Chomsky ¥4 Higs SEBR
(BFEEEY M

1. B
: [. Chomsky EFEEHS EE
N WRBERIES BRE BR
: 1 kS BEIRETRE
H&“Ea mnn
1) Sapir
2) Bloomfield
V. g 3384 BRY ¥R
1. Descartesg] EFEBH
2. Humbolte] EFER
V. nunﬂEjj-’] Eﬁs tﬂ‘%"g}g"'%
. S8 (competance) 2] EBE
2. B (performance)®] Wk
M. 2944018 KE
1. 9944 EIK
2. Ay, 44+ A&
VI. Chomsky #1& g 4ol &2 HBRM &K
VI # &
il

.
S ess#000000essartossssesrssssesssssscsssinsesonsrnrossssasocitsies sesessencaresnrasens
.
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't 8 & =

g #49 AAF dFIHe dHANE Az d2g. & RNAAE
Chomskys] wggAelEe] FF3c ER/EI AHBE ZBEIZEA
[Chomskye] = [Veletx Eele AZ SEERY S%FE BMEINH I
Chomsky® H¥#te] JAelA oloj& FA4E Aol ozt Ao Fae 4
FoA FEY FEE w3t 28z Chomsky?] [FxH<l oo 3
ol MAREMS HRNNES HRmiimez TEH9, H2HiEL
EEERY HRMZ —BHY BRI e ol HEY BERE T
HA AAZ Y PATAE odA ety EFBRERE olgA AHETF
Qrt she Hilreel MEE TEESHA dch. whebA BRERsrEEe] A=
EEES 7 weto g & J1E dotr] H8lA, 29 oo &9 Fx S
Chomsky s} wtabal s A #5% X 3% (structuralism) &) B 7} A 8 = o] of gt
webA Mg ¥ EEES EHkd EEBS ShIed A #EkeA S
Ak =3 K # 572 Chomskye] olofo] 2o ZEHS] M=/ B
WA Rk R fir—ol MEs Hfrey W BA ik (formalization)
FAolAwt—e] B4 FERIY Hrhs BRERES BRH TRoEA
—iEEye BREY AES #EATd FH & Fxz 3k

o,

ll

. Chomsky EiEfRC BHE

Chomsky @4 B BRE AMEEY ofF HEF 5= (striking
features) & FHH o2 dAsA gz ¥4 HYd? lﬂﬂ/ﬂ {E?U%‘
&S GER A Y A43E Yubd g (general principle), &
?& B o5 BE qIzialole] FEs oo} 35 o]z dt é‘%%ﬁoﬂ TH
o]z AEEEHY HAAA e F A& AR AEF
muifﬁA Bt FolAz BEE kS BRE 9 2 o8 1
AAA ] g AFd ok e Aol
3t}
=

I
B
.
it

=

P-‘M
dofolze T BIER

o1y ol
(discovery procedure)$ A|-Za ok &} 4 F RE ojo], TE ojo]alza) A
Feiq RE ololst ohism, si5% RE clole] 33 i@k (general or
universal) 2 2 H 83 & 9= AMEREY i I3 HEH ERT BR
Ste dld, 9714 HEMCl e A2 o4 FAY AAY $e5 ol

2 3% 4 9% Ad 2HA AL ohoh oA Bald dolTe Qe

1) John Lyons, Noam Chomsky, pp. 1.

2) Ibid pp. 29, pp. 119.

3) Ibid. pp. 4.

4) Noam Chomsky, Syntatic Structures, pp. 51.
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Chomsky 4R B =EE

ofe EERIOIZ AEM BHES AAYE §1.9 AT Yo HE o
o & BREE(natural language)® 2}z 3l o] HRAEEE EIBRAY ¥
Bolth. 4714 FAHAE AL AL LB old Fa9 WAL s
T EY2 ARG §E Rolth? @ odold B4 Tasjo ki
Atghe] 74 EFEEB-S AR D. 2y AMS A0 MBS SEHTA
< Bty £RFE AL okdg. olF7x] ERAE £33 domde
ol stz A= AEM 7 (productive potential) & ARSL Xz 9
o8, ol HENE BEIA dox FEARS BHY <4 9o o7
A BMERES ol 8% A #ES), Z SH#eH (linguirtic competance)
of A olEo2A BE AlWUAL HEMOD ¥ 49Y & U= M
Rigyel = BRI R BIE=A . ® Chomsky: Fo)o MigTHSEmEo

FHE 557 A4 old BRY BRE A WHLREHRS A3

= 2ot A FH9 qdoftezAE AMEEY BEY *F%%{" A9

7§32, EEBARS Erdsting)e] Feel 23 B FL ojojolE A
A7t mIEF Zlo] Hx 2y A Fe) A2 EFEHS BEE‘LIF}@ EREN 2
B (linguistic universals)o] EME F SEB—E% (linguistic general
theory) & jER&) ok ol

I. #RERE BRANY &2

1. FESCED WEXE ERETES

BRRBAA BEXERE I/ o 39 BMEIHY v=9 MiErns
8o, Chomskyel ®H4ABREH KB JA AL uZe Hpsm
B MEEHel . wabA ol BEIE SHEES EMY BRy S
BHSOES vk $a4 Chomskysl BB BRY + Uk vy
H YT 280 A (taxanomic model) 3} B4y $EA (transformational
modeI\O] Jed, FR BEEI% SEES HEWo S o, 238 Eik
L3S WMo 22 Chomsky: THGTHY weh WHARBE o opr
o FEE AXT A £ 4 gl
ElBkEE (Indo-European Language)s} =& £319 E53-¢ xujslg 164 7] 7
Aut = 2yl Eyo] ¥Rk (universal gramman) gy T = Aoy e

5) John Lyons. Noam Chomsky, pp. 110.

6) Noam Chomsky, Syntatic Strutures. A &

7) Ibid. pp. 18.

