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BHEEREPLERT L
£ oW oK X

0 1988442, HHETIE, HEBIEOMESNER O/t IETH -
LESTIVv, Fhut, HeFLT, kO 3IFEVNIOFERINIADLT
BB, (HHIECET D2, QEGXALT 4 A28 THD,)

(1) &I o MFEFELL] G- Fhe)

(@) bk RS - Rk (SR OEL] GO - JEd i)

B) # R— - BR [FFEFoEm) CGEx - $EERE)
HWALLFPHINS X5, NEQREFBFLOLOTHSLD, (WHEEL
TEERISEA WSS E LTWB DI L, (20 8 R ik ¥ % IEME
DIEEE, TV ARSE > TS EWIHELED D,

EED, 221 24, BEIDH-T, FEFHCBHOLEFELERT TS
DTHHD, FIhbFELSZERDBIEEARI ED, EWOIBEND, &
TFOHEAH UL TR I ER>DTHS, HHROWHE, 5IHAXNEL 8D
T &, BRUGMOHDFBRCHIBIC /e 2 L1k, kBRI & EFALT
HEL, T, EROIFORA - HFLBERL T2 0TRIN 2 L
ZEWib D LTl Eil,

1 HROEHY

BB DB IR DA > 7o DRI e » TH BIBEE I v 5
Bh FTHRANL L 5, Bloomfield (1933, p.3) ZKRDIHSECE S5, (LLFD
IR D 5 %,ﬁﬁ®&ﬁ§hfu6%@mriﬁﬁﬁjk%®ﬁﬁ%ﬁ%
TERL, KLTRERA S 70,)
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It is only within the last century or so that lauguage has been
studied in a scientific way, by careful and comprehensive observation ;

1
.... Linguistics, the study of language, is only in its beginnings.

ZDHNL, L DEEFEL O B ZIFHILNTEY, & ziE, Water-
man (1970, p.17) %, KD L S BT3B,

From 1800 on, therefore, we may speak of the scientific study of

language, or, to use the term in its narrower sense, “linguistics”.

W UBE DO SPNE, &5, Lepschy (1970, p.21), IAh AT 4 »F
(1974, p.4) K RVHZhb, X5, Chomsky (1966) @ p.1 i,
M. Grammont D& LT O F A5 H X h, p. 75 O, ‘Similar views
have been widely voiced’ & ® 5%,

IR LT, fod 2iE, Robins (1967, p.6) (XKD L 5CES (4%
v 74K K24

The practical and theoretical results of Greek linguistics were taken
over by Rome (with so much else of Greek intellectual life), and
passed on by Rome at the hands of the late Latin grammarians to
the Middle Ages, to be received from them in turn by the modern
world during and after the Renaissance, together with the vital con-
tributions from outside Europe. At no stage is there a break that

amounts to discontinuity in the European tradition of linguistics.

1) ZO5|AXOEBELIRME, [ Inkfistsid b, thicovTird<H Tl
N5 | EBD, FISNERA Y FIZRTE 3 — = =L IE LTS DI 5
T, FREZOWTE3Thith b, 2T, THM] 23BDd5 Z & Ak, ko
FRAWITTD LD EEBEML TR X0,
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Changes of theory, aims, methods, and concepts are repeatedly found,
and they are the material of the history of linguistics ; but each gen-
eration of European linguists has had at its disposal a knowladge of
the existence and some of the work of its forerunners. (¥V &7
SHEPIEOEMAR - MR, (F) ¥ T o MAEERO oS <o
i &3Ee) v — =Bl &M, B T 7 v SGER e bOFTr — <2 bift
HEERICEZ B, £ LT, ROT, =2—8r .y A0 bOREELEBRR
L3R, x oy VAR X EDROBIRESZIZZFANRDRIDTH

SRR 2 —r » S KT A0S, REBUIRERIC ¥ TET
6I5E%%K&,&@ﬁﬁK%ﬁELTM&V®T&éOEm'H%'
Fid - BEOEIRDEL RVWEXh, SEEOBEOMELE o T
o LinL, ThXhottfoa —r .y ~OFESHE, LHEFLHLOF
TEE, PFBOHRDO WL LD WTOMFEE, HHICFIHLTELDT
B2

