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i, COBLIEIIVI R TLE2OPRELVESE > TEER2HS, LiIE
5LF5E, HOSHIIMENE 572, EiL, ZOHLE, ZH0) RIS
WS ADPELVOREEHREEZADTHD, LT, LIEBLTEE, B
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II ECM XD DEE

THAREE & DITEHE SN BN 2B & LT, ECM (Exceptional Case
Marking) X 2B ) P CH 5,

1. FREEEFICBIT5 ECM BXXO5H

ECM I &) DU, GB HiEs (Government and Binding Theory) T ® %
THY, FEERFTIL, 8D LR Raising Transformation) % - THHF
ZENTVIELTH D, #) LTER LR, BORALOTHEZMIML
TEXDEHFDOBWEICTA2ERBRUTH D, BIALE, (1) DT Q) —3)
EV)BRETECREENS,

(1) John believes the earth to be flat.

2 S
/\
NP VP
| /\
John v NP
| |
believes Sa
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3 St
/\
NP VP
| /////77\\\\\
John v NP NP
VA NG
believes the earth Sa»
AN
to be flat

DY EWERE S EEHANL, AR SCEOME S RBESNTEY L,
TPV TWOERTED AMFICHAINTVEY, ROBBR,PL W) &, &
DY) ETEROFEE ELLY SR, FROX DI, EREOBD
LAEERHZTING, \eiEgErb0TH b,

FEFEIITFIRREFLER (Reflexivization) & WV 5 EEHREFH 5, BIR
REFULETE & 1E, R—AWEw_TBRLA2HEVEL CTHRAZEIC, ZHAE
BN EZFAN T ~ self OTEO IR AT (reflexive pronoun) 218 & #i 2 %
ERTHB, BlZIE, @a)ii@b) DEILELZLNE, (ZODJohnili&
W IRENDOVTWADS, ZhiE, ThH5 200 John WF— AW ziET &
WO ERTH5,)

(4) a. John i hates John , .

b. John i hates himself i .

FEREROBFBRRLFMEROBEH AL CREE74d 5, FHUE, Z2o0fF
— % E A5 E U BT (simple sentence) DHIC 2SR S AW EWS T2 T
bHb, —AVPEXOFILHY, MAIEDARLOFICH S E V)BT,
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FRAAANERBIIERTE 2\, H2IE, (ST, Jon XEXLOHILH
Y, himself ASEORBLOFIH 5 DT, himself 12F 2§, L@EORLEH
@ him DL R IFIER 5w,

&) S
/\
NP VP
| /\
John A% NP
| |
‘believes Sa2
/\
that Mary is superior to him
{ *himself }

(6)TiX, Mary & herself 2’ CE DAL LDOFIZH LD THRERGHD
herself 2ME T &, her HMEH T & 2w,

) Si
/\
NP VP
| /\
John \% NP
| |
believes S2

T

that Mary has hurt [ herself }

*her
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DI ERBEIIBWT, ROFILEATHRI S,

(7) a. John believes Mary to have hurt herself, 2

b. Mary is believed to have hurt herself (by John).

(7a) TiX, Mary & herself 25F— A 285 DT, Mary & herself IZ[F U
KA, ZOBEE, HOALLORIIZTNERLRWI EIh b, £I2A
POIYDZELHIFFET S L\ ) 2 &1, Mary 1 (7Ta) T, believe O BAVEE
THY, EXPCHHENITETHD, L) Dk, FEERIE, FFEL
HHEEZ VWAL ZDERTHEINSTH S, (7) D a, bEIE, Mary 7%,
FRCE DAL E EXOWMEOFIZHDH L VI FELZI L EEREL T
LT EWRD,

COFEN, By LITERARETSE, RBIUBRSNDLIOTH S, T
T (72) DRBEEE B) DL I ITE XL D,

®) St
N
NP VP
| PN
John A% NP
| |
believes S»2
/\
NP VP

AN

Mary to have hurt Mary
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T SN THEREFIER 2TV, “HE® Mary % herself 1235 X 2
bo COFE, ZODOMary iE 2 ¢ W R UETAICH 255, FREALT
EERPEHTEL, KIS, OCRALNE LI, @) FFERICE -,
S:DEFETH A Mary Y E LT, EXL S OHMEEIZT 5,

