 3 U Fe A2 Ao AfojEE FAS WH
oF & Hoz £
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(Abstract)

Scientific Explanation in Linguistics

Chungmin Lee

The theory of generative grammar in linguistics is pursuing scientific explanation by
setting up phrase structure rules to derive deep structure strings which are transformed
into surface structure utterences. The whole process involves the deductive-nomological
model.

There are two approaches to semantic analysis for explanation: logical and psychological.

The logical position of semantics aims at the characterization of the notions of truth of
a sentence relative to a model and of entailment between sentences. It is concerned with
formal precision, ‘consistency and elegance, not with psychological processes. The psycho-
logical position, on the other hand, tries to treat meaning in terms of all aspects of
cognition. For the most satisfactory explanation of semantic phenomena, both positions
are necessary and must be synthesized or integrated.

Major areas of linguistic meaning involve both logical and psychological investigatiéns.
The treatment of durational expressions with the universal quantifier is insufficient and
there must be consideration of how we perceive the reality and of the perceived relevant
psychological time. Presupposition is an area in which psychological investigation challenged
the two-valued logic and made the notion of truth-value gap possible. Emotives are
stronger in factive presupposition than epistemic verbs such as ‘discover,” ‘realize’. In
Korean the verb ‘al’ (=know) is used with or without factive presupposition of the
complement depending on whether the complement is followed by the object marker
(then presupposed) or the directional marker. Different degrees of presupposition cannot
be ignored in semantic investigation.

The intensions of basic lexical items are assumed as givens in Montague's semantic
rules, But the megning of ‘a léxical item crucially involves ‘the psychological process of
categorization. ‘Evén Putnam proposés the notion of ‘a ‘sterédtype’ of -a ‘natural kind-term.
Rosch’s investigdtion ‘shows that categories, "particulatly ‘basic levél categories, “dre not
arbitrary and ate ‘intétraily ‘structursd by “gradiéits ‘6f réPréfentdtivenss’. ‘In logical
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semantics, meaning postulates are used to show implication between nonlogical lexical
items, Carnap originally did not think of cross-linguistic concepts involved in atomic
predicates of meaning postulates and did not consider factual knowledge. However, for -
the meaning postulate method to be useful, it must have an empirical basis and take
into account the psychological process of categorization. The problem of propositional
attitude sentences also calls for psychological explanation. Formal semantics has not been
quite successful in determining the truth conditions of propositional attitude sentences.
There are some recent approaches to this problem and they involve certain psychological
aspects.

Psychological constraints are needed to characterize the semantic theory of human
languages. Linguistic semantics as an empirical science calls for scieﬁtiﬁc explanation, -
not just a self-contained formal system.

The ‘mentalism’ advocated by generative grammarians purports to get interested in
theory and explanation rather' than in discovery procedures and taxonomy. It is not the

mentalism in the dualistic sense of the term.