8) Noam Chomsky, Current Issues in Linguistic Theory pp. 50.
9) Ibid. pp. 52.
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8 8 8 %

el FHel A3 A9gch. 2y 2 AzolF & ddojst B Hgd =
2 oo] 2yl FHozAE AHEA v dddgel vEts] AFY . o
€ 49 ¢ 42 AAAE 94 gedlzte HAIE =5 EHde &
Awk ol Ae HEE 4 Q.0 =% g9 vl A gul £
A& FBEBLE A7 dddAde FBEE v .
d]) Puer virum videt (2}E]) ¢))
The boy sees the man (& o}) @

A7 £ T2 &0 2 Atghg £} gk ikl [ AMdo] 2 &
d¢ Eohjze oo E b s Ed gt go] g '
Puerum vir videt (2}E]) €))
The man sees the boy (o ¢}) @)
ghebu et 162010 B Sl A wlFe 2 A2 Ha % (The Pilgrim Fathers)
Az ol T EAF 47l L Aato] o]FAz wF EE gt
oA FAE tEAH, = QIHEe] U A AAF BB, FiTH oF ol ot
2 2he] Bl HEH (prescriptivity) P o] 4] 2ol dte] AE oS slE 2o
E Bty s oF Stdbe 8.4l AT A ol FH uF9 BEE
#7F A Z=E o}, Aristotelesgt 93 o] &2F %3} Saussured FAEA o] E
,'ga‘ Aoz 3 39 #ETXER S5 53 z A B2 4
Aoz AAA ool ASAE WAA T FrIoe KeHel s
EERQ Aol 2 S K mydA BRI #HiErsms T F2
oS EMEEES FREE HHEC
2. WEXH Bl
qFe] FEREY %Y F23EYs B dolRe Mg e
B A °i°191 B Ege Foy ¥ F A 8494 84 Aol AAAAE
FtopA o] AL it -’:% MEEIRESL Eigds BiEsdc Rl A
294 945¢ BASAT ASFI0 gA wehd odolY Fo 2
Edolx gy Adude %&mod BA L JAH 2 FEREIES) B
< BARES] MY + U] AFel HEN EBKE Fohok ddxm Fx

it o g

10) William Benton, Encyclopedia Bratanica, pp. 69. (V14)

11) Bruce L. Liles. An Introductory Transformational grammar. pp. 3.

12) R E olo] & Latin ol $E=EF A3 os 22 prescriptive 31X at 0] 29 #
EEEE SEBSS dv 22 /<8 r] @l Fo descriptive grammar g3

. % g U

13) #8AEH, Y44 pp. 737

14) Bruce, L. Liles. An Introductory Transformational Grammar pp. 5.
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Chomsky Sf4 R Hae ZHE

FAAEL FA4Y). o) B BRAA A E BWElz s AR
MiERQ S (distribution) o] el o2} 24 2471 AUz e o o M
gl Qg 2o 9% BE@ESA dshibA g oge AEe ASA 9
AL ARl AANE EFEE + Aol 7A Bkl We sz o T} ol &
ZAgS dtegtx o]24 droul BEc FEMNSE B e Ao Hojok
Pete AA ol Al HEEEES Fol 1940~1950 Al L A E o] F
A H .

"] Fe F2F9§ oA Sapirst Bloomfielde] 93 e 29 AF&
o] £ 9l&u}, Sapiry LE F#(mentalistic) gl 1 zFo] = Bloomfield:= #
B EEA (mechanistic) el Y2-¢ HAst=z Y+t

a) Sapire] 8

Sapir(1884~1939)& E§3 ¥, AFFA, AIHA, 22z S}
for 1921'def MLanguage 3k A& 23 [FH®), [5FS TH1sy o
T =% 72 . 2= dol g o 2= Boas9 Saussure®] gk b
gk Gesta]t,] LB &g g}, 19

Sapirz} BEEHjol A2 AT HRAQ HEE ANLAd=E B7sz ¥4
Fktel Az ® KLBREY rHE 8. =& [Sound Patterns in Language
T RNA BEFEY BiEHEe JY8ld & el FA48.

[EfEY &E(sound)E AAZoz Fojal Ao] AREA At ol Fojn
Folztn Bolde ¥ho. 94 £9F vy gud AvEd EEY 4
2 obFa BRE 22 A 9. EFETS AN LERYQY =S A
R7Estz glojAl A2 Fotdzich ok & F A& FEold ojxg o4
27149 —ET A& BEH SHEA ASY 9AE AT AoE2A iy
#(pattern) & i (structure) 7k A7) sedo] Sol gojd AdAYE @
% sl

b) Bloomfielde] E:&

Bloomfield (1887~1949) =% Boas?] <3k-& wgteo vy} Q4] Saussures]
REF (langue)'® o} REEFE (parale) ] JgF2 wtch. e =% John B.
Wastonz A.P Weissell 2]3] 35529 ofgFg 2ot 2E J4 LEE

15) William Benton, Encyclopedia Bratanica V. 14 pp. 69.

16) AM%o) A& <habit)s} <(behavior), o] Eel A& {codeds} (messagedd= o]
A€ <{point)2} (line>¢} o} $-5/v Kenneth L. Pike:r z7}ulE 3 & Alemic) 9}
{eticye]l ®g= =, ].B. Fages= [Comperende Le Structuralisme ol 4] langue=
574719 (HAS FA)olz parcled (A7 FHAdRE Pdoz wmshy
(langue)  <paroled®] 43 AFL % Chomskye <{compotance)s} {perfo-
rmance)2t9] ¥z 2 A3 A F=
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T R B %R