) S
—
NP VP
| /I\
John \Y NP NP
| |
believes  Mary S2

/\

to have hurt herself

NTHLPB L HIZ, SF, Mary &, believes DEMETH 205, ZE)
EReHEHALT, (7T0) OXEELT ENTES,

DL, B ETERERET S LI2L 5T, (7a) & (7b) OILHF
boTWEDPDEICAZLFEFRBIRIENLDTH D,

2. GB HEFHIIBIT 5 ECM X OO

LI, GBHEEIZRD &, TOMY BITERE W) BB RN S
NTLE ok, EMICED &, BRMENL, 72o/72—D2D Move ¢« £V E
BHAIL27% <, SO Move o &) HANIEOAATOEES T L0 HM
FRONMBE~NBBSED ZLETERVEW) ZETHD, GBHHTIL, (10)
DX, (11) D& ) efEE LTwb,
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(10) John believes himself to be a famous star.

1 IP (=S)
/////\\\\\\
NP I
| /////A\\\\\
John I VP
| |
-s \%
/////\\\\
\Y% IP (=S)
| N\
believe NP r
AN
himself I VP
I A
to be a famous star

himself (X T 1P (FEEHEFHO S ICHY) OFIZHY, believe DHIIFED
UENBE TSI Lk, b L, BEITIIIE, 2OTRELENLZLOL
LCHIR ST LZ 9,

TSR 2 2 HENE, 6 Fh¥E (0 -Criterion) (CERT 295 TH b, 0
HEL RO ) REATH S,

¢ -Criterion

Each argument bears one and only one 4 -role, and each 8 -role is assigned

to one and only one argument.*
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K12, (122) DA (12b) 75, Mary 2 EXO BWEOMEICKEETH
ClkoTREI NS L LTHRE D, ((120) 1F, Mary PEMFEOME I
BENBOBETH S, Mary OTEOMBICIZER PRI TWA,)

(12) a. John believes Mary to have hurt herself.
b. John believes [Mary to have hurt herself].

c. John believes Mary [t to have hurt herself].

9, Mary SEOALLDEFTHAHH 5, hurt LV EFADPS 6 & %=
Hahb,

(13) John believes [Mary to have hurt herself].

@ -role
Z D Mary PHEDAAR LD FEFEOMED?S EXOBWFEOMEICBE L7
LE5E, G, Mary i3 believe & W) BIRANLBIO 6 B 2T 525

il B,

(14) John believes Mary [t to have hurt herself].

f -role

ThE, Mary i3, 200 o xEl o Lok, oEEIERTAIE
Wi bo D2, (122) DXL, FEXE LTHRENTLEI S LIZh D, ®
LT AN, EBIE, (12a) OXXIEN LRI THA 26, 0 EIFEEL
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Fo72 B> TWVB E W) 2 IR b, Mary |
FoTWLDOTH5L,

%, HORAALOHRIZHE

LA L, GBHERHTHE, BONSICHLTEFELVEBY Ltz s
e ROBIZ (15) T, him &) BEORELIAFhLhILTni I ths
YL LD, BHORAATOTEINE (HBHB) ZEsTWA,

(15) John believes him to be a famous star.

ZIT, GBEFHTIE, ToLHRBELIIBWTE, EXOFHEY, O

ABLDEFEOMEBILHDZFAMNETEFIDEER Do

(16) IP (=S)
NP/\I |
l /\
John I VP
| |
-5 A
V/\IP (=S)
| /\

/\

I

| A

Accusative to be a famous star

LE
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72721, BORALTAIFL TH HHEE, BOAALOEFEL, EXOEH
TiE% <, BORALLD I (Inflection) 7> 5 FEfF5E N5,

17 P
NP r

LN

John P
|
-s \A
\Y CP
.
believe ol
C 1P
V2N
that NP I
AN
he I VP
|
-S be a famous star
Nominative

