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1.3 LC®IC

TR O B REIFFR ORI & R RKEEEICIRIE L X © L 3256, Bk
LICHEE T 2 DX, HHELIEICH: 2BRTH 2750 (mind) #H%E
TR E T 2 BESBFOLRME R KB 2 & 5 RBimE 7 7 u—F D%k Mb
ThHY, &SI ZNICHED SLBRPHHOFEILTH %, S 51k 30 £
CIIEEBEORBIEBENERIC R 2 T, 3FXEn0HLLES
BRERBEO S IMROERCHAZENT200FTETHL k> T
W3 EEHIMER DF %D < ke & BERm RO & v o 72BR D
ELZWI o T0DEVWIHEEND D, &6, BEGHESHERON
VNS FELSFRET ERLLNS) FEMRICHLEAINZEbHD,
Z b ZHOMENRLHER, TS - AFECEL CRSEEE
MTEERDHDL DL b, AEBE VD, ZOELEEDRAANE WV
FEDIFIVIEE2DREEZVODRHETH D, ZD LD R EFREBFELRE
BEAEETHBEIELZDRETHDID, b & I LIRITIINE
HGIELEo7c I b TRV, FEERELHEHRL T 70 —F MFEL,
MECHZELH D L BFMOFREICE>THBLAFELWI ETHSD
23, HURCIIHEERISIIN e &3 L b BRI M e EAH L Tw 5 &
FEVHEWL, HFRN S AHDL L OfmEH—T 2 & 5 RFEEDPF IR
ExOU5E % THERL, Mo e SRt I NS RiAA D, o508
B SREHmNEEN 2B S b HHIBZ RS ZI A D, FRETIEZD
ORI E 2 C, SEMBICBT 2RO LEESAL L HITzZo
ED EIRFEDVBL OO THEREN LB S SFFH L THIz W,
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2. EEFICHIIB TEE,

2.1. Hudson (1981) D T&E, FFHFFUCBUT 5% 5 LI 2%H 2
&5 LT, Hudson (1981) %2 &0 b THI, BLZ 30 FIZE
Hif, Hudson(1981) %, "EFEFHE VAR T & Sims (Some issues on which
linguists can agree) | £ T 2FwFE 2 FKRK LIz, ZOFEHTIZZ S LITA
B ORAFZEDLOTOTS L En>TEWwA, 20 TEH3, T Hudson
3, BROFHFEORN — SFHEEmL £ F Il h, "TH—0DIE
i (a single orthodoxy) OXEHINEZ TW BRI ' — 2BE 2T, *
NETOEEFLOKEPCHR 2L C, ARSI PNTHELERI DD
EHNCLTC, FEMCEBEFEDIZIZEETIWREORV EBDbN 5
i (issues) 2V < DD PFHRT — < I TEIE L B0V R b 2
L THEIbITTH 3, Hudson WEBIZIT > 72D, AR SEFEE D
NNV AL TRES S 2 &, MAFOFEFEHICT 7 — MHEEE
T2 EwnolzkdRKEELR Y =7 TR, BEOI S ER
SED 50 41E EDFBEFEHEOWMINC LV IER S, MRBR S NI R
FOBRPLHRZHELY A NOpbTHZET L Z L Tholz 722 L,
CURED ) ZDY A M 2D 584 OBRH S TEH T ATz k> T
5N EERT 2 HDOTRAEN EWi-> TV 5 (BEEH), 0T L BAX
DFMCTHHOP IR D2 TH S,

3EHM” S5 ZDY A T NTEMET 2 DIFAROHF%ZHE 2 5
DT, SBFEROFEEFFIHEI®L IR TR2EDHT LD, F
TR ZOEROERICMNTESRETHS I Hudson 2L b &, 2DV
A WM&, "B BT B FEEFE D2 D DERES (the Committee for Linguis-
tics in Education) ; 25K E NIz b DT, K (HE) ~DFHEFDH
s#M: (the relevance of linguistics to schools) WZBH9 % —ED+ I F—
D7D DFIEHERE L TEHE SNz b DTH > 120 Z D72, Hudson 135
WHE, L CHE—FE (B ZRC2AL»OMEE2 Db D EE
HLUTEARD, ZOHEICRS T, E_E5EAECSHEES (FHEY)
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H %\ I3 EFEETHE (language planning) 72 ¥ DIFENZ LS & LTWw5,
2.2. ZRBBICEIZIEBEEDH (3 WebBaSF SHEFOHRLE
BABELR CWCERRZ LT AHRTIES L ZOBERPHERI N T2 51
£ (1994 4F), The LINGUIST List (F7E & BrENTICE T 2 fHHRE L
PHMET2EMRDEE T 272794 ) TZOY R bOERERNT
b3 EBABNDERHEFEDOE KR EZOE AT 2 BEE N Fag, 28
b iz, Hudson b HAEBFET 2 DFFITSML T 5, T & OFENIE
KEFFES DR CHRFBAE 2 HT WML OREBEEDS S ) F 2T A
\Z% % Linguistics for Secondary English Teachers & >3 (BHkZRFED)
HERIEPEBAL ET3ERZ2BXZETHEN, 20D LD TOx-
ford University @ Chris Li %2 2 BFESRD & 5 REBRE2FHFE T 5,

Mo R3EE (EFE) BHIPETHE WD LW EFOMRN L I &
WO RBFERNEND 5D, I HEIZE (o A EfFEER) bzl
bEZoNRV, T EHBL VT, EEELED, B
RIZD, HEEHEPEBLFAETRE VS LFTOBEO LI B EIRES
THrnwZ e, FiEFIE, I8 TEEBEVY, Pk & bHKES
TREREPIBRICILDE I RBDOTIEEV, bS5 V0EODOMEIE, §
FEF L WD FRIMNIEFICHREIN ARBICh B L Bbh s Z e
EV, EBFELVIDEIBEVIHFRRET 22 BMELEALR
{, BHFERORFFEEVPEFELEL L CHLHEmEFATDH, Z

B HICO T Tk, 7 O EME (invalid) 7ZEEESTL
E5 2L, POREETDFEEDHBWEAZEES Lo RboD%
BREBOFEICHREL, BERES, "TEA, DREIEEVE ST,
LI —ERSTAHLI BELWI IS R IV ETNE, Z0D
EH B ETHH L Wb D (http://linguistlist.org/issues/5/5-680.
html) Jo

LOBROBEEHIMNG, TS BT L AEERNT S0 —F %
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ERWBE 0 7T AT BRI L O HHITH B, BARIOEBD,
SR & AEPEOOETIE, MO RINGE T b EEE T D K WEREE G
FEThb 7787y a3 (abduction) AT %, 7757y avEid,
b HANFELFELHR (Peirce D5 T NEBELERE, (Pierce
1902)) Z#HAT 27012, HEFHECRGFERE L, 2RI ICHREE
T 2EEANETH 5o Z ORBASTROFEICAEY GEHARE) %5,
BIELUARS2REE L THRIET %, WO HERZEVRL 226, HHI
O EVBI FERMEELIDITTH S, 2Dk, BARRE LR,

FNMEIE « BEEIND Z LT LD IWRFEEICLER L a3 5,?
72R2L, 25385 TH, LLIHMBOANRDLERL 2 FFEE L EST —
FIZb LD iR £ 2HEIRZ E0 S b ERLO T & S
5 DIFHT I, ERGRCARINIBAFTEFE ORI DL
X2 LZEHDLDTH b,

WETNIZE &, SEEPTREINS £ 5 Li 0#Fmicx LT, Karl Tee-
ter (Harvard U, Professor Emeritus) 75, Sig¥ (&) 2SHEIN &
WH ZEiFRL, REBNEDOEIEEERTHLIL, SEBEFRITEHET
HHZDBXREIZL, SEHIMOKRFVVTIIERE, ERPADLYD LT
BERM &7z (http://linguistlist.org/issues/5/5-689.html) » & 512,
University of Bergen @ Helge Dyvik 7% 2 %&b, SEBFOHR2E
ZBZEMFRBIOVWTHZL LW LD DL LAEBEmERZ L2 L
AR THIRPRERZ L Lz BT, FRBRCET2bhAbhOMFHD% <
SR ZEL TBY, 7% OFEF LOMREIR, ~XDOHis &g
(government/binding), I =<Y XA (minimalism), #— (unification)
HBH0IET LATHAR (lambda abstraction) &\ -7z 2 & OMIEROIBE I
BE2Z e fEaons EEREBRNTWS (http://linguistlist.org/
issues/5/5-690.html) o® 24> Chomsky & iHBH (EEEH) L3z i2h, Wiges
BEIWS e, RERBZLOCEKRTCERELZHEAT S Z LR
HaEREIR~NZZ BB 5 (Chomsky 2004: 79f)

& T, HRRRERET TEg, WS L 72 Hudson &, H S ® 1981 F£DFw
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plll

DEBE 2L DD, FSHEFORMRIZIBZFHROZHHwHLZERT X, &8O
H2HDLYEL W EREHFT DL L DICHBBLG TOEHEFOHM
MRPEEL Tnd, BT 312, ZZTORIR) THEABEDOZWHEDS
IFHERN S HDOMETH Y, ZTHLIMNIHEILEL Twbd ewd B
BLoTwWbbITHEH, ZOBROFROFHAICES LT, ZORAN
B FROBRE KL TWw b h, §—ERS THZ0bMEER TR
Thbs5,

2.3. EBEFED M—DEE, VTWFOHENBPORL Ko
735, Hudson 73 2 &2/ U7z 30 i L BIAE T, HRLH S FFEF DI
MO DEEDLY LT3, Hudson BWYEFEREL TWwWic k512, 2Dk
DEEF L MOFMSE LR, FHEELVLDLW S “ratchet effect” 1
FoTHYD TH#E, 2T Wb 2 LBFLirThHS, HimcBIL T
ERERDIIEDNZ <, ZNIHECHBFOLIL L FBEHFEL L, Ly
L, ZOEBEHEHNLEL L THELERORMBDRvEHLOND I &
&, 2MFEIFERNCT XV A BREEES OB Language DWRETH E L T
DR DORE T, Joseph (2008 : 688-89) 232DV A+ ZFFL Tw
Bl Hbbrb, Joseph iZZDV A b (Memmata”) IIEETEML
TV bDOPRBLZEBET RS DL H 5D, RELZBRZLINELOMITL
AERWEL, SBEERERSE 2 ZOMEN « HikiRNER S Lan-
guage DS EUTB Y, EFBMRICKET 2FENEHEIH ATV E Z
ETRTO (BEW) WREEZELTWEDELT—HEZED TS, L
L, Joseph DZ S LI REL NI TH B REEMEFEOTRER E L TOTE
HTH2 ZLICHBIRETDHS S, 2220 FIF LI, SiEMHRT LR
BREFORELR EIC X 2HBEFHLI D, VA MIZLHDORY XD
Bk OwbIEECRS gL Tk, SEFEMOGREER» T
ML B2 TVWEZEDBETER Y, LD THE, k5L, BEN
BODIEFEELDSHEDL LK,