2% (mentalism)®] Feolgler 2RAL 2 22w Yo' 28 Bernard
Bloch7} AA P4, Aol Ad 29 A F2E olojde oz
BEQT®E Aol
Bloomfieldo] 9315 olol& F4T, smalsted (o] dofd Aut &4, F
B, ZEfe® HEAN S & Ut BN SEERJA BRI HEd
P Aoz A4 AL BEolgtxw WYs] #Fo|cl. o]g 3§ Bloomfielde] "EFE
e odE FAEE F¥oHdz = FEAd 2HFT HEHd I
fE¥ure uhed 2 & F ok Aold, zEdd LEIHES %S9
Z e F9 (mentalism)o] 43 EEEKRIT 71FL HAs}nzd 2o
gzaA FHT & & doFEE ASEed ddd 2ok AgFdE
WA olf= BESHA oA LEMQ HE UF 288 e 24
3 el ool AAE WA T+ fivte Aol mEA 2= #BEE
# (mechanism)o] 2k £ & S3 gk olAL ddd AL Liltstz 447,
SET 9 A FEE &+ dv whEd Exb ok AM BEY &
Ae WS ezt 2. oA Bl EEWRE A FEAA FH
e Aolshsd TS Hgs of
o BRBIER EEEA
Zele. Chomskyst REZ e F=2
Bloomfield A] 5-9] #igEH FHERBoIglenz, HFYHo|Ro AEHRHES
odojzte] 2tz Agg ARE + Ut
Bloomfield®] <lojsol A m3lvte] (BA4E olFx v AL THER
(behaviorism) el 2}z LEEH 2 Fo Y& Holth HFFFY lAelA
A} & Adurel fiEk(stimulous)o] w3 ¥Fo KEETH (response)o] =] h
A @&t oy’ k-2 oo}r] & (speech signa) 2 A9 T4 E
AtE Aolch. Ze2z o]dd FA & & Al A3t FFEH}T HIEE
Folate Aol
Bloomfield:= ! B E F4#7 (constituent analysis), F A (phrase-
markeN™ g A& Uol WA 07 EERRS WEST EFHD=EA,
Agg e A9 BEd SERME oE Bol W

fu

17) William Benton, Encyclopedia Bratanica, V. 14. pp. 69.

18) Ibid. pp.69.

19) Bloomfield+ [scientificjo] 8 & o] 3§l Slo], A S glz EeAdoz &
Y ¢ A+ BERl(data)e 223 WA} of e ool

20) Noam Chomsky Current Issues in Linguictic Theory pp. 53.

21) o8] § FREFES L Chomskye [Taxanomic modeljo]l gtz H25 olalEy e
3o A 98 5A (Lebels of observational adequacy)stz & 3},

— 162 —



Chomsky 4R BRe SER

V. $RAgES] R TR

1)

ARS BES Bk BhdA BRI BWY BRe A4 8%
FREN TR KB golstth ol A& dojd ol HE olE L Y=
dejdrs} o]z qdolF g e s s FEHRAE 94 4= gy, =
B EBES] SREES HEEs 558, 53 v3Y mREEESY &
F& BB, LEBMQ AEE Asd 923 2. '

A, S (rationalism)¥ #RERSH (empirism)

E#, AfE(nstinct)¥ B (learning)

5, BiafE)(competance)¥ F5E % 4T (performance)
A7), T (mind)% P98 (body)
g, E{E(heredity)s} B (envirenment)
St £, 1920~60d e FE7A w5 ool ¥y FRE o]Rm gl MLY%
£ 2 o2d BEE BRI T U0 oo FEIOA4ES AR
mol™ FWRIEM (cognition) & EF A AYo] floj& o]Rejd 4= g
€ Aold. MY AY w2 AS, oA B 4FEREY Kk (external
stimuli)e] 2E RWRIEA 7120l dAote Aol olad Hfps FiF HE
o BERRESS d4AE ASE Aoz o)zl AP Eol HR LEEY P
ES FA2 HEIHE (physicalism) o} HREH (determinism) 3} o] 5
th. 2 %, Hobbesw [AMS] B#MA S BBAA AFDEd oA #Am _
of & EAY Tl HAA FEE Fol WREAA £E5& doz A
olet. o]HF FFE AF Fo] 23 FAx AL )AL (TfE ol
I B3, o] o] oA KEE o] Ech. zelv 9% %o Y g
el oAt HE 5] HAE F3lgo] £deE Ao Hudle 9
o 715224 ololE wEo W e 2o, s AEmitRy m

23) physicalisme] g Wien #3519 O. Neuratho] 93 =5 Lo12 AN o] 20
T T Fololu §He Foz Ea 28 g folst Holok gt v, Cho-
mskyel &j3td A BH, B, BB AT =2E AFAA4 7 A9 A4
2% A4S PFl 2 AE2A AFHE F UddE AL 9ulEo,
determinism& AR o]} AFA (free wil)ol A AA" Heoezd Jed 4 9
= A7 P 2A L ¥ A A A A (physical event) T #HAEo] 2
719 AR el g4 AAHH AdAg AW E @y AYAH 4™ =
frol A3 AMS Aol AF ez g Aol "k 23 =2 Bloomfieldy o
ojo] £o] o1 &% behaviorismo] & physicalism® determinism®] Ao 3 3
2 Chomsky: F 33t

24) ZAF, A%, dAAL 1971, pp. 115.

— 163 —



i N
Bt AAelA 2AL BEEIR (sense-impression) ] +FF BFLelz ¥
(association)®] ¥ 2 o] g Fbrol A Fitsl+ 2 Fel "%5’4"?} doletx 439
AEEAEL FA49G.® =§ Humex FFE dFdel ol ARS 8%
o] HE{LI# (resemblane) 3} FHR #E (defference) & %6}711 HAch o]E9 24
A ALAEL ¥-8 ddzg. 53 BF Skinnerd] ['Verbal Behavior |
2 AolA 2odANE, doj AEE Fio] A FHY W22 9F
T 9tk ol e FEEHENY AHAAN FAE Ao FEE EFEXST
(linguistic performance)oll A 2A] #Hch.?" webd EHAC]l BB BEFEEH
7} dogtel & mE lor e HAe] gL 2dd. #E, METIR S5