R XoHERE, =)y (1979 ©d RV hz, AMEOCH 1R [
ﬁ%%# A~/ | o, TR 55570 B s ik L2e X3 2 #k T
Lc] IX»nH 5,
BHE—~ LAyHrz—
VA yH A 17142
PREH &R0 Hewg & FE SR b R e U . il S L L R (a 1)

1842 19142 201HA4C

LT, THATRESEY, ToOXREMLBHATITE T, T LTH LWL

LDTIEIL, LA, BEFDL - EbHWEHRICLBR->TW5b] OT
2)

HDERERLT WD, o8, FofE, [HARAKES IR b Ttk

2) p.7. FDHULET o TN OMDFITOWTIE, 2 TR 5, /i, Lo
TIRITHAD 2 ol L B D & LT 525, Chomsky (1972, p.5) i IEJxf
DERBB D,
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, BEFEHEL LELERSHEWER] THBEMAHEL TS, £
LT, kDX H5IZE 5Hf, Bloomfield DFEXAIRICE VT o2 XS
MHTHAH S,

WER U THERW « N E R A L e E o A, £D
W, EREFEFOELELY Z oftfe (9fiEfe) & RaT AR, < LrCHi

FBIH L2 oD XEOHIL ST TH B, L, FEY (inguis-
tics) %, [BFEDOHFMPIE] LTHRL 2 BT, ThETOFERRIE
EHETRIWEFERLTOZDIR L, HBEiE, FROINERET 2EHATS
e, WE - B STk THRM D H D EFRL TVBEDTH D,
R, TR Sy, FRCEEMIRC R 2 TR¥ENIIE] Sl
M EWOHEIEHDEBLhDEDTH S,

Bloomfield D% x Fin bW, EOFIATCdH5 X5, [HEEE
W, OEERSRBIERIC LA E VWO ENETH—EETHEAS S, I HIT,
Bloomfield (1933, p.20) DR DOMB L EHTH D, (1 £V v 74k i)

The only useful generalizations about language are inductive gener-

alizations.

X BT, Dinneen (1967, pp. 4f.) %, “Linguistics is a Scientific Study” &
VO RIBLO TR, FHEENHENERT LD E L TKRD 3 DOWE &%
T b,

1) #81 (empirical)

2) BEH (exact)

3) K@t (objective)
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LA Eo X 5 reRlettiy, BRI hH - T, FO—HLMHEL T
WO TR Is A EBbhd, THARKER2E] CNFAE 1985) o [FiE]
DIFE (K £ -l BUKEE) <k, & L CHKRYSWT, 2o
FEmOF A RO X 5 BT 5,

1) 9Bk« BIZZ - RE R L2 9,

2) TR X o THRCMEA B - 547 - BAEL T, H&SR#E 2L 5,

3) ThbeERIZ X - THRILL, HRO—KH - LAWY - KEMBI#E, T

bR RDOKBIN Ik A2 b3 5,

4) TOREBO—TOEMT, < O OAEHICHE ST, B L %

Bl a i~ B3 2 BiRARE 2L W BT %,
Bloomfield i DFF ML, ED 1) L0 2) O —#EH " —-LT5
W ET, SEMRCRECTY, 3) 4) OXLEMARRIRT, HEiEky
BRI DEMAEREORBL L e BN DD TH S, SEHEICKT
BRI OV T, kD Lyons (1968, p. 1) OEIHO FHENFHAE T
L5 bh20Thsr, (12Y v 24 i

Linguistics may be defined as the scientific study of language. This
definition is hardly sufficient to give the reader any positive indication
of the fundamental principles of the subject. It may be made a little
more revealing by drawing in greater detail the implications contained
in the qualification ‘scientific’. For the moment, it will be enough to
say that by the scientific study of language is meant its investigation
by means of controlled and empirically verifiable observations and

with reference to some general theory of language-structure.