Hudson & IFIZFEIKFEAIC, 2D TAEREWRIR O 12> 72 McCawley
X, XEFRDEZ AL, TRENN2 DWW 3 DU LEDONEN 58
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RIS I E 40 b > Twuo e b THIE, TFEOED RV DRHS I
ME-S> T2 DR EVBRWIELTYH, 2l Lb 3TIOEEmD
Br1255E THE) L2 e3H 3 (McCawley 1982, Newmeyer 1998/
2000: 7)o ZNIFWVPIZ D McCawley 5 L WEERIZY, GENR VW LIZ
DWTIE, ERRSCEEE &L T v 2 BRATE B E O Fauconnier
10 FIF ERNCRD & 5 IR T3 ©

EBEENEGEL LR IR VEDORIHE — T bbb, 5
OWERBZ 5L BT LWwE WS Z &2 (language is diabolical-
ly hard to study)o LU, Z®dD7F % (the how’s) ¥ (the why’s)
2 HKY (the what for’'s) IZOWTIFAT L HEENLWY, DOF D,
BEEIMRINELDH,, FBELFEIPL2ZLELNICLTI %1
DRETFSNDLD0, B¥OIOIFHEMELLI ET200, F
BBADIDICDH DD, FLFHEFRFEI LTLEZDD, £v)
HTIEAEV RO THS (Fauconnier 1999: 95) jo

% il

-

Fauconnier & Z 1LIZHET T, LD T ~ND AL kD EART & % B
ML, @7 70—FNEFEOHICHKE, 23 2=7—varBIEK
—OMEEBZREILIC L2, 2LFRBOSEEEZKICNET 2 LA
EVFRETTERE Lo C, MEOTE MR E —RIEEZER L TWE I %
B B—75, ERSGED BERL S RERER % T h LSRR RAIE RS

BRHEBLOEAEDbE VS, DFY, SEN—MINLTMGEN Lo
B FEVDVTWE 2k, SHEPEREZBELLEZ2BRE 2R L Tw
528, BaaMRAIE VI KIIO—AICT ERnI L, $LEHENEHET
HERHABIFZ I E S TLEDZELSBTHE LI BEHIPREADOERTH 5
(Ibid.: 961) , FHISRBFHE DO FEEHED VD & Y Th % Langacker &, ZD
10 FIZ EHTIC, RV FROBEFED "GE, OMEIcHNn T, RAE
FEEEMNZ S LI TAE, W ALAEWIIETH S Z L2 HHICLTWw 3,
Thbb, HROSHEHBOLEREIC D b o, KHOERFELEA
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KW 2 T e B ZTANTLEDELT, OFESIT7 VTV AL
DR (algorithmic characterization) 29 HERMER & LT, H
ARENC £ 0 LFF ORI ESR LI S TR TE %, (i) 30k (&
QITHERERR) WL F YT OB & ML U 72 BIME O F B S O fliE T
HY, Fiz (i) EENFRESMTOBEFICA S &0, ZRITEIESEME
b EOK bABOBRGREFIC L > CHRYNCEIRTE 2, L) 3EEE
F, FRAICEEE WS BREHEERIEZ O LI KA DEE» S WA LIz T IVTE
ENEDT T % (Langacker 1990, Geeraets 2006: 29) o*

29 LT, ARk BB R £ v S BHEBRAL - T 23l B &
Z 30 BUEFHT» SN T WA b Th 528, 2 LUHT» & OFEL OGRS T
Tu—FbEENOEZH L DD, KRELTHEL TW 3 DOMBBRT
b5, itk HEEM & IURBH L A D> T, <L OMHERLFEIE
EFNTW3, UEDOZ NS %2BE 2T, Hudson (1981) O b7 TH4E
B o b KHEHIRIC» DS D EZOBERICAZBENT 25 52D
R THRELTCAR LS,

3. Hudson (1981) @ TEE M= (anchor points)

3.1. TEEH, DEHE Hudson (1981) 3% DEALET, "HIZEDO—E
ELTHE2LE, ZORBEIDLL LDV EDDHEBEEWEREEATL
Tk o b g bk, TEREFITERIC, BEIRICL ST, Wb
DAL TS Z L3 E 5050w < (linguistics really is making some
progress), [ANELRAAL L ZICIZZFSIEUBAEXHH A I, F0H
Whb THEL DSRIOLDONEFENICTWARZITTIE RV, EREEL
TWwd, £z, "6, WL THEEN R D ZER LD T TEEWI D
VAMZHZHDEBHCEI WS FEWRZDTMZ o250 b BIRYDH S,
DEN Lo LGN DH L FHEFE RS TN EHEAHE» 555 bDICT
L2EHTEDLETIERRTNS S & 512, Hudson 3T SREFEE AW
WHREIBZ 55 BERZ2 WX 5 12H 2 20PN E B » Han Ch %
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ZEWRHEL BRI BARLIRE R TELI LT, SBEREFER-
THEBZN, DY A ME TEEA (anchor points) 5 & LT (
T) FEETK DU 2WEEELH L ELTV0D, S512, ZLOFEFE

DER%ZKILT % “areference work” TH 2 Z DY X b ZHREICEEL
i, HMHFEEBUCPINEIC b2 L5 8Dl bwnd,

3.2, "EERIDER LUTFTTRIOVA LD bEHEMFEORNRE S
&, HDVIFSEERE D S 29T 2Bl R IER & D B CRES
T30, hiF Tl X 512, Hudson O F BR324 % IEE 5
DET IO EVI LD Y, LB, 9 L—RIEBERD S Bz,
HrVIEFRBCENFLS, DEVARGTOEHEAENTINETHSERLE
GICEEPRONT I b BRWFREESEY L, iDL E N %
SG—EMER LEHELTALOTH S,

Hudson D HIF T2 MEFH S, 2w L MEEL BRD 32K lsh
%o

1.

=S 2,
muu%%/m

i

SR OWFE 1 (the linguistic approach to the study of lan-
guage)

2. 535, 5B X WEAN (Language, society and the individual)

3. SEBOSE (the structure of language)

AT, ZhoDEBEFHELS 1 2L, HiaPLHERS L U4
i« SCRICBEET 2B T2, 36 dbnlohEdhHiFln,

Hudson B EEED 1 THFTWEDRRDOS5EETH 5,°

(la) SREFERISHELRBRNCERT 2 — T bbb, WIALATREZRHK
BEITH XD WEED, FRFEEEIDLLNEDLTELL, HHEVEED
wleb TS, EET N, SHEFEFIANTHY, BEEbOT
E720,)

(Ib) BRE¥HE W Lo THHBRDOFEL ZRRIFHEOMETH 05, Hix
DO RFREFEVSNEE 2 2 OEE (L1, BREEET 2 Lo ERE
Z OAOLER B & USUBEHASR L OBIb D IZB W THIFEL T 5,

(1c) BEEFEIL, BEDEFEDO WL DL OS2 b > TnwbDh

HHH
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BT 2 7 OICSFEDME (theories of language) T 2, SiE¥
F AN — R BEER 2 AT 50, FESHOKREZEHEETT 201 L
TEEN PN,

(1d) (Godhs & UEER) SiEFICAAIRZEE (an essential tool) 13,
SINTHY L HilE SR 2 R T e OHFTHEE R BV A Y BEETH b, 1GH
7z, H2VIEHEOA Y FHEFEROMBICL I R2HZ280D
(sacrosanct) TlE 2\, 72720, ZD% IIHEITT % FREFOFMOBE
Th2H, ERIIEE  OEFRILHGED IZIZZOEE LICEWKR TSR
FHRIZL>THRHAZhTW 2,

(le) BEEFEOE—HMWISEMHB L MARNSHEOME 2HET 2 C
EThHb, LinL, SiBEEOTICIZZ 5 U BN EERA 2S00,
Toe 23, BEL LU HEBEECE_SHBAB T EbIANIbYERE
BEOHRRICILTSbIADLDICRZ LI FERCEEITohTw?
AbWnz,

BT, 20977y aryOMBEIBREETES 2V, ZORMLE,

(2.1) §%E (Language), (2.2) 55378 (Languages), (2.3) BREO%E
T (Varieties of languages), (2.4) Z{t (Change), (2.5) %5 (Acquisi-
tion), (2.6) ik & 7S DEIfR (Relations between languages and dia-
lects), (2.7) 1781 LCdD Z & 1X (Speech as behavior) TH %, £7z3
DY 77 vaik, (3.1)FF (Pronunciation), (3.2)#Ei (Writing),
(3.3) FEz2 (Vocabulary), (3.4) #iFEsm (Syntax), (3.5) &l (Meaning),
ERo T3,

3.3. TEEIOBRA (1) ST, 10oWERARCET 2 5 HEOBRX
WINL LB DEY DBRVEHE VI RETH LN, ol JHENLL
bUTIERV, &K, BRT2E51, (Wb -EbEZIEISAT
WBHEIIEHZ D,

7, (la) BEARTHEFOAFIFICbAON—KiwmTH Y, (le)
DHB &S B, — BRI, "TEREFIEEHEORERNNIZETH % (linguis-
tics is a scientific study of language) 1 &\ 9 BlIHRAFENWEETE S L
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52 EHTED, YO A, Bz L 3SR ELTY, TFFHEO
BEEIRTTE ) OWNEZ K DIERECHIEL &5 cThiE, COERS 2R
DFEMb2bDERD, 72k Z21E, Anderson (2008 : 795f) X, FATDEH
XT, BFEERIWTZE & v 5 EWRAY 20 THAZICHE 0%l (BEKR) 25 -7 2 &
WHILT, WbWw 2 TERAIER, 1T L7203 > T, BREFED RN i
KO—EHDERELXDHLWIET 7 AP TRZL,BLAZEI0WI bD(FE
FE=FHFE) 2L UHET 258 OREICH 2O RO & D
HEENTHZ LTET %, Thbb, SREFOEKROHL & 75 25513 (F
WIEEREGWTO) TEiE) 23 S 2 2BAMEREOE 1 (the nature
and structure of the cognitive faculty that supports Language) T® % |
EHELTWSDS, Zhid Hudson 28 (le) THEKRL T2 FRE—HD T
B, ONFHEZ L VBHMBFEFV CERELELLDDEVZ 2,7 WTh
DEW b FEEEHRREREIY: (an empirical science) TH 3 Z & BXH L7z
bOEMERTE %, Anderson iZd 5 2 ABREFEHACHEZICB T 255D
B EOBFREBRACTL 2T TRZWVY, HLET TSHEOREN
Woes ol & 7% 2 KRB AORBAREED H 2 M 23S 5 2 &L L AT
WELITHS, TNERHETIEED & S wHmINIHEY L5 XL, TR
FH, 7 7u—F R LU EEREOEEZBRVWAATHS S, AR
DESCFHEFZARRFLFABEO b DL A2 2 LIZDW»TIFYARFHERD
H 5D, B DORFERINIE TIRIMEES EEARENE (falsifiability) 233K 5
N5k, D0, BEBROBIZECL > THRIEL7: D KB L7z D T & 5%
ERBRTZEWRREERDLEATI WV, 12720, 29 LIEAES®Z
JANTY, FCicfithiz sy, RIEE L SFHEOBKREZES L6523
DIp, B2 VIS Tk P SEE R &, BT e s 7 Ao n
TREEDRVS LS, 205D ONEM I ZPBAEDOTEF B
ZF B O E Vo TR, 2o OFFIELAT O 4 EHAT Tk
Do