B s l:,,l.,:,ﬁil&}(obserwed linguistic data)=}-g& FEFIstsz, A5 =

3" FAEY f3e Tz, gle 2dE FANY BRERRY 422
AE 7<3ted 174 2ok, 28 v Chomsky: ol 28 REERAIA F&E
e dd e AA3eA EEERYS A Aags 494 gddx
FAgo, BEEA gL EEBRRE 1% @Bty 43 7 v =
o HIEE ZT olEoloek ot et ol il‘%ﬂ g o] &3t o]e]
FHe ol o]RE o] g o] & ubg FA Fow ALAHI A
o] Bz utt}, RFoE AR{H oz ol st YA E F Uvts AL 27} o
et At Al E o] Aol r] A Fol obet EFEEEKS HIER= o
ARt =8 2Iold g FFESY AER #BENS EFE#ES(linguistic

competance) 33 £, o| 2 q WHAERMEEC) FATE olEY TEA K
B+ Humbolt, Descartes7tx] A&7 -S2714 e &334 (rationalism) of
A AR, F FERNY ZRFERAL /AT JEaE F33ch oA
Bobd BREAL BLAY K (mental reality)o]sl 2.2 A df g )
o]} ABfge] A3l Aol ofh. Descartese] &38}e] ZH#% 1 (cognitive
power)o] = g f% & FEH0 ohin, FTALAA Az WA MR
3 o]n| ﬁﬁi" 1 283 o, = AL Hiw(mind)ol etz Lejof opF
oo & 3 m-. Mot ofol2dg FHAe Aol Bel A BE Aol of
Yt <zte] e AAA FEENAA Fod Amme RS ok ol g

25) John Lyons Noam Chomsky, pp. 108.

26) Alasdair Maeinture, Noam Chomsky’s View of Language, Mark Lester (eds).
PP. 79.

27) Noam Chomsky, Aspect Theory of Syntax, pp. 3.

28) ool Zolat HIBANFH 2N RE ol FHZESNA 498 £ g &
Aol JdubAgl ool ol AL RERTEE (metametalanguage)o] 32
explanatory adequatedt o] o]t}

29) Noam Chomsky, Cartesian Linguistics pp. 78.
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Chomsky MHER B EHE

F A dolFdE AFANE 98¢ T%e Eolztz 24

FHEmo AEL #EAs T SEBERE A9 ol Descartes, Humbolt, Chomsky
7 AR B gAsE REE 32 dE AL ohdd, dut o] Eo] B o
Ho] APEAY ol AP 53] oo AlERY Ktk (creative aspect)
S o Ad}GE Aolth, =& Descartes, Humbolte] FFEME EEIIL
.Chomskys] 4 BHEHZe MEE ST €471 =i+

1. Descartes2| HIEM

Descartes 552 3149 #5743 (automation) o] o ¥ 2= 7hQ o A X
€ FEY d9% A9 F ddm Uy Al Sl RS OB
g RIS BERY FHEzC 498 ¢+ ddz deddx, Ae ¢4
3 ZAEH QeEg A9 ¢ e S5 Bghe A= vz 44§
. Al 559 BEW oles AMEFE dstd 744 £934 Jvehd
o 53 A2$ BAo gue A2 44¢ e E BReE BRE F
Ae A gEhdl 23t FEASHA vEbde. oA et Aﬁa‘i% 27
7} Ag7x EolrAx ZHw FiEHRH (utterance) & =32 A& B®RT

F 9ledd, AAAE o8 FHERE 4RK(generate) 3= ALEM ik
(creatwe aspect) S AU Yotz BE Aol =3 ol g R#pdlAx o
& SMd HE, & HFE, %, NEES HHEd ¥ Bék(nventory)o]
oz F714d 45 d#4E FA%Z AE RAS @Rl zHA #
EE#H SEB- BEFY Bék(inventory of the element)o] stz e, B
AR ks #HRIY MR(Gsystem of rules)ztx & F Yot

Descartese A 44l ool A& Aligsy HMHE BRANLE A3t A
< FHggstdsr REGE S8 (body) R 7t ozt B (mind)7tA = &
A AR FAA Sz 2E Aold dr4 Fa¥ AL SHEEAS
Bligey ERYG AMSES #:E7 948 AsHon ¢ KFs= &
o BREMBGRYE BEANes dads AL 72d Heold.

2. Humbolte] ZRR8

Humbolt7} 4E#HE 7] 2ohe il EHS Bl o A8 3= Chomsky

t &Y BES ARBRY BREA AZESE EFEES ¥ Humbolt
GMEez ToHE LEA Gtz FRHeh

EREAY AlEN HEHEE Af’s'lln FEe FEfelxz BAZ #Eolzx
Descartes &3} 5¢] 723 A& Humbolty} gyt odol & £33 o]&8& A

30) Noam Chomsky, Cartesian Linguistics, pp. 3.
31) Noam Chomsky, Aspect Theory of the Syntax, pp. 4.
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' & @ R

Asted A 4 & veht oot Humbolts} olojel S4¢ HEelx A
(ergon)o] 2}7] Meh+ Azhe] 8 (energia)o]=, d1he] £ 4HE(ein totes
Erzeugtes)*® o] 2}7] 2o+ A 4 (ein Erzeugung)o 2z ¥ gko v
FHBEFRS ddd A3 REXHEN FE € £8B1 BR 2
AdE AN ol & AL EWiTstZ Aok Ao w4z HH EBE
A A (eine genetische)o]o] A, ulFo] walw ool = e

AFE BHE 5 A Ste 493 dEHe AAF Fgoldz FAEp

T ol 49 FdstE Fo] o BE ALAT + de

BE &Rz BAT & d BENHY AEd 44T F e #Hdd &
A fie. 2 Ez (58 ARY FRo2 £RY #HL st &g

Humbolt® & <do]9] ¥ vl s [Fus] Bikloz £ 4 s Aol
283t o3 E Jdd @2 EEoez H3 Ze ¥ o, olziE G
=2 2 nAe e Rel ofde, H$d o) Hg3 HEE uEel
e 2Fqolxz 444 9o A28 F2 gz F4¢d. o g3 7t
BAAA gt o] FHd TS AMYL. LS BHSH Kot #
BEw o2& AdL o] 22¢ gt o dHE DA s =9
7HAE Fod e}, ®

Humboltell oj3tel S Bitts AOEBRS @Hol . odo: AN B
fERS #HE, 474st= fliste 3, 29x HAWs B K49 RS
RESEE JlolA REM T HEM #ElS dx g 29 Qudes
2o shtel BRLE 2WEAY AMEEE Q73 A Asmes
g3t AdAtold] Ao} gzt QAost Q7 Aol AUF mAH S
AR QA E AT Ao elole 29 EAAQ A4 AA G BRL AT
B2 gleh. clole) o]QE o] ANALL ARHEY DA S
o3 A2 EE Humbolts} Descartes stato] olejatst ZEHoz chzx
g Qo TRl JhA MEEn BERF P 1o no: At B
S BEERBY Fd 9oz 2 HoAE Jz 2o,

6/, Descartes-Humbolt-Chomsky A4 & wel& EZEHRS AHS 3o
HE 2w, AMEES A% FK(creative aspect)® 7|20 2 sk Ao

32) Noam Chomsky, Current Issues in Linguistic Theory, pp. 56.
33) Noam Chomsky, Carterian Linguistics pp. 59.