EDFIRIDOA 29 o 2tk Esy, [EEHESO—BERCBHAT Shi
SREDIR O B, ¥V YT AL FOREAY EL TS L BELENTH
b, %7 Bloomfield WD TRt b DA, BIETIHERIE S hTu
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BEHN DL

5z &P CEETRE BIEOHEGROTEROTLHBIVLES IO
Bhst0ThHs,

2 WMROREM

Wi <, Bloomfield D ¥iE#BF T, FEHEOMHMOEEYZHFTS
% 2 0% s, 2561035 1 20BHAXMTML TR &Eiov, Zhid,
2t ) v (1979) AHRIBEL TS 2 L THBHH, t-& 2iE, de Saussure D

SIERLEESEFTCA &, ~HOTHEFBTHL LN DEME, E
BhobkHd b, FIFAWT, WLLATELLIDILELLHIDTH
b %D, BIREINEL UThbhTELDThH, THREERE, *
DOARBRITHHATITRE T, o> LTH LD TRLL, LA, Fib
B0 o kb BRI b - T B DTH ] BT, FITHEAE - T,
BAABIERD Z L1t Ly,

2,1 Fv4&nnl

—21Z, de Saussure IZIFE BN TS DREFITOWTIE, H5DHT
BATHRBELRVTHAHH, 2V v (1979, p.12) %, [ZORKFIL
fo, SOHEE VSRR LICEFRD B, TRTOEDOHFICHEED 5 bic
HFELTVS] Vo, ULnfe R, “earildlicl id—Ed
1<, PRICT v 7EERT A ERFRLTERS, Zhut, WbiE [TH
ROTH] Thotck o, BWHERH T ORFIZS bbh 501}, G.W.
F. Hegel @ [#2 8] (1830 % 3/K) O T, ‘Die Rede und ihr Sys-
tem, die Sprache’ &I EXbh 7 Rede & Sprache &\ 5FET, F
AVETRBETL ThZhr v L 5 v 7T 5% TR T
b ¥1, FA4YDFEYY Georg von der Gabelentz (1840-1893) 73,
189V IR L 7o TEl:, T ol Jiiki k4R o) ofc,

3) 2wV v (1979, p.7)
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ZORFNARILSh, FEwmIhTw2 &ML Twb,

DT v 7EArADRFNTDOWTIL, Robins (1967) b E KA H 5,
ZD 12k, HRA Y FOFTERFRICE T, ZORFNTTIZIIh T
72 THLDT, ROLBICH

Indian linguists sought to express it (i.e. the relation between the
perceived utterances ... of a language and the language itself) in the
theory of sphota. ... Essentially, in any linguistic element or constit-
uent two aspects are distinguished, the actual event or individual re-
alization (dhvani) and the unexpressed and permanent entity (sphota)
actualized by each occurrent dhvani. (p. 140)
1 F‘UDEEE%—‘%D: th (FFEORMIIIFGTE L SEAROMOM
7%, sphota DHFHICHWTERL LS &L, . AEWCIE, BEFo
EATRRHR, BRFACKTH, 2 00— LOH KD/ LITME
% DFBL (dhvand) &, FREROAEL TS dhvani 2k - THELS
N5, KHIhTum %)

3 5 12D Robins (1967) DL, 5 v 2P si1E, 312 Hum-
boldt IChH o7zt FTHHDT, KDL 3IEWVH

4) sphota & dhvani 2%, Vv A7), FIETHEERTZ IR CH S, Sir
Monier-Williams #f A Sanskrit-English Dictionary (1899, Oxford) i X % * %
DE5THb,
sphota ; bursting, opening

sound (conceived as eternal, indivisible, and creative)
the eternal and imperceptible element of sounds and words and the
real vehicle of the idea which bursts or flashes on the mind when
a sound is uttered. (F{FHFEHE TOIER)
dhvani ; sound, echo, noise, voice, tone, tune, thunder, empty sound without

reality
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Humboldt’s innere Sprachform is the semantic and grammatical struc-
ture of a language, embodying elements, patterns and rules imposed
on the raw material of speech. In part it is common to all men, be-
ing involved in man’s intellectual equipment ; but in part also the
separate Sprachform of each language constitutes its formal identity
and difference from all other languages (thus it may be likened in
some degree to the langue of de Saussure’s later langue-parole di-
chotomy). (p. 175)
(7 VAL O NBEEBRL, HEEEOENR - XHEMET, ZLEdo
FEHEHCRIh28EHE - - A BB T 230 TH 2, LhIL, —ET
i, ABomEREoOFIZEEThTWT, £A8IGETHS, LrL,
—H T, FEEONEOEERRR, oFEOHAN oA L, il
DFNTOEFHELOMEXHRLTVWD (b, VoV ¥a—litlos
THTHRINIT VI« R OO T v 2702, HORE, iz Th
IVDTHD)