3.4. TEE, ORA (2) —SERoHE X2, HEO (1b) 2ow
T, FFRHRNEFED, VLT ZOMECET 20O TH2 I L&

x>

I
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BN e b, BN OO, HENL2b D LD S A TR
bIc2% k7 7u—FbHE L ERDTVELET FHEFLETH) EE
WL 7o TiiEmOFRCRY ) A EEERBGRIC A2 B, L2L, ZOHEDLE
SV T Fu—FREBME, EIICSHE (BAL) 2HEBESGN, BEW
HRELTH DD, BrtlGEI 2SR HABENPEH N O DT & & DB
BEAT, SETEBRVNIVOFFEMICED Zh Lo L EANGF
BEHIC LT, HESOMND EEbIZ, HdEmditad - S —ED
EbbDBRIYURTH L, 2%, (Ib)D XS5 HFHIE, EREERAST
A (1980 FELAHNCIZ £ 72 COEMRBES L Twikwv) PHEEESHEY, 1t
SERE R EOXN EEMFEM BT LT, ST o —F 2RO 5HR
WWEoT»AICTEENEONLEVSTLIWDLITTHS, LL, T

AR ZNERTRIEADD T LOFERL HMEZ B WY, EERORIC S
TWhdAry VT =7 %O 2T, BRKEBERNB L ONFIH 7 158 %
#F3 % (Fauconnier 1999: 99) , X A2 FEEBICH £ 0%, SiEOME
(HES0) R RIF—RIFBAIREIC X > TEEO T o Twa AT, HiE
WTHHEBEEN AR TRV EAZRAMBEE T, COHEDES %

"(EF6) Wi 22X 2TROFRET ZHECIT IO THES L
W TH>H9,

DWTRD S, BAEDF Tz 2 305 & v o TR WK L RATS Y
OMHENGEL S 252U M2 % L 3hiE, 2hid TSRER0L G
0, AfEME) ©#&THD (language is a window into the mind) ; D & 5
BYDTHD D, BAGEF L, REGRIERICTIE, TSFEIIER 2L
L, mET2DIMFEHINSG, FZNIFEEFECTABIFEEICES
TLODOE (a window into the mind) TH %, &35 "HWEHEEES
7z (Fauconnier 1999: 96) ; &\»5, F/z[E[E D Langacker 'St

DRMO—EHTHY, SEAERPAOLOBEBICEMRT 2 AT TSI L
— ZZETCREAN, BEWEMDL T, ZL07 Fu—F @I sk
RT3 (Langacker 2008: 7)o LrL, "BEEBLOE, twolc kS
RRBE, b ERAEGEEZLIESSGETHELDN T D TH
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%, ED TEHREFEXEOREIRTIE, BiP L) HfERR—MAEZ L IR
50, L/ IRONEORERERS 2L LIS (L &1 TRWERE %
72k TI-888, LWEN3) (Hauser, Chomsky & Fitch 2002: 1570) 4 &
W eRBIHEDLILE,DED, BBOVIFEL &b, SEVPABOLD S
wﬂ@%@%%%ﬁéﬁﬁﬁiﬁﬁoka%%ﬁ%@@@i@ DA
ZTCKRADEER S TEE) LTwb EATIN,
3j.rA%4®ﬁﬁ(®——Eﬁﬁ4L0vT kR ER -7 (1
b) OFERAY (1c) &b I EFYUARTHS 5, (1c) FIEEF
HERDOZIRIEZ D 2 & DIEH, SFHOFHEZHHT 2 —HHHwmD 5 »
FRIICEATCE 2% A 5O EMHMET 2 A TRREILCTYH, Hin
RESEOFRDO EL SPICHEBEEBL 7 70 —FHLHTH S 2 LICH
BLIBRRTH 2, EEOWSREFCI#II Lo T LH 20 2 DI/
TZ b TRV, ZOBBEEKIFEELZRRL TWw5, FELFHE
Mgk o Th, GHERY L2EPOGEIFTWS ETH L, RERNET
WHIE R b SR L E R ORI - BB % & bl T — LR =
OETHTERELCTH S, 72& 21X, Lakoff (1990) 3B F T\ 238M15
FEFED 2 DOEELRIEENES (scientific commitments) &1, (a) A
ERODH oW LA EZ LT 2 —MFEHAERT 2 Z & (the generali-
zation commitment) &, (b) ADFFEDOUEAPAOZTHNCE L T—MHHY
WHISN TR ZEEFFELRWE S IZT S Z & (the cognitive commit-
ment), T»H2 (Steen & Gibbs 1999: 2), Hudson MV A b BAFI S L7z
B LB RED 51\ o TRBAIG EEFL, ERCGEIClb 2 #il %
HDELTWEEIICAHZDD, ZORMEADIIETEN D 726 LIcF ik
Dix iz, ZOEWRT (o) BHEFT—HRMELTABETELZ DI
TER,
3.6. TBE, DM (4) —ERXENAIERE HEO (1d) O
F, SEBEONTPERO O DHEE 2 HECHEIMSEDOobT A F
BOKLEMETHY, ZOBBREERIEIERZ S LESORIIZE >72< B,
L»L, E5WIRXFIFEE, £50I5d - EEEE2RET 2 D0FY
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», HDEVRLEMEND L DD, BEICDOWTIR, £ SICHREHEmT
Db DDA FEICLH S5 DI85 EIHTHb,

AZ AL TR, BEEEL TV A G CERZESME I & %
ZERENT, FILOEGRTEAINIBMSEECHE AR D DIT
JESEDRT EBD Thb, £V LI T 7 u—FDOEBENHILDERSED
BERPMEENOIHDB X D25 T s, BEREIE, ZOW5eE LEE)
WHHIL TWwE EbF 2 5, 1990 FRUED I =<V A+ - Tar I A
(MP) TSR KIFICEFLLH, 22Tl "TADSRERREDH
AR I HEEMEIRYE (discrete infinity) DR TH Y, ZOERIEIH 3
BEOb DR EVIZLT, T LWL ORELHEANEFICL LD
{ (Chomsky 2006:183), & &5, =T, REOSFEREITEILEDT
FEREJIC AP, PREEOFEEREICE, T (F) fE (recursion) s S
R B 4 > 8 — 7 24 ANDERIZ TN EEND L H DD, *
DEHICIZHER, EHE Gh), BANEWR, V¥ ar GEROES) O
& (Efeim, #B) 5L w3 (Chomsky, Hauser & Fitch 2002),

3T, B (BRI &v S R ERERE IS, BERETH 2 "6
& (Merge) , & ZN2ilz ¢ #EHNH 2 L &b (Chomsky, Hauser,
and Fitch 2002), 3 7xb b, BB EEREOSETLS 2HEa L, Z0#
TERMIRICIR VIR 2 LiC & > CERERIOER 2 ATREIC T 2 & 1 ftho
HYcidaoh s wEREHEREORHBE 2o b HEICE 2EED D,
X LW REESIEICH 2 Y 2HET 2D &IOS, X fEEL IO
Y AT 520% TGS Evwo, HIEE, DETo TamEsRL o
‘B2 Rz L, BB ILATOZRA O %2 R 729 (Chomsky 2004
154), 29 L7 Merge 3 X DIREE TH/INAEZA: (a minimal require-
ment) ; & LTOERWEEEZ 5508, T 6 b TAYOIEMNS 2
WIFERIZH LD BALDFE M bR VwEE, "Thichbbo & bEEK
BhHDIDOT kL, "B EN (conceptual necessity) s 23H 5 & L
TEHEIN T2 LT 2ME D25 (Postal 2004: 323f) ,1°

3.7. TEEIDHE (5) — RMEBRENDAIEE AI/FHEEDHID
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FRUCDOWTIE, BRI TMRIC H 2 BAE T T HHEEIIMT:
2% bDTH %,

RAITREEE TEROBREZOF A F Iy 7 R CHET 2EORE (a
genuine science of meaning construction and its dynamics) ; & 3§ &
T3, TOLOEFHEOERICH > TEHBEZHEATITVEY, WAILALLRE
RCEREOBNRL T2 b0, SHEEHPEHEERLEEOMBLD 5 A
F 2 v 7 AEFZTW»EEHA (Fauconnier % Goffman 127 & > T “back-
stage cognition” EFERS D) OLHE L@ E 23T 272012, &
F R RAIERICHINT 2 SRS EEE b, £ IckE> —1b
HIFEDORABEH B2 I bDEOE LTS, T THEbLNLEH
BHEEDFE 2D E LT, "&2HE (reference point) 4, "7 > K< —
77—+ 7 Yxr ¥ —#HE (landmark-trajector organization)j, "X ¥
7 7 —WJE{& (metaphorical mappings) 5, TEEFE(LERAIE TV (idealized
cognitive model) ;, "EHHEHUE (construal) ) R ERDH B DIFHAMD EBD
Thbd, ZITRIFETERVY, ZOMIC b RETFEFCRHDGEL
B IARH S LOBEREECHEBIO L2 D COEREIC B LD
$ONFESTEERTH S, "EREOBEHRICH > TEEIKBL T 5 7
H—MIZ b 5 b DEEREMIZE D 235 E U Cid#iI B nwd DT
B5I0, LIEENE (BEERY 2087603 SrflExLEL
B0, JERRIEEADSEEE PHEE FRERICL o T3 5D LD % L OH
HrELb I IOV TIEHH D H S (Newmeyer 1999/2000: 366) o

WESZERE 12 DWW T, Fauconnier HE b ¥HE DO FEHERZHHT 5 DI

gimmicks DEIBRBDERPORNERVIEZT IS0 LIIHEDE

MEFEHOLI LKL ELTEY, o XS LRMOEHENERES
U%@ﬁﬁf@ﬂﬁ@%ﬁﬁﬁ%%kbf%@E%ﬁ%I%bfu%oO
20, DEENPSDOT 7T ¥ 4 7 (prototype) 4, "B — HIDEHE (figure-
ground/profile-base) y, 38 7 ¥R ATHIBE (AD) BX U 1 134S
FpoD "7V —24 (frames) s XLE TV (cultural model) 5, & 723X
FRWFEWEBT R A 77— kE, TNEThOSEHETOHRELTU®

40—
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I BARIELBEEZTTVDE ET 5, 512, T A =3 —(metonymy)),
FX > Z)WA~R—2Z (mental spaces) 1, "HBE&IEK (conceptual blending) |
i EEREMRICHER T 2R b A RICET TS 2 Z s I I
T3 EERT % (Ibid: 97) o Fauconnier i L, 25 L AETES
N7z BRI, B (Economy) , BED#—1E (Operational Uniformity),
A —%1t (Cognitive Generalization), &\>5 3 DOEH N & Rtk
T &S (Ibid.: 98f) 1!