34) Ibid. pp. 20.

35) Chomsky, Current Issues in Linguistic Theory pp. 57.

36) Noam Chomsky, Cartesian Linguistics, pp. 20.

37) Ibid. pp. 21
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Chomsky ®E4ER Himel FHEE

9,14 2449 FAE $24 54, 3 dold WEHE AFT & d: ¥
q A5 Qlolof gl 3ok |

V. EEtEHS B, (B3R

ol A 7R WAL BHH TRl A, Eﬁiiﬂ%"] AMEES Al
e JA BUIH SEES EfE gt 3¢ BEY . Chomskyd]
%3t EFEFES Wk Biwe [ErEd EEMEO}J— A= ’-‘4’?}?‘?} *5_"
Wo] ByfEE gEXe] A 33 Byf(observational adequacy)ol™, oA
FE SEB I FEG.P® oji o & dAS FHLE ol *}%Z’rfq °1
o] el AEE Aedlz Al TAE At QAE e BET
B¥ME (descriptive adequacy) e} H-Et}, o] 3iko] EHake o 3= o,
2y o]y Fyol Au ¢ 4 gl ERERY FHAMKS SEERS 13
e e ?%E’ﬁﬂ AlgEst e, 7 B2 A EH e A4S dgE
Aolck, oldd HAE T ;ﬁﬁfjcﬂ] EA S B (levels of explanatory adequacy) |
= g o™ ?ﬁé 1&%""’& B EFolEC] FREst e, AS Wy
AEyE ?E‘?gﬁﬁﬁﬂ] -&?’_ golch. ¥ webx FEERE I (competance) 3}
7517 (performance) o] #E4 < BARES] E G4 oF &l ‘

1. EFERENS Eek

Chomskye] W#ggAelEe olasted 714 Fod HE/ SHEH
(competance) o} & #E#%1T (performance)olt}, o]ofxe] W2 Saussured]
RS E (langue) of SHEFE (parole)o] o) & 4 vf2ch, 2= 5FS
BHESl BB{R(system of function) s EH L2 BFE(level of realization)z A
Ztaf oF shedl, ool ZZ B8t Aol [Fz 9 MtE joletzm Faiho
28 2 odojd WA FHWMREFE) S wS(ABEE) S Fud
o, HEM, AEH BEY BADN, HEOEBM BHHo 5470 s
BFE 248 ¢ dchz Fgd. 4

M REE (langue) = FEMRO FLEM BB MA@ BEST. oL
ZAtol o] A A Y, F59 FAAA Afdte *}517‘4 ZIFol e, 2g o
A 2AL oA T AU o] ARH FFL LAY F gl 23]

ql

38) Noam Chomsky, Current Issues in Linguistic Theory, pp. 63.
39) Noam Chomsky, Aspect of the Theory of Syntax, pp. 9

40) William Benlon, Eneyclopedia Bratanica V. 14, pp. 69.

41) ].B. Fages, Comprendre Le Structuralisme, 7} & ZZ. pp. 26.
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q 2 A AZFok gt FAAdE 2 2R AN FFAHA AE
AE Zed oAL ofF A AT wEolvh o T4 HAlKEE
g3 AHA nE5Lo. HRIEFET AT BH(code) A& o) fE HIE o]
Aolet, owvd REEEFE(parole) & BAM 1800, Azte] 22 3e §,
Afel B#Er FRolch. 222 o4 (HHES FH), F2 d3lgesz +
Al 7 Al T3 £A4E FE 52 e 2%z 9] A Fol
2 o] Afr GAA A" FAAAE JEEE At F=3
Ae X ek FA F4olel(langue)d] 3t 2AES A¢T ol

F1—wgo] Chomskys] FEEMENA EFEXTY EA #i= A%, A
o] 9] Ai&RY Ef (creative aspect) E A9 3l+ EiE#E N (competance=inborn
creativity)-> 23] 2 Humbolte] 4 3=34 ] AAzA REN BEFERNS ¥
% ¥ Z R (Erzeugng)ol o 717h-g #&elct. el A Saussured HRE

MY SENEY #aGtatiood fiiEesA, 3 HES BERH Bk
(systematm inventory of items)e] E=}3}x =l Chomskye EZmEEHS &

i Byiy(dynamic)q] fIESE “HebA o}

4714 Chomskys} F4ete A& FFERTS EEJENY FAA 29
(reflexion)e] 2] gt olol 5 d & AR Aoz WAAIAE E3t. w2bA KE
AIQl BREETLE H?j”’%%ﬂ/ﬂt EEENY FES MBT & ids A
o4 EREETR EREL T2 ddFdd AT o) RolAu MPERX
T2 EEENA AT Eiolw, o4 BikAAT Fol #EN e A
33t HEAIS #R(system of rules)o] o} *® 223t olels FFL A=
+ A% £Rtz #Rste d ASse 9489 (993 —# (great
generality) 9] #RIE HHIZEH o] Fo] 2} ¢® ChomskyE ol& RE
Byl #HEAIS BRE SFEHE(competance) et FF/IL. =l FEHEBE
o HElS BRY HYYAEH LS ZFo|E B3E Areh(native-speaker)
EEENY & 3 (modeDojrt. o A Eo] Hgayolojol k. ol
247499 F450 MY & 9 RdA AFAoE B 4E ALY
A7 @A = 14 AELE AMEWE 9% 2844 #3 oeldq
F4Mde AFAoz v BHEEE Ho JE P4 or AAHq 23

42) Tbid. pp. 26.