Eo X 5 ik iedgifn bEZ BB Z Lk, BTREBNZ#EXFNZ>
WTCHE2DIETHAHN, SEFIERMHCAMILHLREERINT,
—FOBRINCA - e, FEREFEENHBLT, ThboMmg - RiFs
AU CEHL, WRLTRDZDREENSZ ETHD,

2. 2 ZEERAR L BRERE

ZDOKP A F 72, de Saussure [ZhiBEBHh b DT, BIFHE—IH D191
ROEEFTHTBET VT4 « T—EELT, HBBYMMAL AL, 20
BOSEMRROMRKE e &@rhTwb, =Y v (1979, pp. 10ff)
wriug, coXih, bo ERGCEHRO BEC RGWHEIhB L5,
L2, T18HHEO b - & b Tl 5% FOBETHD | James Harris,

5) 24y v (1979, p.6)
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Hermes or a Philosophical Inquiry Concerning Language and Universal
Grammar, (London, 1751) ® 7 5 v ZAZE~DOFERICHR 2 bl Eodic,
[FERM e BlAL W LT THRRIIEF] &5 BlarTTiesdsb evd,
191481z 70 b &, i T3 2 72 Georg von der Gabelentz OFEEDOHIZ,
[Er Y] & TRGEAESE] DX P2 D D, de Saussure (1 Z OEFHE L
HALicDiEEv 5,

Frh, IAD AT 4 »F (1974, p.31) ZKD L HICE 9,

L. 7 VAR R diachrony (=S EEOREW) IR L s -7, T2
LABPEEZEFLLOR, RIS, FIEO—REICKT 555
BRIOMRE, % H F5ED HKFA synchronic WITIIZ ki 2 B TH -
oo vnn

Humboldt 22T ® Robins (1967) D&k D 2 oD EHIL, = ZTHIHTS
i +oH2 -5,

He (= Humboldt) did not, in fact, sharply distinguish the two aspects
of linguistics, synchrony and diachrony,. .. (p. 174)
(Beix, KB, LRRE - HRSRBE 5 SEEFD 2 2OElA Y, PIHCK
B L 7ol Tk ety » 1eo)

A number of ideas on language and the study of language very much
in sympathy with those of de Saussure had, in fact, been expressed
nearly a century before by von Humboldt ; the extent to which de
Saussure was directly influenced by Humboldt is uncertain, though a
connection has been suggested. (p. 200)

SR LOEEMRICBE L T, de Saussure 2o E L AED, W
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hall

o DOMEEE, #1001, von Humboldt 12 X » T, FTILHEEI
M T\ to, de Saussure 7% Humboldt 2 X » T, EFDORIEF T, HERKE
B S IR TH DD, BEENRDH -2 SRS TV 5,)

DA D 7, de Saussure X, BALFEL ooz A, [BA4EL,
6)
BURIC Lic] Evo o bicied &5,

2.3 ¥=ZT7470&=T74X

INRIESRER T THERL), [ATEE) LV O RERH 2 bhic 2 D 2 DD ED
KA % F 7z, de Saussure IIFEHIR TV 5, LorL, 2+V v (1979, pp.
8f.) D L hiE, T ORINIIEFCHVGEHERNLLELELTEY, 7V A
FF L AD [REFCOWT] oo, [FBEodmichsbol, [Brohics
530 EVHSRNCHEREL TCD EWS, ZORFNL, A b THROL
HBekw A L, O OHOWHE A 2T, de Saussure 12k
KENILDLEESDTH D,

2. 4 EETEOBREHICONT

de Saussure ®HHFET Darbitraire du signe MBI % - DA D F 7o,
WeRTHOTIERL, HLTVANFVACHEEAGEHTHDE, 22
v (1979, pp. 14£.) XFEMHL TV 5, HF U 71013 % physis Xt thesis
(FRH R BEH) OmFoHh T, TBEORHAE, BETbLRERHOMNA
WIRBTH D, Fii L BHORICIE, + I 0995 b oBIFA TS 5
ETOMEBERL, BEONMLREEDL T I AT VAR, [MBHIZOWT]
DHFETRD X SICEEL T B,