% 7z Langacker b 88AISCHE (CG, AZEEE TV TREE OB
H—, DD DBOELREA =X LNEEESEDDH 5O 5588 TIEH
LTBY, @mHRICHIZIC, FEFICEHRRTETHRbh T BRICH—
Wiz 52 5 £ 32 TSR (symbolic view of grammar) |
B Bh, I THASKZLDENKROSRENTELEY (psychological and
linguistic entities) DIEBEIIFZHAE X 225 L ART 3, £-EWE2H
DENEDT 5 EARFE, LIERE WO A THA (natural) 72: LT
3% (Langacker 2000: 3, 14f), & 1Z\W 2, NRNSFETH BLUE, UK
BT I THELN SR HFEIHIHOHFEEMEEL Twa L, Rl
BEHFBEOLDLH B, 72 21E, CG TIIFFHEIZIE, EW (semantic),
FH (phonological), 5 (symbolic) &9 3 DDFEE, Larb ZdD 3
DOAPBEZ LT 20, EEEETEWRME (B L HElE (%
i) 207k < (AT %) Wil (bipolar) Hhi LB D %, ARHED
TR LB OIS, R, BER X CCTHEDALLEITR D
W, XEHIEER YT N, V, NP (Nominal) 72 &5 ((EEMICE X) f#
bz L, BEREHEIEERRLEVEZ SN TRV I B EDH B AAIR
TH Db, B HEE» o EH LS 2 AL T 2R IEESHALT
(symbolic assembly) & FEIENL %48, T & Merge OMERE EDE N IZ 07
53 L bHAMETIT RV,

29 LA S BRI b L O 9, EENICFRICSHEERY
RN U CHEEREA O HFE PRI ZH > TR 2B UIEE D R,
BEEDOHLIEE N ZTNOMEGR TER I N TV 5, RAR THR
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BRDEFRIOEETHNCL T, #HEFOHF R EOMRFIERRIF DO LS
RFEBICE 2B O ICHE VR UET, LHEEMEIEES 5 /735 b L
(BE) shTwsbliFTbiwv, b%AIIZ, Langacker (2002) 130HY5E
TS FTHEL LT, EBOBEm T TLBERME (psychological
plausibility) ;1 & V9 KB 2> T %, FAIE BRI BT 3B THER
I A Y SRR O OV TIE, WNEBICH > TIEMIEICH 2
#E (2009 :65) b, GRAD BREFCB 28L& 52 "HEEE (con-
strual) ; 2D DB TRD L DB T 5 2 & IFHBRED,

F(RHE) FEEHICHENLD (CHEHE> OFACIIAMOS £ & 25
HIRENMBEE LS 2 2 2Rz, ZOBOETRIIFTFMEEE 2 W 72
EMDL RGN ThHh 5P, FLb» 52T 5HRIE, RLT
HUBENDIENRELNTVLEDOTERVHDOD, AnEn-oL %
WEBAERR &2 0 2 5 RIEEBHEZ BT o Tn T, ,\W@be%h
ZTHOEERR L VAV TEARNCEHIS N TW 32T Ewvwd (GE
VRV DOFEmBEESES) bOoDkSCEZ S,

ZO L2 L bRBAEHEFACHENmMN L 310 TRRERNRER, &
FFand (53 2009 :83) HEOV O Lk, —DOERE
&, 50 L ZABESE» S O EEBINCERT 2 2 Li3dmun,
HERAES (theory-internal) DMEMEICIE CTeBESEE NP2 Bnic®
Z0O "TBERMLE (MR) M EHRFATILESDH LT TH D,

L2 L, SiBAcbh 2 8EEEEE O LIERES LB 2 FFHT 2000
FREHCEBEs2WEE, %< @?%#‘@%?ﬁf‘ﬁbnéﬁﬁ%x 4
i, L CHERPH S A0 b OWET 2 AEO RiAAITE Y, A
RS @Eé@%%ﬁﬁ%@k&x%rb%%fﬁj®%ﬁkbf% El
FHEFA ORALEIRICH S b DRSO S TRMBREE LERSTE L TIEA VY
» %, Chomsky i%, "® 2 ERRFHONLINICEET 5 L1, ZOME
DEMPOETHIHEETIILHTEZS,0D12E L, "HAHEETOE
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H (truth) &XAIS N2 0FEEITZH D 2% (Chomsky 1980) ; £ LT
WHDIFLLHISNT WA,

HER CLBEE LIS A EEE2D S 2ENMD, BROoL22, Th
ZNOMEFRNEROME £ LB U T THES W & iz, BB O
bOWEEERZ IS 50, AXREERHESRIZOETY, SB¥ERerkT
W& - FAREOH—LEREICH» S B X Ao g0,

. ARMREFEREDCIFR

4.1, HRMRELTOTERE, ¢, LTI R b OHEGRNZES %
—BY AT, RECREEROBICENFH 2P0 T TREFL
THE S, D72 Hudson (1981) @ (1a), (1b), (le) DiFAH, (2.1)
(Language) OEFHEIEHZ &£ 0 H1T 3, OB EZEEEISRERIEA4
T (an empirical enterprise) TH 23 Z &k, EZDENLHRNFTIED
WETHD I &, T2i2L, HEPEREPLMO.OER, LRy A7 A LB
HLTWEZEE2EDIBDTHS, 512, (le) DEIFD "EFBFDE
—HHESHE B L MENSEOMEYEET 2L, bbb THE
T2,

nu[l

FEFONR & HINCB S 2 SREFHE O R 3B nd 5 Z L
ERRAIE R L AR CCE O OB T h il L BY Th %, DXt
MEIDO DO W TIZHER L TB L RE Z L1, Chomsky IZ &> T3, e w
IBERIEL D bR AMETHh L 2L, 72 THRE LwIoR X
DY T30E EVISHERDIED PEELODRANZLDEATVWSE I ET
bHb, ZOMEIE, BICIESGRIHIET 2 b OEBICTFEEL 2L Tix sk
S5V LT, SFEIRMIET 2% b ORHEEMFICIZEHENS HDT
& % (Chomsky 2004: 131f) s BFEEUNOSEF T, BHOB®REWTERE

VIR ZDOLDICHEMEIEBZZHE S DH D, I 21E, BFEHEOLE
BRIIE L WS (&) #ftHcmonz, zezid, "8 tvwib
DEWIEFRET Z 2 LICODVTRO LI AL TWE, PLEL K2

|

ll
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NEALTHES !

P> BIZPITEIZZ O REHS DIZT 5 2 I L - THIRS
N3 EVIFRPBRENT WD Lk, g S ElE
LLTHNZT 20121, FXICI0E, Thbb, SV
ROz LPITHFAEL T, T HEORIEOMFENRTH L Z L%
BONIZT 2 2 EDBBETH D, 1221, AHOLDOBERILLHEY
ko TSNS, T EZAEOEBE LT, HEHW0iE, 0O
BHTHEDDLITZOMD AR OLIEEN L XAlSh28EE e LT
(LOREST E LTD) BREREIVRAIS g gz 5w, g
BB EROBH L WS K ATRELTRABSR & U THEL L 2 0 gz
SRVDTHL, ZOFIKRT, R»SBRICH T TOFFEFDKIL
LlE, BEEL WO NROFE & XKAIATREN: & /LT 2 2 & AR L
LTI UOH TR R 572 LTHREBETIE RV,

TERAIC, ZOXIBRIEBRIZFNEIERBEIOD 2 D TIRR
Ve TTIEROREEE, HRAOEBIRSH, L2 EZOLI %
LONHRETH o E LT, RdHEeiddh AR E2ERT 2 0w
IEIWCHMARbDTIERENI EZHSLIZL TV AL L
BZ5 L, MREEFZORERE, ZOHKRORFEEIHRELTLD
ISHBSNDDDTHY, 2D L% X VERICHENS % 5I1F, B
ROZMOEFHEF DR L T 2RIFEBUI AR BN D TH S
(B 2008 :293f),

TRMREN L WO HEMBIEL L Ed ik e b, b v It
RBDH2ET 5 RBIIRSTOEEFEOERIPBONT VDL EHTIW,
Hudson ®V A + O 2 ffi (“Language”) ® (2.1a) T¥, ", 7D
S LT, Tz OBRER S /NS L OBIfRICBIL T b B8
WFFEg & 7t D 5 % (Language is amenable to objective study), & &
%, FRINBEEL T, (2.1c) T, "B, —HEHEC»r2b S
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—RRIIHIFIFEED 2\ IZHRAI ((a set of interacting constraints, or rules)
PHREY, e —HIIFEREE 0K/ 5FEEP S D D, (EE’E?"%O)
BPIIEETEEXDEG L AT, HIEOREEREBZO D LD b FFE
XEICHAT 2D b\05,) ) LD 5.0 FREH GMBD) RAMESR & %%
KDLV ZLD (B2VIEZO—ETHZ) JLBVHLTINRRDI L L
LTSI ET, BBEVI MRS 2EBRNCHRE L THET 2 2

i, HEOBWEBI TRKAPERELEATVWELEEZLIRETHS

o 2I2L, TN EBY, WAITEFD LD 1K, HENFENLE
SERES) (KERE) ) OBEBMEZED R WVIIEIINARD Y 5 55, THENIX, H
CETHRMETHY, TNHETHEILTSELEWVZ 2L BERNLLOT
EhO 2w (HE 2008:294) ) WS XODOFIEWVWE EINERTDH
5, 222TlE, E0Hz2T, Vya—I Vb SEREFEKTERL, @FETE
EENTHEELZ Y (CLG, 19,01, £ATWl L, $RERET
bIFFER R 5 [-EREEXFE) TEE LABLTWwEbITFTIERL,
HEm L OFEEROBE S EICTE R L2 EHT 2 ICLEDTE
CHBREFDERTIL, DLAZTORNBHEZZBFHERINEDLDT
Hb,

4.2. MIRMRE L TOSERNEDBIEE STHEENONEHE LD
MOATERFOHEPHEMMEAE L THRATHLI LR, TAVAE
BEEDERKRETOEEHE (Anderson 2008) 1% &< Anderson
(2008) DFMXLTH EV BT LN T3S, Thbb, SiBFOWIERIH
REMEHE LFEHTIE VORI TH S 2 £, SFEHEHOBEENZ DL
T O EIIRINCERT 2 2 £ THB LT3, Anderson IZAMD
BRIV E P EWOSHEIIFEOL DT, b NOEYEOEY THZ I L

BRI LR, T DOFFEREOREZRET 2 1chb2Y, L OFE
DFFMED S & O FFEHERE « RENOME ZHEN S 2 E72 2 5Ez 2 DH T
Wb, DEDIX, "THEMOER S DE@RTHD, bIVEDEHHWS
HASHBORH E L TCOERBEOHERTH 2,15

FAFMO BV, Anderson 3HEMEDHERZH-T:—ATHS Z L»

Hll[l
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5, ZOERZAIURTDH D05, @XTIE, AROCHE LR - BEESEE
HEWSANDEERAOND, DFD, bt OWEN LSBT 28
b TLIELIEA N2 -7 ZHBNET, Thbb, HFMENE H

BROFBHNIGES, TabbTLEEOEDRMGIE L H 5335, *
N E RO — AOLOFESED 2 5 LIEICAMER 23252 % 2
L, DF DRI D 2 W IZEEREILOIER, 2 WIEEEHARLK
WO H B b DX DB D 5 FFRLFEAIES & v o 72 b DI EMED
H2ETHEE — EVMHEHRNIZEAZDIFEDT, 25L7220
SEAZTSZAAIRE (incompatible) TR W EREB L TWS (ibid.: 795) o
ZDORFIF, BB 3 Newmeyer (1998/2000) DIER S B L HEAES B
DOHHAEBIRZ D < 2t e LS 2 bDTH 5,