(16) & (17) DE WL, believe &\ B DR AT (16) T 1P, (17) Tl CP
THbEVHIZETHbD, GB BHTIL, IP IIHEOREREZ 2 5% \VWDT,
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(16) T, believe IZEBORALDEFEEXHETE, FRIHBETET 5,
({E>T, him&E W FERICL S, B, BORAALALOI S FOFEELHET
27, ZOLIZIERHAS WO T ([Tense]), EEIHZFE5THIENT
E\V) THITH LT, CPIdMERDOREEEIZR B DT, (17) Tl, believe 1E
BOABTDEREHETEY, FIUIRKEAE5TLIEHNTEA VL,
DIABLDEFEZHET 5 OEDABZLEHED I THY, LT, TDI
WASERRID S B DT ([+Tense]), 2D I HFEDIAALLDEE IR 5
BOTHB, (FE->T, he EWIHFERIZRZ 5,)

DX, 16) D LD HHE, EXOBFAEOALLOEEE FHEL
THEENGTHDT, T0OL) %ML E Exceptional Case Marking 132 (4
SHBIREHSREL, ML TECM ) LEREDTH S,

3. Minimalist Program (23313 %5 BCM # L O 4547

Minimalist Program T® ECM X OGO T3 GB Birn b o L I3 R
ho BOALLDOEFER, T, TXOHF~BETLHOTHD, 2751,
BB 7T N B DI LF (Logical Form) ICBWTTH %,

Minimalist Program T3, BESIRCEFA» LB E NS SN EVWIERLH
ROTLIV, KEFEo 7285 D Lexicon 2 5T D H ENTXOHICHEA
SN, ZOZFOKE, BFPHETREB LN —HTLIHED) PHEES
NBHLEV) AR > TWD, FIZIE, (I8)DTIZUND LS 2iEs |
TWwh,

(18) John believes the hypothesis.
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19)

/\

AgrsP

N\

Spec Agrs’

PN
RN

T AgroP

Spec Agro’

4

’
‘ \\ /,W /\
A SN Spec

John V NP

believe  the hypothesis
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LF T, BjF believe i Agro ICBBI L, BHFED the hypothesis 1& Agro ®
Spec ICHBEIT 2, #ZT, Agro @ Spec & head D THANFFHN, the
hypothesis 7 believe DER T AT iFo Thhid, BT ENB I Ltk 2

BISC (20) 12313 % the hypothesis &, (18) DFISTIZH1T 5 the hypothesis &
EL A LHRVEZIT 5,

(20) John believes the hypothesis to be true.

BI3C (20) Dthe hypothesis &, LF T, F LD Agro @ Spec ~E BB L, B
believe & D THEDORBE 42 21T A, 7

I ECM XD Hr OEFE O

MERTE 24912, BECMEX—221U) LT Ch, 2054 im=ig
LT, L, fd, ERCEFETERE L2V, FOHEBPZE-S ThH
E9.

Y, ERSUEOHELHREL TBrRIER 5% 0,

HERCEOBEEZ B, AMAAMOFICHELL THE L TWwAEHE
HEJJ (competence) DB 7 € 77V % {E 5 Z & TH B, Chomsky 12 L 4UiE, A
HAEFBRANEZFoTVA LWV T &L, HAHLHKRECHLEVWI LT
H5o

To know a language, I am assuming, is to be in a certain mental state,
which persists as a relatively steady component of transitory mental states.
What kind of mental state? I assume further that to be in such a mental state
is to have a certain mental structure consisting of a system of rules and

principles that generate and relate mental representations of various types.®
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Z @ “a mental structure consisting of a system of rules and principles” ® & 7V
2ED ETB 2L, SHFEOHETH S LEREFERIERTHDT
HoHL, EREFEVRET HNEIDLIIIELETLHLETH S LRE
ENb, (DX, KEOME»rOKELHICERELDODEEZI LR
Do) LA EEERETREINTOAER) LIFERE W) ERMEH L LK
FEEMETRHOIDERESNETHA ), LITHH, GBEmILEbo/ L
ok, BYETFTERBEILZVWEWS) RN, BEERCEETLHEEZ
LBNTHW/Z LG EIBRTI I VOTHA ) D §FTHEEFRSH
TELDON, EEDNEEDPo/zOTT ) T i, B, EE
THEERSNTWABLESIFR, HNIEEL 2D o7z ) T L5
THbH)o