AR E TR T DM & ORI, HECI DD TH- T, HRFY

6) Robins (1967, p.200)
7) REEN (1976, p.6)
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FHOBRL L5, WHEOBIcid bR bRENEET S &V 5 DTk
)
e, Fo OERBEM: (arbitrary) BIFRIC X Z?o

2429 v (1979, p. 15) I X hiE, ZOEEHOEHEL, [H=T 4 v AND
Aa 7 ERLERL, AR Vs ETHLERS VWTWwW5] OTH
D, TREH] VWO HEBEARLERCETINDIES &5, LEri-T,
SELSOXREM] L5 FBR, WAL L UErh Tk, BAREEL
THIFIFREEOFICEVHE IR S &V 5,

LAk, de Saussure iZiF# Hin 4 DDORKG] - IS DOVT 2210515 244
TERLTE LA, Zhiut de Saussure DAL BEETHIDTH T
DTt de Saussure DEREDFHEFIL, Bierwisch (1971, p. 21) DKRD
BEOPICRFCIH IR W5 L/ 5,

Many of the concepts outlined here have also been formulated by

other linguists. They were a necessary consequence of the develop-
ment of the subject, and were in part a formulation of long accepted
principles. However, Saussure was the first to incorporate them into
a general theoretical framework.
(BB LB an% 1, F£i, hogiE¥scd - T akfks
NTwb, ThBIE, ZOEBMORROBKWFERTHD, —8ik, &
K BEFANLATELFEREOARILTH >, LI L, Saussure 3,
TR HOMEY, —BNER EORRLADFICHAANRIRFIDOANTH
> 7))

2. 5 —REELAVER

5050, [FHEE#EE » 2 £3 (objectlanguage, metalanguage) &\

8) B (1976, p.6)o Z DM MEROMHETH>T, 7V AT VAHEH
arbitrary A3 % HiE2 o bl Tlous,
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S Ml Tl n S oKFNE, #5, R, SVl L on, EHIAR
BcHhHD0, 2wV Y (1979, pp. 9f) WX hiE, TRFDOLDLEbRS ]
v, e ki, THEOMHEHELZDL DT 5 KE L Do -
DL, FToLTHLNLD TR T, 7Y 7AF 4 R ADEED
FICTTIZA LR, TOBRAKEIIRD EF Shin, fehitoRmmEs i
COXFB A IhTWS EWVS, ZLT, oz &k, BREEY
DEMEMEVBREN L O T, BROBRICK U THEOTML &
BRAINGH, WEERO TS| & LD EEEL TV 5,

3 egocentrism

CCT THEHROEE] LoD, BOERTIIA VL, AR SIE#HL
b, ZOHWIREDOHDMACELZT, BRETHOTHE0 b, BHEE
I BEXR LD DRIBROZ ETHD, o, BEOWKAHEE
Mcw L, fhomMmE A Y34 > THETH 2 EIRARET, AHDE 2 HiIc
FEDDHEEFHFOZ L FRBRDOETHD, ABEDLD, 2Dk )
IsHAOHA R, 2Tk THCHROERK] LW ETHERTAZ LicL
IDES BN EEFEO R, FDXSRB LR TV E1ELTHLE S
LESDTHD,

3.1 RETH

Vb B [ 7Y 23] A, FEFv~<—27 ARask I35 &2 A2%
WZ ERBAEET, EOFEELOEY L, O LICERLTWS,
L»L, Fv=—2 ATH% Jespersen DZ KD Uatly, RIGH OB
RB LR TD Lo TI, D7 ¥4, Robins (1967, p. 171) O3
WEFIHL X 5,

The correspondences now known under the title of ‘Grimm’s law’

were in fact first stated and illustrated by Rask in the work just
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quoted.
(Bife T2 0 28R v agRicmbhTuaRER—HRE, $ik, &
B L Be ¢ Rask 23Rk, GREEL7-bDTH-7)

D, LblE, YA E LRkt L, Jespersen (1922) D@D 2 O DEL
Wiy, BHOEMCEBARE L VLIHIENCUATTWAS XY TEBbhs DTH
%o

If it had been published when it was finished, and especially if it had
been printed in a language better known than Danish, Rask might
well have been styled the founder of the modern science of language,
for his work contains the best exposition of the true method of lin-
guistic research written in the first half of the nineteenth century
and applies this method to the solution of a long series of important

questions. (pp. 37£.)