Anderson DAEE L, D & 51z, TERANEG ) Vv, BEEFOHLD
HISTR I3 E BERE ST - BERE 2 32 2 2 FANRRETZ L v 5 D TH 2 (ibid.: 796) o
Anderson IZ S i, "EEEORFEIINIGE) OHUL O IE AR O FREIHAE
DFEHEEET 2 2L ThoC, NI ZNEEFEE TN CRMEIEE
T 5HDELTWS (ibid) oo W R EZFHAREST (OHFL) L LT,
KEVIRILS £5 22 2 E3ERE (MP) THERNICFCTH 2, %
ZTIF TEFERREOEM I IFEEN R FEENW 10RO 5 s (Hauser,
Chomsky & Fitch 2002: 1569f) 5 & LT, "HIEDOFEFOFEIHLAE
v, NI, DEFRUMRERRE EREUO < 2 AR (Ibid) sk S b,
ERGETH MP 2% - T o IS HIEE S - SiERE D THEEEA
M, b TEEEA TRWEERD D 2RI HAEDHLE S (some special
arrangement of elements that are not language-specific) IZETLTE 5 |
ELT, XOFEHICESZE%E8% L5 TWws (Chomsky 2004: 162),

R E o e TEN, OREICBIL CTiE, Hudson DY A M D 3 DEET
EVBTFoNTWEY, 2D (3.5b) TiE, HHEOBERO—HH1FEREEH
LFERIMR D RER & S 3 2 ST ) OFWICHEK L, —EEEEoa v
TI7AMDOIREZIND Z &ERIBN, FT7z, (3.5¢) TIXFRBHHEDMMODER
FITHHEL T, BIRE WO DR, Rl RBRIcEbY THEEZRELZY
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BEOEWREZZ 7D Lgnis, BELHEEFOMTO NI N LIS
L2EWHb, LnwI3bDThHb, HETH COBERBIXEmEEZ TH
BERHBHIFTTH S,

TTCRRIZEBY, FHlE, SiEHAE (language faculty) &ffiaEam (O
B) OALE DT OB MAER L OBIRDO U TH 5, RISFEF 1, "S5
EALOOEEIR L ORICER2H T 5 Ll T 5 2 ETIREHL T
%, MIREZZBRD, FREMEIXZ N ERTSOMO K D EARK AR LR
(Fz & 21, MR, 3218, » 7 3V —b) > T2 b D & &% (Langacker
2008: 8) 4 MCEmE Q%) OBz FIRT 2 AFFlF & i < WL
LTWw2biIThs, —H, GHm%E L 2EEGET (BN 5REMHEE
DI D> TERBE b2 "o & D ERNLERPEET ) OWE L
Ko TORVERETIEZ S LR (LRGeS % SR ICBhE#ED
JBEWsERER E SR bITTH %,

5. T LRmALEHCHIFR

&, Hudson ®Y X N CTIXFREMITIC BT 2 THERL WCEEF XL Tw»
LESFIT IRV, FNEFRIEOMEN IOV A MOBBERX LR WO T
b2, "TBEEDPELINZLVLDEPSEbFEZOND, Hikimck
LT, 7aLAF—3EARARFEONRI2BREBERZEBTOANED

EROSEEDY (BAREL) B2 B A2RAT2HBEwEL
TWw3H, ZhZE4TH» S BEFEETO L) BIEINLEE G
ST —5) hoD0— b I ZWEHNT TR, OBRICERT LD L
TOREBGRIR AN D 213 h, TbZ b AMD I L X E2XRE T2 53
PDHARETHD 520020 2PN 5, AISHEE TR
ZRRPLFECIIRE L7 70 —FBRETHY, AHOLERD S
Bz ZIEPEEZEDETNVE/RED DIFTEWES WIZITET % (Lan-
gacker 1987: 33),

SRHFETOo b XL b3 T —F B XD HEENEFRAHEL E S D,

L -
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HDWIEE D WS ERE LR 2 0BT 21T CTH 25, Z OB
FHEEHS ORI EOERL TWE, L b T &7, BARMEOHIM
WO D 5 2 L IXUWI» SR IN Tz DOD, KADFEES
#ix, 25 L7 @ﬂ’@%\?ﬂﬁ@ HigE M3 (plausibility ®° working memory
limitations 72 £D) FFE CUEFER) AHOERDPFHEIC L 2b D LT 21F
EHER LTV, L2L, ZZI0FEEFETCHBREDL-oTETWS,
ﬁ?‘ﬁﬂ’ﬂﬁ?ﬁ@?"ﬁfﬁ%?ﬂ%ﬁﬁ& (Yarmchair linguistics”) O H 03858 (72
2, DEE) PUTRINE»S bitHEan Lok okl b b
D, EFEREFRNE TRACARR S (ask-a-friend) ; 7 7o —F kb 3
FEELTA v —32y b St a—,3 2 NEEWEER (Experimental
Syntax); DBEHEINTWS (Cowart 1997, Sprouse 2009, Phillips 2009a,
2009b 72 E) o A F — 2 v bR A — XX TlEWbH W % “negative evidence”
PEZEVEWS D2 OO0, FRIEHE LT —EDOEHEE
Bhb, 6121, EEMERTIE, & 21E, KB OHECH
AU K (reading times) CHRERD (Fh& D) B (eye-tracking)
ELREHYL ERP/MEG/fMRI 7 C ki (brain imaging) 7 £ % F]H
U7z T&EEM, WBEKRI NS, ET-MEBERRICD & £ & 5 MENRERT
L, VTNV A LA TOERBNEOFAEORIH L FFEFTEY A7 ADH
EWETNVDEETE 2L H S LA ST WS (Phillips 2009b:
148) o SrBEREAEIND B (mind-brain) OMIDOY AT AEE IV 5D
Bb > T2 2T 2 OWRIESE I TH D, NEifR 7z &8
FRE D Z L1k Chomsky B TWE D, —HTHTIREZELRLN
R I (all kinds of junk) PRI > TWT, ZOHFRHFIFZZNICHbH
5%V E HIRARTWS (Chomsky 2002: 160, Chomsky 2004: 182f) .
FEEEE R T T b & O MURELAREES 2 DIc L  IWHERIZ L
ENDBY, TRIXZOFETHESNG T = BEADERKICD & D FEL
KDT = LV EELTWwE6THS (Phillips 2009b), LrL, %
DIEEMIFIC X 2 EREAHIET L KIGIZHE S 2 5 L Ie FEARERDIEEEE
DT DENEZNE D DX ETRERBROZEFENETH % (Sprouse

48—
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2009), FEFE, Phillips (2009a: 55, etc., 2009b: 147) W L, L DX
CHISNIEREETO—RENEZ 2D TRV L D—EHO R & 13HE
iz, KRB AR EOMBICEL CInETILS AL oh
AR T 2 b0 Th L LESINTVD, DF Y, MEROERCD
EOK TS DEMEEL OB ZTR/RVPEONL I LIEENATHD,
> LT "HEEH ) (apanacea) TREBEWEWSD T ETH 5, Pinker b
DCABRIZ, KEFEEZRE S I CEEPERICE T 2 BWFEE (numerical
ratings) TIZHBIPFEEN VO L —,T 5 LB T 2% (Pinker 1994:
95) b 5 —DDOfEIL, HMIROERKIC b & D FHATEE ] HE D HARE
IERHADFEEMIRIC & 2 ZHOERDFER L BB M S 56, EBNR-
TWhHEEEb H S Z L ThH 5 (Phillips 2009a: 55), FEERICEHL TiZ,
Chomsky & BEERARE % SKERIC & > CTFEE (KEX) 3 2 AREMEIC DWW,
TY) e KRR RS 2 ORI B & U, HEm L EBRIE 505 237 <
OOV TWE e, TEYTNCEGTS W5 (properly designed experi-
ments) 1 & 1¥ "HEEGA (theory-internal) ; L [EZEZ &b 7z Z 3D Y,
MEOH L X 2ZE VI L Tw3 (Chomsky 2002: 124f),

FEEBL, OEHEDEHFL &S, ITFEOBEE 2 EAIE, Joseph (2008) @
FEEETLANTE Y, (WAL ) XGEEOHEWNIE, E—RT—F 0w
£V, VEDOBOT—FELT, A ¥ —2y b EELI—NZADFH
PRI LMD D EFICHIEREM & L THEDNS Z EBZnE LT
2,7 WEFIIC LT Y, T, & ICHTEOWIIEE I I 3 &
FET27DDO L VEMSINIEBR (FR)RHEVIRDSNE LIk >
T2 (Phillips 2000a: 49), & % & F 2o SEERBATICIXRERM S B % 28, [
LDV, SHOESITHIETHE (syntactic computation) DFEHI DO,
EWRETNVOREFECRACLP>TWS EWwbitd (Phillips 2009b:
147) S OMERDE D BT 21c8 &, EBREERNWFRICED 7—
I ORBELEFEELED S 2 LWL OEBRLIC D205 2 I35V
1V

E‘%l o
I

HMSRESEEF I HEERE T LV TH Y, JERITTE, bottom-up DE
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Hizr sl ens, il Bbns40as5EE - ESHENT - 2 DOHH
NEFEE LW, ZOWEBTIILEFERL I 2E DT URMED
1% (Gibbs 2006 72 &),

BRI, EEE WD 2 ETE, LD XD R OMFENEFE & EIEDOR
X DIRAN R RIED ®H 5, ZhiE Anderson (2008 : 811) 3HEHEL Tw
55, DFEVBIEINIEENEFEREED T ORMEES 1 SIREL 72D
DEHALNTDH, BAELTWDEHDOMNZE S LI-RRMEE 720 T, MiXsERy
BRTH?ZERHBICRTHRIMERD 5 2 FEEENILS D nEnS Z
EThd, 2O LIZEFHEEN (HERD) OBERMZEE S 2 RS FHEFIC
WBEMZ (EIXZLw) #ETiEd %, 72720, Anderson 2363 % & 5
W2, Z OfGEmAHEIRES O FEEEAED & 5 BRI IZ 7w L THE AR
ET AN ERDIDDEARDLDIFX LR TH %, Anderson I &
Wi, T2 DORGT Y NOFHEB KV EEEAREIMOIC A Sl e b
FEOHETHL I ERRTLINCAZLZEERAWMEFIET % (Ibid.:
811) ) 6 Th b, WIhic® X, ZORMBEIIRHAT TR Fa b
5o

EREOLEL L SEEBEDC 2SR

o
uull

12, Hudson @V A MICBET 2R Y TR E CTEHEEE D I -
7o R BRSO T X 72>, Hudson 28V A b THEEZLE
BHEICSRL T AERNE (2.1d) 7228, (1c), (2.2d), (2.4a), (2.6e,
0, Q) bE#ET 2, LD X112, ZITHAEINLTVLIDI, BT 51T,
TTRTOFFEICIE, SGEOMBL OB ORI b 2 IBORH (E7E
PREEM) o5, 2k, 7 "THAOEM S BT 55 EO HASFED
FICAONDIERIISIFZERELS BV B ENS ZETHD,

6.1. HBEHBE LTOLEME Hudson2d TILEORHE, LIESH D
X, FBIESHERIEZ E0wbY s TEENEEM: (substantive univer-
sals) ) ZIBL TWB D LEI NS D, EEHEFE (“the genetic endow-
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ment”) &L TOEEE (UG) RIEE T 5 ERCCHE LBz, RES
BT, SHBICEEORASLOEBNRMORMEICEET 2451 Dn
T TRER W2, (E8) T LA XD — B 2 FRABRER OGO H>
725 (Langacker 2006: 8), A %7:89, EEIEH D 275\,