43) Noam, Chomsky, Aspect of the Theory ofSyntax, pp. 4.

44) Chomsky, N. Formal Discursions of “The Development of Grammar in Child
Language” pp. 42.

45) Chomsky, N. Aspect of the Theory of Syntax, pp. 8.

46) Chomsky, N. Linguistic Theory, Mark Lester (eds) pp. 51~60. ¢4 ‘great
generality’$% A el stz 714 msA o]t ofwlof,
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Chomsky #F 4K Hind EEM

(intrinsic intellectual organization),t” & <ol 3 & Zx e Holrh

dolel 3t deigzql 7o fe] FRE Qojo] AE Aol AFH
o2 7= #Ef(=linguistic competance)d] A A3} E A 3} (specification) ]
1t

ERT Er

SEENIE KA %%i/“] 2| FydA MEEs AL EK(gram-
maticalness) o] =, K FEXTS MBS =AM (acceptibility)o] o}, 4®
ZHd 230l E 2 AgedA %Y ¢ At B4 2 49 44
oA AR ol 8] AL dolsdol ol doisdel NEe &

55

TEXT A% 712 chomsky: EHMHF WA 4EHAL o
2E3 9 & AMel F484 (competance)$ ol skx Yt Aol
2 25} 4P BAE welgolq AFReE AATAY 29 8 F(perfor-

mance)o] B4 gohr wASAE Fdth ofm oJaAels M2x2=4)t: T
Foe 99z gdE A 25b A AL AL oddz ddze

2 4 G o BAAAE THY Be 2R HE S A Adsge
27 Qe }g—g— 2AAE R FAE BEZ YoE Adgez u

7 &Ed. & Chomskys} F34ete A& EERAYA FFBEAT (performance)
s B%%BM% SEHENY AES WHE £ 99 Aol

odolsa = oJoigd g AE FHIY vElve 4717 EFE(fallacy)o] o
% Chomskyel RfgE ohg3t 2o 49

A, doisHz}t ololFgo A= Rl F old FA49 sy
o Bzl s o d#AAo] gdE AldH, Chomskyes o]zl ¢
vt gk, ket BREE T ERESY XELEZ HAYS dFd ofF
T4l BREY mEERL F(zero)ols] #HF o]t}

EA, 3 A (speaker) s HA}(hearer):= Mz Z7t otE Ee AL ok
gt & B4E A% £8F o8 ste 4, Chomskyst F32}7)
£ (B8NS 2oe AFold 5 FAd 7123 Rolmz F7H o]t}
23 g, .

AA, dA, FAF F44H 9 FAY 22 [o]34 g E(lexical items) |
I JAAL, &AL ZEA 2 2FAY e 7] %59 (function words) | AF

47) Ibid. pp. 52.
48) Noam Chomsky, Aspect of the Theory of Syntax pp. 11.
49) N. Chomsky, The Development of Grammar in (hildLanguague pp. 42.
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olo] BN FEEL F o dt. F AAE A A H (referentia) e} ] & 3,
F A= A A (relational) o] v & ZEvhs AdE, 2+ 29 2 FE&
H ek, fstdd, 83 (useful) Jo1 2k 384t [7] 0 gk (expect) & At
= A9 AAHQ s fled, MdA4lolztes A =20zl § 84

AAXHQ HulE 77 dAFo] o™ A FHe EFEBHA Jd 23
# ot

YA, &% #@R(Gsystem of phoneme)= 27} AH43te FRMR, F
AAz HEe £29 Wslgd g A E£F3n2d 2A4S & Qe A,
2 oA FA uREld (230 E Lol Atzhe T8 w3lste 247
Fo] A4E WY F e 98y FA4He FAEL 7z Yoh]jz B

V. BAREES W

1. BEERS] ek

oA 3 oju]ef]l A #F4(transformation) =} 4 % (generation)] £& o} =},
9 Wyelse fov HEERS HL doFdA Az FHES AL
3 Harrise} g8 ¢ o=, Chomsky= o] 23 o1e19] Wgo] o] FojA A
< AMEREY BlER EfR(creative aspect) ¥ vlEto 2 o] Folxctn w gk
t. olAE 7t2A 4 R(generation)o] gtz HEoh, FE 4K B0l H—
el AR gt YAl &g HgolEe]l £ 7t 28} Chomsky:
79 WM ARl gz Tl a2yt Waelgtn 2EE, YAolat

ol

SFER AGHHL vl Al o9 PR [EAH B

B9 BRIV EAS BEe Aules] Aol LAz HTFA

ol AFMAl] ola 4P FRHFEE FUSHAL HA
]

5
A FATEE TR HAERY Bl $43 2.

z %
B
< A&
9

2
_ﬁ_.

50) Transformation& ol & (B, TBA e (BE), = FoA (BHHE
22 AL X5t oo Fof A o] Lol & X & ALEF Harris, [ & 7|34
AelA FEY HE, Sde Fdrdedeld JAE s PHEAQ A
'T‘% Aol o& F83t9, Ffi(distribution)o] F4 & A FE¢ A, ¥4

79 dA A A FRol ol2AERZ JHFEY AFelA HYPE A

H] Ack. £33t (cooccurance) s A o] «1?} dY g A4 A7 25,

I'He met us|$} [He's meeting us]e NV, Nz-—] 334 (he, meet, us)S T &3

= 97 HAEe My AAE Zzdche AL wAHUG. T ExY ool

27 Wl By FAGol dejudctz B wHyolat FA FA AHAE
Fr A zA) . HYTA L A gl .
51) N. Chomsky, Aspect of the Theory of Syntax, pp. 4.
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Chomsky #H 4K B#He ZHHE