XEHEFmETWECAEL, RAEEFEEZMRA T &, TOEERITHERL
bEHShZVL, SHEFEEIEREZHEILTEATVAEW) 2 EIlh
Ho MARLHIS — A ELATVRADTRRZVDP NI ZLTH L, HlZ
i¥, Derwing 2 XD & ) 12T W5,

Unless, therefore, some rational basis can be established for making us think
that some very close relation holds between the linguist’s (ultimate) grammar
of any language L and the native speaker’s own internalized ‘mental’ grammar
for this same L, all the linguist’s grammar-writing activity must surely
degenerate into a kind of highly intellectualized and complex game, the results
of which can seemingly have no relevance to anything in the real world and
hence can be of no interest to anyone (except, perhaps, to that special type of
individual who is simply drawn by natural inclination to crosswords,
cryptograms, chess and other such intellectual puzzles for the pleasure of the

mental stimulaltion which they afford).’
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EE, BRHEROMATELLRREY, BE0a 77 AMILLED
N, ROE I, BERETMNERTHL S LTS

Rel &\ ) OIEARE ISR O S S OERBE R 108
L, BROEHN - BiEh 2 8ATLE (B85 LTELTLRE
PEFEE/TREDOTH LD, F3LAF—ISEREHYEEE
AL, SOIRERLCIRMN I EFLHRL, EFIC
FEFOREEOWRIZE LIHTLE o770 TD LI LHFIZAAER
ELTEBOYLAVEY LhzndS, EFROWEE, HICSHEICHET 2
FRGZVATARBELL ET2BDUBPOEDHTIEETS

DTELZVHRTH B, 10

1:1 \u

il

TOXIE, ERCERANS - ATHL, ERTEEEIEEOBEE
HTIEUL 5 L) 2BHlAREIER Y LTwa, 3T 5 AI—5BICIEE
T 5D, BXOGHEEBELL»LEnoT, 50, BRE2ERLA
o EVoT, BERUEERIHTE vy, FRIE, ERSCEF B RE
FERUFERTHRALTWS (& Chomsky SEELTWVB) 25 TH b,
HBABFEEPVCA VL LHEOSMELERZ»LERE L CHIEEI N2 L
FIC &I, EREFEIMELOOTTESLEREEE L THIFES LW
DTH5D,

HARSFOMATYH, BRLHERNEEYOEERICEL CI#ERm»H 5,
M BRI OEREE FRTHAE, £ owonmwdﬁﬁ®ﬁﬁ
KT &Y, EELAVLOTH S EFETH AR o BROMIIZ
HHLOD, KFEDEZFIZ, ROTEILREENLTHASD

CWEEE O P OERIETEE WD b OOEERE WD DT,
ZENHRE % DYHERPLHLESCRERET R TREN A
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HEOD LITHE—BICHBIL) 22 LI vy T bz
CEDWTERIYENHFOREMEELBRELEHN L2 BEHS
F7YLIBHEIDPENIZEILLoTHROOLND EZZOND,
HHNWFEOEREEZNSERN CBETREIEI P L) Z LI
Lo THREENILEIZVDOTH B!

2% 0, BFNFEER LM LENEEREZXNT 2LEFHL0TH L,

BB, BIFERELERICHTHRO L) 2HEMHIZOVWTLERELT

329, Fhid, BHEMESR RO T, HEORROYHER W
HPHERCOWTRDFBRN TEENZA#ES 25 LTYH, £h
3d < FTYEEFRICOWCHEOYEIEGIC L o TRE S M
ThHh Y, B0 ICHED S B OYBHEF IOV TOMRTIL S
WOTIR WA EVIBDTH L, Worihud, FEHNZYENE
RiwosTd, —DOWHEERIKEL, TAroBE@EILTHLIT
RTHHIEIWEREDLYIRVOTH L0505, H5HWEHEED LML
DEFEMZYEHMF L V) ORFFERL LI P 20OTH-T, dL
FEFEMEFERPFZ D L) ZFEEWHFEZERL L) L) O THNIII,