FEFERESI ORI LWISE, AT 2D L UTHE S 1Lz UG 2B
LT, Chomsky i, "58EZEAIGEM% T NTOEFEOXEN T Z
&R HEEHLLS 2 fEEH 5 (Chomsky 2006: 99f) , & LT3, T4
bbb, (1) ZLOFRBRBLL AS5NEXFECEIVEZ6N25DT, %
B BREOEBSGEOBEICB W T, ZTOERY AT LADOBR &M
LTCRETE 22220 EELELTO UG, KUEDFBIOH 2L
LT, (2 B—0ERBoWRrob2o05 00T, THBOER, LHEk
BERERE (M0 TREIWE AT bbb o3, I3IFEEN 4R
() ZEAHT EVSHERLBERTZ230L LT, A—FiEOMEL
DEEHE D b ORERAIZM: (empirical condition) Zis7zd & 5 B X2
ET ik, EWwd bDTHS (Chomsky 2006: 99f), Z D TEEHL,
K50, 778 r7var (§2.288) ko TR EBE T 2 HRHLIC
RoTWBEY, TERELRIFHL EEVH W L1X, AOSEBEDRHE L
T "EEtE (recursion) ; L EiEEBICBY 2 THIBOBRN, 2K 2
Anderson (2008) DTV 2D TH S, Rl 2 TFIOER,
F721d TEREESORMARTE L T Y RZICRAISEEEE L
5O L WIS 2 DXFAMOED Th %,

6.2. SEEBOEGMEHC3EF R Hudson DV X N CTEEES L
O HZEEHEBX 2.5 T o THERD, 2055, EOFHIC
b5 bDOBNL Db, Sl (B BT 2 5 TOmMIM
&, T SEEMRED SN, & 1 S REEED SR — R DRI
FHERZG b D, LWV R LB P Pb S ZLIEFE I TR,

Hudson @ (2.5a) 1&, "CEHMHET I L 2FRCELT, ZOET IV
ERBERICIHR LSBT 2 BHAIZT T AGEREV I EIRTD) Fif
BRI D, ETNVORFELEFREIRT IO RILBIEHBDFHLIL
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ETREIRALEE L RIS RV, LI bDTHE, ZOBRARLIzWw
CBEFRB TRV THS S, L LIEFEORAEEY TOEHEBOWR
T, EENTERVWHDD, Z5LRFIAKEZELPRLW XD 24
Ry ENTwD, 72 & 21E, Tomasello 1&, SEE/ICB T 5 EBH,
BRI 2 RAREI NI EE L 2 b O D, AORHMOBZETIERELR, ik
FERBREEFRITNE I L, FLEELEOACRED, bo L b EHE

RERHINEREREY O (TRT TR AEWVIRLTY) ZL RAIVHITDIZZ
5 LIR72 L 35, ZOEHEIE, ZOB&EA»oFELOFEFEI UL
HFERRE > CSREZ OomEI S 28R T2 2L, k5ibEds
NELRFEDDOERICE > TEERDIX, HI2HSHEMDIEANTBHMA
ANEDa S a=r—variToz0ic, MAEEHE(LL, ZOEEEE
BET2cBL AR AR IEAEZEFILL T ISR EFIRT 2
(Tomasello 1999: 8f) .

T E L PEREP R HESBREICE WAL OHEFAZELCT, 232
==y a YOMRFOLOERD LI bDEHBEL T LAHBIIL
72 BA1CE TRIBOER, & w I FEBAD ZRHidzay (Hudson D&
BHHEICLZRW), RASEHEFTREFIRCE R 2BEOFEEREDFHE (a
prodigious amount of actual learning (Langacker 2000: 2) ; 254 & &
TWwb L, EEENLE D OITERT 2HE (L 21X, SEMIZEE
I 2 BRI 2 & DO ERFN L BEFORE R &) BT AN (T
7)) DFRBEOVWTHERICEENTH %, TEERE TIRFHBATE 2
W EW S FEECH ORMEIE (ERCGED) BEERNETORMEIC T Exwne
W DMBZF DI TH S (Tomasello 2003: 7, 288f) .

6.3. T"RIHDERE, L EFEEST X0 (2.5) LEWLEHATHZ, %
ZTE, "EEAEATLOEE T A2MBMEIIEAR LD TH S (the
amount of knowledge involved in mastering a language is very great),
122U 2 DREIX, %95 LRARROZL K BEEFRN 2HEEObDOTH S %
E, S RMETHEHEORADGEE» S IFHORINLTWS, FHtE
BE, COHBOMHYEYFMINCGET 2HNICHER T2, £bb, BIES
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SIFEFREMDT, KAOEGENH 2, MEIZK 2 OEFHIEESTh 5
I TR MR L Vv ORI THISOER, LI LR WA Z
50, T IZTRERNZIGELEGT 2FIAETO "TAT, WWREIXL
Twizwl, 72 "5 OGk) OMG, L wHRBZ2HbT, Sihc A
T2 (master) ;] CEEBE-> TV D ERIRTE 2, —H, bLIDE
B3 Clzfifiii 7z Langacker (2000 1 2) ERICRFIZD ETWTWw3 & d
L, Th BB NI W L 5, Z ORFEIZEERDOIRERIC
bbb DRITIE, TR INUEEAAEZVLY, LdDEBY,
ERSCGEPEESGEEBER S22 200 E TR ITHROF L i 2
7z 2RV E B SN THEREWT s, TSEESORENITE, 2
B < BEFICIFRED D R LIFHERF S 1LE 51280,

1. b Y IC

PIE, Hudson (1981) @ & Y HiF7-FEEFIC HHEEEZDOER
THiZ 2 Z L DRVHERN S AEBERFEHDOWL DDEA V7 53— IVK
Dl bTHEELTCE T, TOEETE, BEDSEFZCB T 2HREY
B RMEL T, FEEMNSNIIE & E S0 L BB EEICRE L TAT
B, BOFETHRL, R IDLETZDKEEEEHDTIERL, Th%
NORETHRBICr»b 2MEEZED TS S RMHEDHIINA SN
5L, FLEHEACBULIFEIIZI LIASMPFICLEEEZDDOTY
VW, TTIRANI: EBD, Fl2HENEFT 2 EBERTIE, 30 Fiie
HARTEBEZOMEIIER & b ICREMICIAL, BELTWw3 Z Lk
Whnh, FTHRE I, ThICES> CHABMOSSSHEHSNS &
D, BEAMEZ TV EILERY, SEE R, SEFEONRLE
HIE I, 7o IR S b0 0 R, RO R U asi7:
BN LI SEEOBRNE ED ABNED, £ Ihs DS HE2EE
WAL D 2HE@RB DD 5200, En-oNfMWIZEZ 2 DILRENS
ELOTHLW I LIFLYOTFREY Th b, DI MEfEN LS EER
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(a comprehensive theory of language) ;1 D & 5 7% b OWATHEIZ & LT,
Z5 L7 bDEHBET 2 AR ARPHREN INETREINIZ LiER
VW20 Z ) LAV 5T b D E LT, Newmeyer (1998/2000)
W55, ZHFEREICREZNLEAEFES (formal linguistics)
LIRS B R A& O HERES 3B (functional linguistics) OARAH 2 +H5%E %2
DD ERENC E D BRI % & &b, M EEENIChRD 2L
T, EBSGER Y ONE» S, MEVPHTEL D 25BEREMLLDOL
LTHEETH S,

Newmeyer 23 & D & F 75 1%, #iaham O, NH COEHERAN DR
TR LTk ) HHEA (FEHENDL S D FEIORHEE R
ik 3) PP, MEERIR OB i) &SR oEEtE O RE,
Xt (Grammaticalization) K ONERIELL, FEEEERZ & OBEIL
ETH D, MERCHAALRRIT VDS, Newmeyer 1ZEEAHNIC 4583
PEREDIGD 6, XEOBEEEZRD 6 b, Hitms (FrEEM L
D) FFEROEE P SHERCRRINT VI DY TIE AL, WMHEDOFHH
DFJE L WHIRIRRER (E5) 2GRS EER L Ty aHlE5H LT T
Wb, 72720, HIFEBSGERNCHEDLN 5% < OF s EER DR 2 O
LMTHDTRRVET B, KIRBAMR L L TOXEO BRI T 5
(BERES FEFMEE 2 5 0) #2Y T4 #5% (innateness) 5 &\ 5 AKHIME O
MEL LD THRESNSE TH 2 Z ERIEML T2, Hiffi Cfilh7e
S0, TEMEZEBESGETH ZDIEL S5 EHS NS £ 0 b BLUCHE S
N5ZEDIEFIVFENITHENT EIFRD LN H, ZOREITEBEOX
FEot L BERARTH Y, FOGEEEMNEIET 2HER E0 S & 3GEN
BHEMWRMERTH 2 Z L I ERELH 2 L T25 (Newmeyer 1998/
2000: 891, 366) o DWTHWN S, MIEEEDEREI Pinker b EBHORAL
ELTw2b0DTHS (Pinker 1994, etc.) o 512, RAEHEFICBIT S
Mgty OB (SR) BRBE 2R A I Lizon Ty, A%
T3 2 @IF 72 & DD D 2 WIZRA D GRAD fEJ1cillAairAEn T
WEWZ EBKEEE LTE T2 (Ibid.: 238),

54—



SHFCBIEELFR G

UL, S SGERHZEIRTH 5 Newmeyer b BRENTERIC RIT T2
BT 2 8% < OFEER—RILIC & > T, BEEFHENSEF O % &
PIZ LT 2 EIEREIICED T 5 (Ihid.: 369) . #HeEamd BEEME 2 /R 3 5wl
BEWETB—HT, BIZY 7NVY A LD OFES (parsing pres-
sure) &G — BEROEBMEDES] (iconicity pressure) ZBIL Tix
SN = F R I AN ERE R H 5 L LT, EOBEME
ENERIN S DEIBE DI DTWALL 5 5 2 &, D D XFED—EBZE S Lizst
o DI & > TR E ML ATREMED H 5 £ LTw 5 (Ibid.: 366f), <
5 LT, MG EBAE (@O U) OMEARRICEET 21D & 5 2 5134E
HxbDThH%, Txbb, (HHRY)FEREFE TIIHEE L BIFEO U o
CHE () HRREMES RV, BN, SAMNBEKRE A5 01t
LT, Newmeyer DFEE T 2 WIIH € 7V, BN KEE) AR 2HESE
EEED T OMICNIESE 2 DD TH S (Ibid.: 1621),

R LHEEE, D% VMEEHR LA OER Y A 7 4 GBI L) D
BEIfRIZDWTIE, Chomsky b b &b LAY OTREME 2B S B/E L
TWwiebI Tk, FTini LB, 1990 FARLURED MP Tl
DOEFERES (FLN) ORMEO—EoIEGER » A 7 A0 & OBEEORER 72
EAREDDFWMENEGR ESTE TS, THICBBET 2 EBSETOR
HDVEDE L TIE, Reinhart(2006) D" A > ¥ —7 = A4 2 Fl (interface
strategies) | DIRENDH 5, % I TIE, FLN EJAEOSFERES (FLB) &
OEBIBERERT DO L LT, BEFAOKE LTRSS FmABEHTHR
Exi@wlTwb, LnL, Z£0 Reinhart b, "4 >¥—7 = 4 X 2 IEHMEIC
T 2 2 L0k BB &> CHEYIEORRE L 20, h