If any one man is to give his name to this law, a better name would

be ‘Rask’s Law’, ... (p. 43)

LasL, 20X 5 eitakiild, Jespersen D AR 7a—1f A M R 2 B
é%f(hémfﬁ%@<,ﬂ%%%of%ﬁkhbh%ﬂ?%@f%é&
B,

3. 2 HIHPLER

Robins (1967, p.76) 1&i%, 7V A¥7 — 2 ALHEM D F 7 v EER
BT D A 2 SHROEFEBEE L LOMBMD U DD, TAAT 44— F
SR o & 20 AT AT 0 FDRE 7R AL B RO RN X 3 B B AR BCSCER AR o b D LR
EELILT D, SO SD, oL, [ERoReEEVOR
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e % %8 LD ZUPCIRTT LT, PR B0 Lo Z3MkA ME LB |
LS ETHD, IHIC, 89—iit, MBIRROHETS 1, B
(modistae) (XBEFHAEFYT, HILFR 7V A7 — 2 ADLHD FH#
i, BRERNTSH - T, OB OBERCE LI TR Y, §iEs
B D REGER I & D £ k% B0 L CTARICHI LTS b EF o
LU, BERHFROALD SOFATHFI LIz s 5 155 5, ko
P DU % 2 ik, 28I CEME L THIROKREN] S5 L Th
L5, ZITE, BIDORIBHEZTRic\, 19884 &\ 5 BT, &
HRSENEZRTH > T, T A7 4 — A FEROBUZHG & FBd LR b
e L, FY Y THRUEDOEWIFREORIE TR L, EHTFh
WIRN D ATREME D M LI 27\, -0, BEEBIR TV 585D
FHD, BILSMERBOLZ 45D 5 51T, Robins (1967, pp. 3f.)
DROEHEHEY) b DL/,

In the history of a science, and in the present case in the history of
linguistics, there is the additional subjective element involved in de-
termining what activities and aims on the part of earlier workers
shall be deemed to fall within its sphere and so to belong to its his-
tory.

(BHFO BERIC KT, COBHREHEFOER L5 2 Lich s,
TADI L Ic EATeHkh « BEENLOREDHBFCA D, - TXDREE
CETSEEZLRD0ERET D 2 L1Clb» CEBNEREL S b
HoTL 5B,)

EDGIHXD TEBWEFR] 213, HBECECLOICHFENTHD L5 o
EEFERTDERDRS, 2T, T — A7 4 = KR E, BWAERST
BRIHO TEBER | MEDLOICHEL T B0 2RSS = L2
BRTRICER S, SHEELOBWERGE, MEWAHINL, BLAL
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oEIc Gl s 0y, LTk Bloomfield & Chomsky @ FRBLICKHL
LT, @EOWFECTHLN LD > TH L 5,

3. 2. 1 Bloomfield (1933) 72 bl 5 &, T2 Tk, #vAZ7 Y » FEED
YIS Panini ISR AR GEHE &, A 2 T EIRICHK TS RN Gl 235 FRE)
,6.3560

This grammar, ..., is one of the greatest monuments of human in-
telligenc?e). It describes, with the minutest detail, every inflection,
derivation, and composition, and every syntactic usage of its author’s
speech. No other language, to this day, has been so perfectly de-
scribed. (p.11)

Panini o I L CBUKZEL i i LT3 ¥ A2Lsg Robins (1967,
p. 146) XKD X 5ICH 5,

The whole descriptive procedure may be compared with the stages by
which the tranformational-generative grammarians, more than two
thousand years later, arrive at an actual form through successive rep-
resentations of elements combined with each other in accordance with
ordered rules.

GEil D FME ST, ZFEEOLW « ERER LY, BFST L
MIBANCHE > T, BV ICHE S B HR O @i e TR e T,
BEOWRCEET 5 HBMBFTH ENTELS)

9) = OEFFIL, Bloomfield 231929F I EHIFOF T TRAV-Hh Tk h, 1933
SED Language FCHUBWbhid 0l & 5 4562, M. B. Emeneau (‘Bloom-
field and Panini ; Lg. Vol. 64, No. 4, 1988. pp. 755-760.) I & - C/z Ih T 5,
#Clt, XBHIC “an indispensable model for the description of languages”
L5 EREED LTV B &V 5, Bloomfield @ Panini 12533 HENCDSWTIE,
o Emeaeau DHILDFIC, %< DHBANEF R TS,
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L =AM, Chomsky O 3 DDEIE (KETTRT) A LR D TiL, Panini
T AERIIRVE IO TH B, =ik, Robins 7% [ZRRDFIE]
DY A IERE LoD L, Chomsky 1%, % - EBRARALEEBICK
T Panini 2@ « AFSEFRCBL T2 LB LI bTHAH LB
bhd,