2. B, £RAIS BA

ol Wit A9s 23 Ao e 9 ol A}d AL Uk
31'5‘630]%0]] 3l BRF] F27 A stz JEAHe FA oz =9

= A, oA 3t REEE (surface structure) o EfF RS (deep structure)
o zeolst AZ A& RAg X (kernel sentence)®®, F& R (kernel
pattern)o & 4w, 299 RE XEE o] BuA HEARS W}z
o webA S BEE B #iEE EEMRER (immidiate constituent)
E et shAs] ohobdt Hel A WA e H L5t o8 HEEE
F ZE XE2E v E A9 she Aol WIEHY Aol

olof dtdl HAEHL A FLINY = Aol iz A F HYE
e el A4 od FHL4LE o] FoA JEstE YotrEdlA w3
Ak FAEHE o A JA FAHo] FAHLY e TAE HFE
2 AEAQL TA L dAZA o] Aol AL Az FAo| R4 (deriv-
ation) ¥ o] X4 (final string)d] = =H3tc}.

g3 AL JefEAE A

My son will be the leader ' €);

(M ot AxAst & Aoleh)

B8 TAL €% BezA, $4 FA (NP <o (PreD Phr)z
TRz Fole A AR TAHLLE YFo] myDet)s son(N)e 2 447
Hz gole 2FA4HAux)G FAF(VpE YAz FAFE oA lbe
the leader 2t NpZ o]z & 3o HALF7 the(Det)+ Nz g =
. webd (5)8 F3Det+N+Aux+betDet+Nyolehis Higs 2z
AeE & 5 Aok ole da] HH4EHS FHH L oS3 o,

Gt 3D (A 345
1. S—»NP+PredPhr 1. NP+ PredPhr
2. PredPhr—Aux+Vp 2. NP+Aux+Vp
3. Vp—V(be)+NP 3. NP+ Aux+be+NP
4, NP—-Det+N 4. Det+N+Aux+Be+Det+N

ol Azt e i@FES uro} ﬂ_‘?‘_i R4S <Det+N+Aux+be+Det+N)—°—
# %o (final string)ol et 3tw o] HFAtd EoldE 3 svte] a4
WEER &2 PR (formatives)gtx gt o] gL sh} shte] =
g Aol doud AAZE F3e] 44"

ooz WYTAA AT AAE 2y (o] AAH A=in 73 A

52) Noam Chomsky, Syntatic Stractures, pp.45.
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7 %2 W =
£-9) A#¥E Syntatic Structures 7E F ).

VI. Chomsky ®F AR BRIk HRHER

ol 7R AP AR FFE, AHA, o]&A w4, Chomskys A
MEEY Aligke = dd3d Loz 2 &g A3y =28t &
B A& olo]® wi Chomskys RS iGAMWCE sestid 29 BF
Y AMES @Emes Mg,

WL REHR S AMEEY BEY H¥(striking features) & [FHH LR
g3 5 mgeE s FAFYA AEd 4 25F ¢ W of Al

AR 2, olole ExL FEMEEY itk (duality of structurede] gltt.
Z DE BEE THEEBEY 271A BEE 2z goe Fdeld. 2 A <A
7} &7l %ICM BB (meaningful unit)o} FEHo2A AAE F &
rg—ccgy (primary) ), %2 TS B (syntatic level) Jold], 1AEE &
Folz 3ED. 2 9 BEE 2% 222% ofFd BRE Uz, 23
134 2AE FQaE TLL S 29 AFeA AN=E A28
&0 [Z3#hny B (phonological level) |7+ gleh. olej o] A234A < 9§ &F
(sound) &2 Z#(phonemes)elxz F-Ech, ole|gt ol F29 244 o
A T4 A FAHALAS AWE e, B BRER (syntatic comp-
onent) & 271 9] fRBMQ B EA ZHAAY B E (phonological component) s
FrEIALY E 3 (semantic component)o]t}, 3 & wiole] AL Aw = T

b I
g Aste Aol M (syntax)o)w ZAL LYo R FHA IS
Ze 249 ‘ﬂ@ﬂ"? AR YL 25 5 75 JEAAE F53
(specify) &teh, 2 e SLEo 2 Fisound) s Fo 75 A{E obF

o
i=] =2
EFPozA PATEE SFHHLE A% ?:75}-@ E“d*?-}_% I%Lfiﬁ‘r.

53) John Lyons, Noam Chomsky, pp. 18~23. #Z.

54) N. Chomsky, Current Issues in Linguistic Theory, pp. 51~52.

55) [John is easy to please] [John is earger to please] 57 22 ¥ %9 surface
structures EFd&Aw 29vule] Sl 2t & FEFALS) [easy] 49 &=
[John )3+ [please 9] #A| := [object-verb]o] = ¥ §AL7t Mearger ]9 & [subject-
verb 9] A o]t
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Chomsky M4 R Eiw SHE

Sz, dlold WA EFL odelo Al (creativity: Jhon Lyonsas&
‘open-endedness’ 2tz ¥ 27| % Fehol St F, RFol§ dae Atste] A
of §9E EAE BAE FHn 2HAE gD F43 B EFEE AR
Sz oA E F Y& £BE BHE BKRTT® T Ao FzA T4
(creative command)& A 4H < BAAA A FRE3A, FJ4H ez o
ZoAE A% FEHojol Gt o F qold FzA ARE oo o
EF3y) AEel HyAHEH] o 5H] B o] BYL ol A Bzl
sz},

ol 45t 2& o) E4& Awsi: Chomskyd EHEEL HENOE #
BEBREEST ot sk SEMET AR M Jdd4 RrE
sv] BEY WEM BHES 25, AL, A4 FHol, A g AAH HE
2334 ZE AMels B9 Aelstz Chomsky: w7 wjEo|ch.5" =2
3}o] Bloomfield7} IS 55l 43 AR — M2 23 By —#k{k (inductive
generalization)o] &} ] =& [$-2] 7} Higkololok drtzm Y AstE B4L &
A7k 4ae AL £ A vhE 2 8o JoleE feAE e e
3 QgeaA clolst AelA SEsE AMS BES FASY A%z
yAse Ao Hal 39Ae dae AW} ool s Chomsky: HAMH
o2 Kol BES LEH Bl ¢ 2HA cojolEe BEE & 9
gz wide e 2 @A REEel @A 4% B 4 e
sleh. ool T2 29 4ol olFatubet zol, wd A<l WM, WIHE,
BhERED 917l ook oA S lojol &9 AEAy iE (substantive univ-
ersals)ol etz B Ecr, 7 @l [RH A jolgle T2 2 Zo] pRMeE
2E B AADDE Bkt ke, 2Rl BHAEHANAN 243 E A