MM SN ER MR 52 0WOTERVD, EWVnI)HOTHb,
FIT, TOXH R, HO@LIHEF,OMPIOYEBBREOL D

ROTHHPAH D L) pld [l L FHEER] LHIN2D T2
TENHD, O T AHLHER, BIEFEMERER LB LFHEER &
DBBREV) ZEIR D,

SR LTI, WHEBHRICOWTO EARERES WEER L L
ICRATEETH T, ZOFBIRESHED T2 LTEDL I LITRW
EVbRIFER S v, FOBRTYEER O o 72 KM%Y
HHROZEHRE V) DRI TRETH D, LEL, 2O &idFEmL
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FHEERPEBRTH L LV 2 EICB R 500, WEEE TR
ELTNETOYEFEORRYMLIORLHTY, BEOKETE
REEN TG D Sy S OYBF OB O 2 HA T
BMIZE o TIBIES N ), BEILE T, ZHHEOWEICBITA
L) YHEGIZI o TEELZII RV THI LRV 20
AETHBTHHS), TOLI)LWREEZZEDL L) Zxid, BED
HEFSHREO L 22 3mSR TIZna WENEROEE IOV
FROMAILL o CBIES N Y RSNV TH LN T E2TD
HBEVYTETHL, £)THE, T L, bbbz ESm
LHNTWRWEEZNE L AWENAR Db Iz HEfEL,
BENECR LI, HEOWHERTRRIETWoT, #0592k
MOYHEWHEELBRL TN LW 2Ltk b,

bbaA, BN EENEERE VD DI, bhubh oD & it
M, BEFOWHEERIC L - TSN Th W X S RipBRg iR
DHEEPHEETHETHUBHTHED0, 0L REOYEYH
ROWEE KDDL I L %L, HEOYBERIBREN L2 DIDTHS &
THLDRZTANDSLEZ 2, L L, BEOWHIERZ 28
DISIE & REEOAMOH BEEH R b DL 2k LTS b ITHERE ST
HYEFEL, BAEITbORIHS N TH 2 W EREE L L
B RSEET S L ROTVAI LI RDDTHIH,E, Hid
M EFHEER T HFINERD ) A TOBEL LTERLTWE &
WA Z kI B, R

Einstein 3 KD & ) 23R TWw 5,

Physical concepts are free creations of the human mind, and are not, however

it may seem, uniquely determined by the external world. In our endeavor to
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understand reality we are somewhat like a man trying to understand the
mechanism of a closed watch. He sees the face and the moving hands, even
hears it tickling, but he has no way of opening the case. If he is ingenious he
may form some picture of the mechanism which could be responsible for all
the things he observes, but he may never be quite sure his picture is the only
one which could explain his observations. He will never be able to compare
his picture with the real mechanism and he cannot even imagine the possibility

of the meaning of such a comparison.'?

HAMFOWR T, »2BH0HHHIE, 2ORBROERIIEIBELT
WhiL, IELWE LTRIFTANRDONTEZOTH A, RLFZHFNIS &,
Ptolemy DHEFHTIX, MIKOE D) 2 KHPLERENE L & E2 b, FhHIE
LWwe LTRIFARLNTWEDTHY, £ L THICE, Copernicus %
Kepler 52X o T, MEAREBOED ZRH>Twad LEIESh, BETIH,
HWEVFHAELVWE SN TWEDOTH L, T/, »P2OTHE, 7aIAbriwn
IWMEOFEEFRESI N T L b DD, WEISBIET 2 L) 0k, 2o
BEHELETOTVAL PR TV I B EEZLRTWLEDOTHE, BT,
EFRUBELVEEDRTHADTHD, bbAHA, BHETH, BREIIEMLT
HrHEEZLNTBY, TUVAF M OFHERBESNTND, /2, 2D
T, FHZEBEI -7V EWHIPWETH- SN TV LRESLTWZT
Ebdol, THE, T—TFNVOHFEREEZRET S LiEADOBED S
HTE PO THE, bbDHA, WETH, T—TIVOFERITEIN T
Bo =T VOFELREL % TH, #HEL D F{HHPATE 2HHEIE
AHINENSTH D,