A2 SEROEEPFEL, TOFRMBICKTIL, Chomsky i/ b D
<% L s n, Bloomfield (1933) 135D & 5 1CB~T, [TEREENE
W EFHIE L T B,

The scholastic philosophers discovered some features of Latin gram-
mar, ... They contributed much less than the ancients, who had, at

any rate, a firsthand knowledge of the languages they studied. (p.6)

3. 2. 2 Port-Royal O D, ZHEEE-SH, HELTHXR2BOS
ICZE - feDlE, Chomsky KX D ERBZDERTHD EE-TIVERY,
DT L, el xiE, BERERD [F-1 . v vl v Akl B
EIE, 1972) e bhtc [REOKF] (B—n Y —F8E) » —FTh
WEBIC D52 ETH%, Chomsky @ Port-Royal XHE 532 ER
1, FHEOmMBMRD Tk, (1964), (1966), (1972) D 3FIC W HIXh 5,
ZDHH, (1966) D p.31~p.59 Kbt oT, b & bHMICERNDD,
FZTUE, [R=n e v 94 VYAEIDWL DO DEEDHBEIL DV TORFN
FTHRINATVE, SThicd LT, (1964 & (1972) DERIL, Lhic 2
~3R—=UT, TORAEDL (1966) LHEELT\5%, £ TUTIIC, (1966)
75, Chomsky © [EBWEH] ZWMEIRLTW5B & B s G415
MLTHI S,

11)
This point is brought out with particular clarity in the Port-Royal

10) Chomsky (1966, p.97) D675 EM,
11) TREE & TEBRE] 2K+ 5 0B85,
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Grammar, in which a Cartesian approach to language is developed,

for the first time, with considerable insight and subtlety. (p.33)

The Port-Royal grammar is apparently the first to develop the no-
tion of phrase structure in any fairly clear way. It is interesting,
therefore, to notice that it states quite clearly the inadequacy of
phrase-structure description for the representation of syntactic struc-
ture and that it hints at a form of transformational grammar in many

respects akin to that which is being actively studied today. (p.42)

Port-Royal X xt3% & &it, Bloomfield (1933, p.6) &b R\ HSHh
H, [HEOSEE, 7 vk oSN WENZ Yy b o iR
FRBLACODTHS LS ERREH L Lic] —HEIe oW Tl
BT, HEBICKRD L SEBRRTWBREFTTH 5,

The most famous of these treatises is the Grammaire génerale et

raisonnée of the convent of Port-Royal, which appeared in 1660.

4. HHYIC

Pk, EHEFNLLEST ERANEGSBELD, W OnOMBY R
CT&E7, SEHRD, 2000ECRSRVELEEFEO &, £ L TBEDRH
ERFORETRRL, SBIBTLALH VTV ERTHHZEERES
B, kD Robins DI LIXIIRBIEATHSER S, Thiy, [HEOHR
L TREE Ron, LEIOHED T, 4 HOEIE &R BEM:
T, Rothic g ERRICBbh s SHc o R Hh3 5 BE ] LITo5]
FXXH D this, it 2T DIXZDREETH D) IOV TR d DTHDD,
e LLTh, ZDI 5RO RE S, BCHBTLILENDH D,
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This is quite proper, indeed it is almost inevitable, in such a short
notice ; but it carries with it the danger of evaluating all past work
in a subject from the point of view in favour at the present, and of
envisaging the history of a science as an advance, ..., towards the
predetermined goal of the present state of the science. (p. 3)
(ZDXHIRBIEILE » e MY b DT, ZD X 5 EvBAOdh Tk
MR E VS TH L LL, £9T52 LI2iE, HE5FEMCKT 58
EOWRE TR, BEES M BHEL, HARFORERY, T
BFEOBIRE S, Hid » TRESINICBEAR - CORIETHD & &g
FTEVSEBAED 2 LTl Bo)
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