2aeA Ao 250 REE EHEEAA H4AY AE —igm
o WY WA AR Ae EdE HA FLALY F g ool

ERBOUEAA £ o, 5 EHSTFEL (019 [d], [ple(bls 74
Sw [b],[d]% FEHE B (nasality) 7} Qo= BIROAEAA 2 A o
A, FA, FAAAS @GR 2 BHRN WEIANE ZE ol vy
(male), A4 (female)S9] w94 % 2z Jom ofd HEH HRS et
W BHKEES 23 s Aotk Chomsky: SEHEGe) W|LlE, £3) &
B BUES A2 Aold delEz $HACE BYe £45Y T
Aol A ¥ FA4H A4 e Aol WA 2ot AETHES

56) John Lyons, Noam Chomsky, pp. 21~36.
57) Ibid. pp. 8.

58) Ibid. pp. 110.

59) Ibid. pp. 112.
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ERERo KESZ Yve AX oL FHEARY Bkl de Aol

e, ZE U760 Ze EEYR 5L Ve BREGEY #ad
o 3 EHBRRQ EEgo] VEeY. &, BE AMEE+ BRA (physical world)
of st At £43 AAEL AAsed, 2AEL £EHEY, LESY
o2 FAAAQ ALEd 3 KEMOoE e i o AZG. o
THE 2 odost FEd HEAZ ZE doje FE2E AL Bl
7, AF¢ JGES}, 98L& BI}EA 559 AR 499 BEES 2= 9l
o, gz ZE dojE $Y9F A¥H, Yy =TFE AL o™
8¢ e utz 2y dhge] olole] A S HAAR g} olH alef
9 RoHy E4¢& Awse 4yg Chomskyes [AMe] EEeE 2x9
E43 dlojsd g o w0 23, olHel vtz 25 HEH &
B Mg FAULL THEG. F ool of A Ze] Hold w), 23
e olojutg WA E Hodeh. wWEtA F53 FFd FAgle] RE
olfolE oo E Wl & Y& FLH $HE 232 Holvs AHoln A4H

= 2FolY Fz= FA(creative command)E WA A7 &7 gtz B3 o
3 o] dixhgid.

fojglol 7} RHERY =2 Adts e Ast A4 271 FHd44
e 2ES $AE A 2 458 AL = F 5 o 3le 43 (predisposition)
€ Z3 Btavr] dEe st dAdagAA oA oH ulE HAF &
Aotz BEIJEZA sMEstctx 3. 2HER oojF5d #F A4
EAEY 31T AYGE 238 T Ue A2 AMEEY #EE Al
ERA Q5o B3 oJHhelel ABay mAMeldt. ol MAIEe)H S}
49 ¥i(mind)elglz F2 & Fiols, o|RAEL o4 v Fuxg
29 Fz &2 o (mode)s}z TS Descartess} Platon7}x] £35&
F=9 453 Fd S ¥Hd & UF?

Vi. & B

B SEBEHTE o4, s, EE 55ES EERARC L BiRsY

60) Ibid. pp. 118,
61) Ibid. pp. 118.
62) Ibid. pp. 119.
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Chomsky BEER RS SES

ETBHY 2ME TREX K (behaviorism) model 24 A= 3l8 & Misr o)
E&Ea ‘}-il' ]‘7] -?—]'Sﬂ ArEﬂr:znn—J ngEB‘J Egﬁi aﬂ%i}_’_’ ;:-;%4 %:EH‘J
Wit BBSte, BHMAREES WA Chomskyst F78te ol ojo] o]
s ATHolv 3t 2L MEY oA gt ) ksle] Chomsky: H
REFEY ERBRS WA R EEke 3=z F497 ‘41""?"01] a9
FAL 28 AR Zdvhe RFEP o RIS ERlel SHTEY 2
ME UL & Yz Chomskys DAwt 2 F3o] EEHRS odA=
A9 7 e AL 2AFAE E dds A S8 93 A43 42
of vl & £fE AE A577HE FHAAE AT AAZAL e E =
AR s, o4 ﬁ}z}‘; 1741714 q1 Descartes®] EEfe] A<a Sabzk
Chomskys] RE 7} T8 3 Ao E}:L FAS7E . zey 28 AL W
A ZE otk o] Mol e "PE}% ERES AMBS vz L3
ZE o] WAz lde Aol Fo3rh F AN FE L JAdE 3
3 gz e Aot §F AEES Af‘s‘iiéJ Ed A FdsE A2 TF
S E ]9 RHe Aot A T A, AP FEL Agsd 24
(condition)# Qo] 9 &} A YA 3 (habit)e)BoE, Aﬁsﬁﬁﬂ' Emle A9
‘5}—“ 24¢ Chomsky: #E#§8 Aol =, #iEFsE SHBC HHT B8
B TR Q4 AL A7k <ol FEY BEF d=d 53
-4 AA Y otdete AU S AHE ¢ e EENS 9337 98 Aes
Rolgtz = 7A#3| FA3 Aok,

BRBIES] weke] S B2 BRIBWOT AFFHq HERS A
el Bmtle BRE ¢ e 7oz Fges AMY 4550z g
¢ FxAq EA4¢ ARE 4ol glod ol¥d HEkHa AAFe AR
o dAolgts dd A A4S & g sE Rolx, Chomsky:= #8414 o
£9 ﬂﬂ%% S8 ARAS FHEE H2AE Fedzesga @ £ 9,
ol el [A z}5}9] of-(hero of the new left)s¥o]als 9] Wuio]a] £u
Hax gl

null null
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