HABZORRTIE, HAELICE LW E SN ERIPHROBAISH Ly
EAC o TROSN2DPHETH 5, OB, F LWEMOEHIE LW
25, URIOBENZ ERL TWFEN) £0EZLHINL Z Lidh v,
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PAFEEFRIE, TOZEERDIIICHHHELTVS,

BEFNDL WL EAROEETR TV I 5L, AFHIZH LA
D72 Do TOHY, TEROEAL DD, dochniiflicbhio
T, BROFHITHELDL, 2 LWHREO#HLE 52 T g,
ZHET CNERITH L, LELIERDL DD, [T8b D7 e4

<, 5F iA%@#&T%t&mv@fu&mo%Lzﬂwo%w
ﬁk?h@,%liA%@ﬁk@oTwé%o%,it%u%Lw%
RAEHNL, IR FLCEB 002 nH T eiinb, 1EALD
PZELDIIEDLLZOEBI L, UL, FAIDENICELDE

DETEZVDTH B,

BAREE, ZOXHICLT, ERPRA CBIE-TESN, FELTS
12DTHLN, BEBFICBTLHEROLEETEERES Z L3, BOMERIL
HOERTIETHL I BT TEDoTELREVI T ETHD, SO L%,
AHERIEIRO L HICHBLTWw5,

F 2L BT et L AR R OB D X 5 2 A 2
HREIROGE, B 2 WRAETTAERIH LT, £ LHE
DHEALMEZIRT 5L [R5y HH! OBEEELT, SO
B, BeHPHEEFEIFRTTL2HEHE L VLI VS OEELHET 7507
TR <, %%%ﬁi"*%%éﬁﬁ%@é'%%%ﬁ%'ﬁ%t
B L, #hb ERETORMTRDT 2483 28 2B 2T

6o~®l7¢,m&éﬁmﬂ%ﬁ9%ﬁ“@ﬁﬁxﬁ%%ﬁ A 3

EV ) ZENFHREOTEBFCEEOBEE Y WKTA2D0THAD,

DX, BEMETE, ERFRL LBESH, FRUlEboTH
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ZOFRFEPEREENDL DG ERAEDTHY), # LT, Chomsky 1, EE
FOHRBF LR U AETHET LD EEELTWADTH LN, B
DEEEELOSHOEEICHEL Cit, HRBNZLEFAURES tuftvwe
&7 %, Chomsky XKD & H ICBERT W5,

Some basic properties of language are unusual among biological systems,
notably the property of discrete infinity. A working hypothesis in generative
grammar has been that languages are based on simple principles that interact
to form often intricate structures, and that the language faculty is
nonredundant, in that particular phenomena are not “overdetermined” by
principles of language. These too are unexpected features of complex
biological systems, more like what one expects to find (for unexplained
reasons) in the study of the inorganic world. The approach has, nevertheless,
proven to be a successful one, suggesting that the hypotheses are more than

just an artifact reflecting a mode of inquiry.'®

ERCEORFOLERLYHFEOHGOLEBLF U Th b, MM
ZOBRIIEFEENOETVE L TREELZDOE LTREESNZDTH D,
ZOHBRATESEEZFRO®R ) LITERS, EEERZNTHSE® O £ {35
TETWEDTHEH,0, BHFELr-720TH S,

O, Baw L AEEM RGN AAEERER —~ GB i L 2h LT &
2o GBHEmid, TNETOHEBIVOFENLDIOTH Y, FRUFOESR
LDLEEIC, IVMBENLFRETY > THEAOLERE YW TEXLOT
Hho TOERTIX, BN LETERE L) T WHIEROBEAMN LD
DTHAHDH, #) LTERIIEESINOTHE, 2hd, 20 GBHH
ANTEELWZ ETH D,