SEBOMRNHB L BRL T3 55w, (FLN TO) FHHEY AT 240
TN S A ORI H 2 SIREZI ¥ 2 2 W E 5 T2 S AHRER T
i, INETHAEIENH 2 (bid:2), & LT, ERSCGEE GEFD B
RESGEE DRITEL D 2B S RENTH 2 Z L ZHHMEIC L TW 5, T2
& Z Newmeyer OB ET NV ERR T HICLTH, INUBEAFTEFE
FEDRKSTOERZEHA LN D,
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I CIfili/z X 512, Anderson (2008 1 811) b, H 5D (BFE) Rk
BNOEE LD & 5 FREREICRRET 5 L H2F2 %5 LRk
DT OBEREL BB R ERZE R WL 2 L H2F 2 TiN T > LT
AR TR W ET W, SREREN L 2 OREICET 2% { OEELFHR
DOFEEH W T) EEL T 2ReE b HEFIC AN T, EE7a 5 RER
HIRES BT 2 FERN MR 2 HE T 2 HE 2 RE T RNERZ EFRLTL
% (Ibid.: 795), L# L, Anderson iZ[FIRIC, FREIGEN OMEICEET 5 I
DRI T 2EHOEZ 2 RWIETOICMMOREIZA S R BEASEEDR
HEERETT 288, BHEFICTE 2EE (tools) 1 E#EITH WL H LAy
EHIBRTWDE, b L Z ORMFEREAIE L U, GREE LOME Kk O
EOBRE X VIASEERT 2 L) i s,) I E Th D EYI R FE
PSSR 2 HR T 2 HANC AL > TR 2 E 2385 2% 2 ATREME A 72
WHITTIEZWL, W W IFZNSEEBRT % X5 R/ EfENERR A
LAREIC R B b LIL7g vy,

&2, Hudson OFAEHIRDOEREIC 72 > I FRBEE B 2 FFEFO
I & VD I TB L RETH S D, BEFOBAVFRBE RIL
O E VI VIZDOWTIE, FBETHEN L7z Teeter DIESE 7 RfiE%
FTFRHFITRETHS 5, T4bb, MENEDIEEL L TSEERN S HOD
METH2 L RHEMBICLI D 2T, SHBHEOWLL, ABROD ZHIA
DIH, BEHABCERLIM, WL, HEame b ELHERE
BRRHNCEZ 2 RETH D, —/, REVLVTE, ETEY DT FR
DHEETRLA KD E TR, FEDSHEHMICRS 2 L, FHEASHEH
OB RN, W 21085 TiE, T sFAIC LT, BED
B¢ CIXHER® Z OIREMNFRE DL D T MK, THhBZE, L
b ERRIFE 3R, THEE KL T O RERIEHLERS 2 L A5
TRWZ ERHSPIZLT, TELRUEBILHETIOFES> RETH
5962
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i

Z Z T Hudson 728 “a single orthodoxy” &M 3 D% 20 tHECHTEICB T S
(Saussure IZFET 3) I —v v NBIOEEFRCKER OBEERTFES, &
512 1960 FEARLABED A RSCGEEER D &£ 5 7%, H 2RI KHCHY 72 - 72 5 FE8
MEEALSL TR bD RSN D,
http://carbon.ucdenver.edu/~mryder/mem19.html % =&, Pierce I/ #H
%, WS, 7757 v a v 2RIEERO 3 D DM (phase) & Ak L T
7z Thbb, FFEHTEIE, FTEEBOBRICET 2HHDRETHZ T
7Y 7yva iZiZCEY, 20T, ZORIVPIELWL ERESANE, £
TR CEFE S io 2 £ 235 12T 2R 5 FRENHERIC L D <D
DETRPEPN D, L TO TZ2OMD B D, LD OIFEBRMICHEES N5
ZENEELWwEShD, &R, REDMRELR E DIRFi» S B S
NicbDEFEBRICE Tl LpDESI T2 ETHS, ZORBMRIEDIE
Bl (BICEAD S RERANDOFRIEO—H TR\ H D) % Pierce IZDH I
IR EREA TS (Stanford Encyclopedia of Philosophy (2001), s.v. Charles
Pierce #£R),
R SGEIC BT 2B EREOEERIE T HE 8T X —% (P&P) D7 71—
F1 ELTE ED ST 1980 F 5 1990 FERYIAE TOET v (B
T, 90 FRUBHRAEC W5 ETREI =<V A T 17724 MP) —F
FERERE SRR I L il R W TRRET CH B L RRE D LT AR T u S
FLAEEITL TS I LRAAIO LB D TH S (RREOALRLMOETL S
Do

27 AR Atx OBEBTCEb SN, t13HE, x BEH) L1k, Yus
Z IV ESEOMBTHEDONS D, ETFNVHBNERG THIELV I X2 —
BRI B TERRERE L & b CHEIL T A FHEO—ET, S
DEWOFR % B, a7 27-00mBEA L LTb#EbN %, Unifica-
tion (§t—) b £ D HREFEDOEWMEIIEGNIE, Robert Moore (1989)
(Moore, R. 1989. Unification-based semantic interpretation. ACL 1989: 33
-41.) 5%%lamhda calculus 2D E L TRIBLI: b D,
AR TR F5% (Cognitive Linguistics) 4 £ 8 2 SEEHSED 7 70—
FiE, BHEEETLE—DME, DXV E—OR—NRHEREELH LT
137 <, LA SRR CRIREWIFE OB A LT & ThH % (Geeraerts 2006:
2f, Langacker 2008: 7 7z E2), 3wz, H—WEERHTEL LY, T
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AW, 770 —F OREEE E LEBOH TR WK ELBBELSD 2
E&h 5 (Langacker 2008: 7)., BEREHIICIX, BEBIIEWR (EE) hr»»b
LZEMTRTREADNGREDLE, DF ) TSEREBEREHAALT
WHL, fnE7d 288 (Geeraerts 2006: 3.), £A5ZEThH b, ﬁiﬁiﬁ
LEFEE TR, L AL ADEIZFEUCKEY, BHSEEEO "ML 1,
FERENODINEESEE b OHERTH S 2 L (BREEDSTRARFE O £ v
ZE) 0Tkl BHROMELTE RE) »EEOSLO TEEL
“design feature” TH 2 Z Lxd (Ibid: 3) & &5 i CERSCHE &8 Xt
L Twb, B 212, ZOMGRTERCET 2 Zend~TeLT, (D
ZEXOEWRIIBLS (A WKET S, 2) ZLEOERIEISA Iy
TERTH 2, (3) ZLXOBERIEARESENTHERENTEY, 4) Z&iE
DEWRIIAEZEERBCL LD bDTH B, &) ERNEIC: D (Geer-
aerts 2006) o
Langacker @ "ZBHISHE ) WIAWEKR TORAZTEAWCET 22, BHAE
B %%Hbﬂ’\]ﬁm?"@f‘%@~%bh%ﬁ J5h 3 (Langacker 2008: 7)o
ZOETNVOREE, S5B k) 1EBEEA (autonomous) T4 <, (KFF
RTEEKAE ZHET S, LEWIZhhb o) BRI (cognitive process-
ing) L OBADL Y TR T 3 Z EWLE, LI bDTH D, &Y EERMICIE
XS AR A BRAERPER VL ERAT, vEvay, BRERK
UfiEERR 1386 L 72585 R Th Y, Jlx O 2 @bi”ﬂﬁﬁﬁfbé
EVIbDTH S (Ibid: 29) o WHFREFE DKL, FEMHEAIC & > TR,
HERR, BIESNh 2, 722 TH#bT 2 —HORBHMNV—T 4~ (BEBERVWLE
Bt ELTENcESZoND, 22Tk "TEEOHEE, ML L-EEE
BHEOFEEOEBEIOEV A E LU CORMMMOFEHTH 2, LHESH,
Z DR, EHIN R SEERMOMREE LS Lz B8 Th % (Langacker 1987:
57) 1o DWTRDIS, REDGED BT 71 — 713, FEOGE LRI,
T=27y=VR MY, TFEETESENL, TR MNAT vy 7R EE 2SS T3,
%8B, FMZOWTIE, Langacker (1987, 2000, 2008) 7t ¥ £,
SIS N E—DOR—BRm TR VO L FERIZ, 1990 SEARLIRE 0 AR S0
% Minimalist Program (MP) &MEEN 3 X 512, BE I "8Em) Tk <,
THfge 71 72 Ay ThH 5 (Chomsky 1995, Chomsky, Hauser & Fitch 2002,
etc. 28) o MP OFIH» S HIE & TEARIERE U T HMEMOBENTbI
T2 ORHERRIEEN AT Z £ 2B e L TRYURD I ETH D,
5 Hudson D Z OFw3i, #E D Subject Centre for Languages, Linguistics
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and Area Studies D7V = 7% 1 b (http://www.llas.ac.ul/resources/gpg/
135) TABISINTW3A, 22Tl 2002 £DK ST, WETH (currently
being revised) ;1 & H %, Lo L, BFRFLTIE, KETSIN72EERE v (Joseph
2008: 688 &), Z DEEHIZ DWW T, TEHNIC T & ws, Word Grammar
% EMOHRETEHIC DIz O 0, TNLLEFEINZ 2 RH 5 L HT L7z,
BBV FOHBOSEEFRORI 1970 FARTHALIE, RASHEEEZRCD
LRGP Y Tu—F i Tw3) KEs LT, Ch ELEEHE %
BN 2 O0F L S NEHC 2 57z LW L7z, & E25% 2 5115, Hudson H
FHHEFTEEL L CHS OAIE L2 Word Grammar 2HEEL T %
(Word Grammar 122w TiZ, http://www.phon.ucl.ac.uk/home/dick/wg.
htm % £ 22R),

3EHICILEL B EN L, 1~30FI7yarBLUZ0Y 7w s va
YOTTRZENENT VT 7y bTYVA MR RENTWE, TV YF VD
(7)) 27y arBELZORPTOHEE (FV7 7Ny VER) LOES
HDlzwIz, ARTREENICEY Y a vYBEETNT 7y FOlAED
HTERRT 5,

Anderson DX %, 200841 AV AT TDT XV A FEBEEDERKET
DERFHHICH LD bDTHY, FIGAHTFEDEFEDO—HE VS LT
b 508, KRS (201041 H) TlEATIShTwzwn, &8, 5IHFOKRX
FO “Language” ZMANOEFERNI 2 S THKiLE L THEbNR S,

ITFE RS (R ER, tbubind) KT 28MEEF L
BHER D LR & ORIIHEIL - T 308, 2 2Tl & SRR
HZDLDITDVTREAD LV, WIETHHEL, ZOMINFEER
ZORE—SETCOT 7u—FIZOWTTH> T, FFEBEZNE, wTh
BREYPEEDTELEMT 5 I E3BE®RE bRV bR S (ZhicD
WX, Stanford Encyclopedia of Philosophy, s.v. empiricism vs. rational-
ism (http://plato.stanford.edu/entries/rationalism-empiricism/) 7= £ %%
)