ZLC, BRBFOEROEILOEE tﬂLlok,i&Y&@E
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by, FURTTHHEFL VIENLHBOBEROERTHLENIT R
ZLTHBIPRERS BV, MbEE & KAEER, ROXICTFLEDHTH
5o

1955 450> The Logical Structure of Linguistic Theory & %\ & 1957 £
O Syntactic Structures B 51X L E 55 3 AR —SEWRORREE, #
RIOAEROWFE A 5 FA & T 5 — & - A0 E, EHEOK
ROWFENEZOHBEHE T VHREOR, EEI N BEF L
BELCE, 2 T—EBELTERENTE-D, LEOFHHA =
TRERHS, WADOA N AL EBHS R LE) ETDHI L7,
i, BEEDPICEE STV A2 BOLHHERFHET
3o BE Move o) — D TEEHRZONTVAI &I, MWICALHN
Bo ZIHEMF a AAF—HHEIBLTET, 19156 0OFKFEH I, %
DBELZEAEEZ D B TREBSNIHET VD £ 20 FOERMK
Licdhh, FRERBEICHELEDLIDLENVZ D, ERDOAH =X
LOFEFETHL CHBRL, BROBBEICETHRLLT, £ THE
BHETBALARRCHN—TEDL L) 2HEHEHERERET L VI
DTHLNEETTHD, ThITOERKEBOBET, £ 0OHE

PBEEEEDbo THIEoTIToo & D12, DR, SHEHE, REE
OB T4NME = ED LGB ORHHA CIHR LIEEA Y — 72 bt
FEAL, LD —REOBNA I Z AL TEERR SNAZ LIl ol V7

ECM XL DG DAEFHED o720, B AHRIEbL 72,5 TH
D, Lid, TOBEGFOELE, BARFEOSRSEREL DI, L DMEH

, THRREIZ B DALV B TH D, WEEH, Aristotle DEAD S
Newton i T, HEQOBTNFENEERLCEL L), ERCED, EiE
W26 GB HaR % #2C, TAED Minimalist Program “NEER L TE DT
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Hbho fEoT, TNENOHEGHTRESINTWE4 DHBIFSEE SN D,
BEESINZZ) LThH, #HD Chomsky #IEHEL RO TH D, EETHEFO
b, LOHENT, RO LERNERELTCE D25 THD,

IV AERCCER G AR 2
AR —
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A third, potential, problem concerns the way in which Chomsky’s conception
of language is interconnected with his epistemology. Recall that he is driven
to his mentalism by, amongst other things, his faith in ‘normal scientific
practice’ or ‘the standard practice of the natural sciences’. Recall, moreover,
that Bloomfield was driven to his physicalist conception of language by his
belief in what scientific practice should entail in order to be respectable (i.e.
metaphysics-free) as well. But, as we have also seen, it was Bloomfield’s
. empiricist epistemology that caused his conception of language to be
fundamentally flawed. This would seem to indicate that if, in the course of
time, Chomsky’s faith in what he calls ‘normal scientific practice’ turned out
.to be unfounded, his conception of language could suffer the same fate as
Bloomfield’s. Such a possibility is a risk to which all ‘epistemology-based’
conceptions of langauge are exposed. In view, however, of the enormous
growth of the natural sciences, and the remarkable fertility of the Chomskyan
conception of language, Chomsky’s faith in ‘the standard practice of the
natural sciences’ does not seem to represent an error of judgement of the

kind made by Bloomfield.*
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What is postulated is that to know a language is to have a certain mental constitution which
is characterized by the linguist’s grammar. There is nothing mystical about this approach,
contrary to what is sometimes believed. It is precisely the approach that would be taken by
a scientist or engineer who is presented with a black box that behaves in a certain fashion,
that evidences a certain input-ouput [sic] relation, let us say. The scientist will try to
construct a theory of the internal structure of this device, using what observations he can as
evidence to confirm his theory. If he is unable to investigate the physical structure of the
device, he will not hesitate to ascribe to the device a certain abstract structure, perhaps a
certain system of rules and principles, if this turns out to be the most successful theoretical
approach. There is no reason to adopt some different standpoint when the objecct under
investigation is the human being. (Noam Chomsky, “Knowledge of Language,” Language,
Mind, and Knowledge, ed. Keith Gunderson (Minneapolis: University of Minnesota Press,
1975), p. 304.))