XD Chomsky DA b S & /2> I N am primarily intrigued by the
possibility of learning something, from the study of language, that will
bring to light inherent properties of the human mind... Speaking again
from a personal point of view, to me the most interesting aspects of
contemporary work in grammar are the attempts to formulate principles

of organization of language which, it is proposed, are universal reflections
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of properties of mind.... (Chomsky 2006: 90).” %7z, EMH RN
vy 7 %L & # - 7z Pinker (2007) DEIEIZX, Language as a window into
human nature 78> T b,
S= VR bMTur T 5 (MP) OBMHATIE, SEEITIRIREHIEE & O
RTH22o04 5 —7 x4 A (A - EH»rrbd b0 BHY
Zpirb % b D) DFEFRMICNT 2 (D5 RZYBERTO) REOHEE LIH
% L T (Chomsky 2004: 163, etc.), HrRAEIIFR/NDEEILTHSHY 72D
bDEHD, fEROT Ta—F i NI REIEZHRT 28mEE2ZD &
o B ABHEREDIEHEMAE (standard assumption) T, [EE FRY AT
2 (recursion) ZHE & T BEHE Y AT A 5 %5 2 RED S EEES (Faculty
of language—narrow sense, FLN) DO#¥#E1E, STEY AT LADATI L & 558
#wEAZVvXvay (G5 %@%A)@6(%@Iﬁ®ﬁ@&t% i) EIR .
BEL, fTEY AT A& > THPX 2 AL T HIRE LGl 2D < D
T"ﬁ‘ &, LHhDHIETHD, HEDSIEITH S FLN X L D IEWEKRD
SiGee/7 (Faculty of language—broad sense, FLB) DA E N T3
LRE SN S, 20 FLB IZEWEEE I 0 b % T - B % (conceptual-
intentional (CI) system) 4, &/ (FHEAER MR Crb b TR - HE)
&% (sensory-motor (SM) system) ; KU ZDLOFEREEL b DL INT
% (Hauser, Chomsky & Fitch 2002: 1570 2/®), FLN 3% h 2 CI ¥
AT AESMYATAEET L EBESNTWEY, &FEHIEZNENCI
A =T7 A ARVPSMA ¥ =7 x4 XA EMEEN S, MP X Z® FLN
OFRMEEHOPICTE I, ZDRESIMUD CI RV SM DY X7
LEESHEDZ2ERD, FBAOWLrZELFEAE L TERECT 7EAT
2 LEbh2w, SBEMICEL THRERDS < OMBEM S #IE
Ihd EFEZ 3 (Ibid: 1570),

EC, LOXSRBEDD & T, FLN TOIREDBEE TIIFEY X7 408
VEYAVET 7RAL, FEEEREVEFY VML L) I8, ERIRET
RN Merge L WIBEIC L > TG SN T D RERBEDNER S
% LMEFET 528, Postal 1, LOEERIX question-begging B HEIIC D &D <
“junk linguistic character” %2 b 2 D & & ® DI} T\ % (Postal 2004: 323ff,
etc.) o Postal DA BFNT & b2 <, FHALE < b7z 2 EFSGED TR
BRTIE, WOLDT7 7a—FRETIVORFERHE « X ¥ SEOHEEN
MOBESNTELOIFAMDEBY TH D, 1980 FRD "HHE L/ 8T X —%
(P&P) ;OB AICE S T, UG DT 245 OFeR (the format framework)
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PEHENICHERRT 2 & & b1g, EFSGRICE D 2 2T IEM R
HESCOBEZOFERRIC D 72 L7z (Chomsky 2006: 182) ; 2 & T, XY Eik
MR VHRES NI L3l L Th b, 127120, BAED ERSCEEENT
BROLR—HBH5HZEFEI>EThRVL, EHEEwE»SHENS bEE D
TXEHER I PWFEL TCWEDFEETH S, 2L 21E, LTl 7-gE L Xk
(BHE EN I3 HERERR A OB BIL T, EREEEI RS SCE (HPSG), &
FRERE L (LFG), 6332 (Parallel grammar) 72 £ T, ERIRO MP
ERZD, RBEEEXAILZY (T&RW) &LTBY, %0)503%?5
fRY, FRAIEFEFENORAIGEL#ECLE (Construction grammar) & 3
LT3, ZORMEBHEEED, Tl X I, ERKES %;@ﬁ
LODbERRE T 7a—F 57k 2R TH S (Geeraerts 2006: 3) o
IITORBF®E N, EFRGEOZTNERFEF oK B ZERTHEbOA T
2 LICHE, 2%, HEEORIEFHCHBAL LD T2 L, BEX
IR B 1 % BRI ER 2 RAABEY) R X 2 5%, A I NV AR—
ADFEVDE, SHAOHEBIZE) 2FHRT 2L, Bz, S
BROFE L Z2np5]| S TEP BEROBEOHENE L VL, L WIE
WRTH D, FIBFLEOH—ELZ, TERD LS REHIMTOEHEL L~
WIZETN D S F S ERBE CQU OV TIEHEER, B LY~V CTIRERR
DR FEZRIH -, R, MIEFEE1T A, IREREW 2 E XMW, 25 7 7 —
PRI —EREE b A EE) PEAINDE EFZ SN T WM,
BHIEFEE T, SEEH2ERLO IS ZTMINI VL RERTE S
L7z RV T RTCTHR—NICEI A D, 7ok 21E, figure/ground (7 ¥ =
F MLEFIC BT 5B L) E R ROBIESOCREL, X5 7 7 —id b o
EHERNR VANV b 5 LU SNIAREN R L VIcniz 2 FTE
BRERESEL, 7LV —LA, AF—=, 70 NF A 75 ERRAOERHECE
BT BEELV VB LUV IV OREER), EWRIREEZERHET 5, tvo
7ol ®x3Y (BRERIRZOEBROAMMEH ~H SOIRT e, £5
LIcRAOEE BEH S awizd, I LLL A%HEBT 20080 FH»
LWwET 3), &512, BAN—MbE 13, BELOH—ELPRENICSIEE
b2 DI LT, BEHXIRL &) S FIERFEHEO VNIV
WL <, S5iERvEDEEREN G — bz 32 RT%0»
o WRELT, BEFIILRILHESHEONTOREO BT ENFHATE
%<, NORMO—MHFEM % T 287 e FBIC &£ A% (Fauconnier
1999: 96f) o 2B, FHHEP A Y 7 7 —Ix LRI 2 RBAEEXEOME DT & 7
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%2 IR AICOWTIE, Pinker (2007 : 251ff) % &IH,

12 Toseph (2008: 689, n.12) 1%, Hudson (1981) O&EV A MDD I35, (2.1c)
OB O THAL W ERRBEBIELZWESY, ZOBEEE LT, TXE
HANZ, BRSNS EET 21 Ea8FENTIIRL, bo LRkRRR
A bDEFHEZ D, LichoT, HAOWHIIEFZE-M CEIAESR LY
S L VMESC R ZUREENH 20077, EHHHL TWw3,

1325 L RAICHRT 2 KEmcown T, R (2006 1 9f) BRI NIz,

U AR (2008 1 3) T, BEERICKELFEY O 2 ENIEHREN TV
BEIMR T, MBEOTHFIONIR L 7% > T 3 SEEF O L FEikss 1980 £ 0
5 1990 FERIEH T THES NI b ODBTLE RS> TWD & LT, AR %D
LWL RGO (GBHEHR), £ T, I—ASHBEIELIHRE
Rz 2 BEEEZHZ 5120 OWFESiE, RAIGHEFEC OV TR 1l E %
BHLTWZRWRHROLDTH L, EWioTWwEH, KMTED BT TWEE
i 2005 ERED b D TH 205, TNRAFRAH LIS VEY, DWT
TS, HReiFwz, B "TABTHL2 53T XTOAN------FFERE
NEBLTwE EHEL WS, InESEOENEREME PRI Licl &
5 g SREVISEOE L LT Z ORI OEHN ST 52 DR EBET
72w (RE 2008 :379) ) LARRTBY, ADSFEEINEENTHY,
MIHRERD DD ZECIVESELTWEIDLITRRVWE I TH D,

5 TR DA (the poverty of the stimulus) &5 I, FRAIS FEFEE
B RRSCERENCEE L TS Tw 328, Chomsky (2006 © 182) 1%, 2D
A misleading 77 & LTW3 Z bbb D, FEF IV FFELL T SFEES
OFWEME, £7213 T77 Y OME, Evd 2 ed%v, ERSGENE
EEBOMHAZZT AHHE L T2 ZORZYHICEL T, 2" (EEER)
HARWHOME, Thh, SHEERCEERLIEE 0k A 7y M3db
%L LTI OB ERD 2 WBHEFEEF OE LI L Tw» 2 DIFFEAD &
BV TH3 (Tomasello 2003: 7, 288f 1ZH), B, XXDODELIZYa> 6D
Ham k2R,

16 7272 L, Anderson i3 Z DFRRICHEZFEIEZ 21M& AR LIzl
ELT, INEZHFHECED DL LIETFEDO TS,

17 gz fiin 7z Joseph (2008) 1%, Language D¥mEFEE LTO 7 Ff% [\
HL, Yo EBEVERTOSEE LW DBFICA SNSRI 7 FEM OB
LT, #g, LTD () ~Gv) 2HTTWEH, ZORIIO S DH TFHEHL,
CBT2bDTH %,
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() BREFIL, 77— LBEFE LD 2, FICRERIE T (an empirical
enterprise) 7257253, TEZEICH W ZEEHL (evidence) DR $ 2 HH#EDS
Ai& DEEL < 7> T\ % (the bar has been raised) L2 WcBbhsd, OF
D, WIFEGERSCILRTL D 122 ICEBRIC b £ D K510k Twd, 22
T "EBRI, w5 Dk, RASLOKHSNWI-AEMFRICEDLS LI E
WRTHd, £z, BFFEBLRTI LD 23— R b ETLbDERSTWBL I L,
DENE L OIFEN (BIHELD 2 T <) —RKT—% (primary data)
ELTC, AV —2v b 2EDBEROI—NNARMES X5k > T3,

(i) SEFXINETHOHECEF LM BFENAEZ b > Ty, #E
HEOFEH & 2cBE L TERIL L €7 b (modeling) 252272 D H#E 2
T3 EIKHR D, BHEDT —5 OFETHIGITICEIT 2 IEDOFZNR L
BHMEOHZETNVERBELEVE S MBI ENTDH 2,

(iil) SFBFHWCEEBEET 2 I SHBEEE» ST T L, LHFEED
MNEFE R E, BiE, E VOFHBOWEAPEMT 2 L WHORENERICE
T2ZEDbro TWBEHESE,S bHSATVRS, 2O Eid IO
BOPIA» S AN BDTH S,

(iv) SEFOMLBEENRF —L2DFIZRB ZEBEZ T3, Lan-
guage Y S N X OFIIEEBIIBAEIEZ THB D, 2007 F121x 9 ol
HOFMX I NIz, ZOFHMIEFEFEEZAXEF LD bl srthafl
HWHRZbDICLTWEY, ZORUDEIFHEZ DO TR,
ZZTOEEDAMEFE (normal human languages) &1, TAXZ ¥ b
BRIV a— Y BREOLI B ANLEEY LY VEEO & S R b O 2R
C—OBREFE T,

DWW S, Hudson EAERSGE, & < @ BEHEEGmC &b o T T
B B—7F, BHIEZIFFL T3 (Langacker 2008: 5),

b AIC, LB (2008: 1, etc.) &, J.L. Austin 7321 it DK 2 X &S5BS
RFEELOIHo 7 THOWURENAREEORT, LwHIRBEEREIL TS
2, ZZTHEBWIZVDRZFIETZ S L SREREM TR 25 2 %R
LTWwabiTTIERW,

ARaDT —<»5il%, BHSEFOMEIC LM ERETHA D), Sk
BLULORE AT T oMM L EERD s RO Thkb ko7,
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