The study of biologically necessary properties of language is a part of natural science: its
concern is to determine one aspect of human genetics, namely, the nature of the language
faculty. . .. universal grammar conceived as a study of the biologically necessary properties
of human language (if such exit) is strictly a part of science. The criteria of success or
failure are those of the sciences.

(Noam Chomsky, Rules and Representations, p. 29.)

What is commonly said is that theories of grammar or universal grammar, whatever
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reality.”But in the nﬁtural sciences, one is not accustomed to ask whether the best theory
we can devise in some idealized domain has the property of “physical reality,” apart from
the context of metaphysics and epistemology, which I have here put aside, since I am
interested in some new and special problem that is held to arise in the domain of psychology.

»

The question is: what is “psychological reality,” as distinct from “truth, in a certian domain™?

As has been evident throughout, I am not convinced that there is any such distinction,
and see no reason not to take our theories tentatively to be true at the level of description at
which we are working, then proceeding to refine and evaluate them and to relate them to
other levels of description, hoping ultimately to find neural and biochemical systems with
the properties expressed in these theories.
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17 SN - RAESE, BRI 5 223 -HEOHE()—ZELE0ZER L 4
& —1, [EFEFE], 19924E8 A5, p.20.

18 COMICELTIE, FIE, [HEBMEED» LA ERTERBZOEED], [F
B RFEREER T ERFZE] Nos. 47 - 48 (1989), pp. 202-34, RS, fiHE, [#b
PR b A A RSCEER OB EAD], [FERKFRFERELETE] No. 49
(1989), pp. 115-36 & £,

19 B —%, [MESISHEOENZE L S/EELR], THTISE] 19944985, pp.
72-73.

20 FHAE, [CEQLHEEOMBEICO W, TRE-KSE
(1983), pp. 109-30.

21 BKIR—ER, T9BELIIMAEA 90 (B)) CGEX @ BEEIE, 1979),p.82125]
HahTwaEH,

22 HAFER, [BEOHE], p.4.

23 Bz, HREFRLEIXIOIFIZLO,

24 Rudolf P. Botha, Twventieth Century Conceptions of Language (Oxford: Blackwell. 1992),
p-312.

FELERFFE No. 31

nuu



Synopsis
Is the Generative Grammar an Intellectualized Game?
Satoru Nakai

“Unless . . . some rational basis can be established for making us think
that some very close relation holds between the linguist’s (ultimate) grammar
of any language L and the native speaker’s own internalized ‘mental’ grammar
for this same L, all the‘linguist’s grammar-writing activity must surely
degenerate into a kind of highly intellectualized and complex game” (Bruce
L. Derwing, Transformational Grammar as a Theory of Language Acquisition:
A Study in the Empirical, Conceptual and Methodological Foundations of
Contemporary Linguistic Theory (London: Cambridge University Press, 1973),
p.47.) and it is sometimes argued that the generative grammar is such an
intellectualized and complex game, which does not have any reality.

This criticism of the generative grammar is irrelvant. According to Noam
Chomsky, since linguistics is “strictly a part of science” (Noam Chomsky,
Rules and Representatioﬁs, p. 29.), “[t]he criteria of success.or failure are
those of the sciences.” (Ibid.) “There is no reason to adopt some different
standpoint when the object under investigation is the human being.” (Noam
Chomsky, “Knowledge of Language,” Language, Mind, and Knowledge, ed.
Keith Gunderson (Minneapolis: University of Minnesota Press, 1975), p. 304.)
As the physical theories which are successful in explaining observed
phenomena are accepted by scientists, the lingustic theories which are
successful in explaining observed phenomena are accepted by linguists.

But Chomsky does not explain why he considers linguistics to be a part of

science.



