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BiBo 29 SiEES Mas) 26t Bloomfield o) Ujgfo] Zeh® XEO) MikE S
o] 143 gt DAL £ 1o STEEH B Hikke BB Bl gk =
320 RAEESE EATNR FEHS L SEEETY A#HA-L o 2v} “Post-Bloomfieldian”
olgtn ¥l oE 19 HilE Tl ch@o] el B olv] HHHT HwBIL e
o] t}.

28 95 o]v] Bloomfield o] Fftr} o}y t}. 1957 4F Syntactic Structures ol A F5§
5314+ Chomsky o] SHHHHC SHE ZHRRCE B3 Tk MKl &4 s
B etz o RE SEES WANO D HASIL SHAE ol Mk FK
o flEsts] 919 MEe SEERS MEste v Mo 2t 19 Bk S %
Bk obel 2R gl Aok #ae dodlch oBd ol2HAE Mg #
o) BYBSE del Ml Hgkell kel me fAE EHEE 1 Mo o= B

WO RS BYSEH BETS LMS MESIL Yo E AT HEE $2asl
£ Folth

ARfoll A & Toeldelo) 4 1s BEZ 3t ol A duk FMio 2 5 Solr} 17 Fiis
EFRE WS MEESERO) Poh4 MIENS AT na o}e¥ 2} kR WK
o) HAMFRBE Lustn el

1.
BHISHE whoh 2be) fEske) HESmEBe AMS) 478 f(Stimulus)o] 5 KHE(Res-

(1) B. Bloch, “Leonard Bloomfield”, Language 25. (1949) p.91.

(2) C.C. Fries, “The Bloomfield ‘School’”, Trends in European and American Lingusitics 1930—1960
(1961) 196—224 & Z M.



ponse) ©. = B3Iz} & Bloomfield o) EFEM A HHESFLYcE® o] 3 SEMS L

o 2 speaker o] §]3} hearer o] 7laboldl A delvhe FHiko WL SHEMIES] HRe =
Aeka E®e mgy ¥l A HMukE MRS Z-& K{EA (intellectual capacity)-$- %P
3 471 BRES HkYch = SEEA BRI aEge el Bze HLLIRE
gt} o)) iffy(continuous)s) YEM FHHETEH FFRF BREHRS Ze T
(discrete)Q) B = FFifstel= o197 quantize &7 ]17} 3t discovery procedure & [RER
steAo) SEERS Bl ol = d MES A KA o) BIET JHikino R
B glon w@e BMEEL H55] ETXmo HTAA FIEEN EEE 2t 2G5
ol FLltE #eBGel iR olUgrh Fh el FHim(phonemics)o] 4 Mg s}
o JEKA o = kiR (morphology), #Eiham(syntax)dl o] 2&d EimMyo 2 PGS Hzks)
2 koW SiTEREe] IkES Yl (separation of levels) S ER3rh. ¥ o] WRe
AIRIREE o2 A HAS] HHKMS Bt (autonomy)& RESHA R b EHHRS Hiamoe
Y BHEe = Bie] AR} fIREE). = Rk 9 S FHZ MRS ol gk RE
€ Bl /teyk/-/tuk/, /fut/-/fiyt/ S A & F9E FbE BREZLE BESA 24
H2 =t /tuk/, /fiyt/ & A9 A BEHE FRAN T EEMRERMFACHID st}
= He works hard 2} %358 3] E¥pol 4 = He 9} works hard 2 1334 ) o1} works 9] -s
+ he ko] BMiol A v 24 dehdE BREH olm=2 o) g} WS STk Kks o of 3}

2] 47+ ? = Flying planes can be dangerous 9} 28 #&fYRBBYE (sructural ambigu-
ity)2 IC 5347l A & MRBASHR] Zstaglel. Hith o]l 2 FBL REO WS ER By
s okl FERE o1 oz RiEster) ot MES.

UE2 #ESRBES ASE K50 RBilsta gon o MRS BRAQ ME%EQ
v} o) &5 SinBREA A 4= @R MEE Bl Lrke Hdkad WEaA 23 E
o WARIIQ FiEQ S fEfiel L Hikin THE RAM W28 metezlc] ol vl
Chomsky o] $#/EH 2] o4l ~ |91 Zo]c}.

(3) L. Bloomfield, Language, New York, (1933) pp. 21—41

(4) N. Chomsky, “A Transformational Approach to Syntaz”, Third Texas Conference on Problems of
Linguistic Analysis in English (1962) p. 125.

(5) Z. Harris, Methods in Structural Linguistics, Chicago (1951)&} 2] From Morpheme to Ulterance,
Language 22 (1946)%-¢] BRIEZ Tk R 34



Hoke) Ko fiE data Lol fsh Lo (text signals itsown structure)® 271 B
b ik 9% REREE) Bty ek Chomsky ol fKkehd BBl A el
9}z--2 o] Zu} discovery procedure & [RiEst e AL THBE/ RESH O w4 13T
el Srhgshe] datac) A K-S BARS Qe MEMelzta 717t 1= #
ol AES FEY Bl A HESIEAL gl 1gcha A4 HRY el 1A
2 Bifeletas 4t fegolth MEL ¥4 o YA [EEY Rl o9 A
A gAgkow EERM o= Mlikel Juo1E MEstn Rt Aok 2T H
M1 BalA RBEBESo] ML ol o 2u} Hiolete Holvh wHES HAEZINA
HRIS 27b K bl shel 4 BRI Hilsh obth Al B TRRS BER
St wHAsH) BeAlA 1 Gl A A E#@RQ o)t ol She] FEHES RAR
Mgt Chomsky = fH#§S ghu}o} o) ®a) 28 %& MRs) whEe] WF3l& speaker 9
fillits F)(creativity) o B0 9 LpE)IS RBISLY] BT shtel BREA kS RENATH
e ikt AEMSZ 1 SEE #RSRNE —BS ol T Bl o OEHRE
T —Hie] Xl AfEStLglE HIRREE RE RS BNeR 3t Zeol® ke ol
FEE fatsle zZolch. Afme= webd 30kS AW e HEOIH XS 7
=7 %e #E(device) et ABTS Yot EERS o H Y & HEv KiEIT A%
fEMs 7t e TRl HiEste 98 oh2oh. @ ojozre 19 FEE/MEE Moz 57t
x| EEE MELS Wastaglch. 37 E Chomsky 7} S#EE [—di9 % (a set of sent-
ence)olebi EREsIE Bio 2 o|RL FEMY K-S xolw 19 kel WM XA
HRGe MitRE %E@i%}-’ezﬂ—% WEZ 4ngche HES el Qleh el K Xk

& g shevke) wiEel SEEHRS PLRERSL Y O ERE —RHLE

(6) M. Joos, “Linguistic Prospects in the United States”, Trends in European and American Linguistics
p. 17.

(7) N. Chomsky, Syntactic Structures, Mouton & Co. ’s-Gravenhage, (1962) pp. 50—51

(8) Chomsky & Miller, “Introduction to the Formal Analysis of Natural Languages”, Handbook of Ma-
thematical Psychology, Vol.II. (1963), p.271.

(9) N. Chomsky, Logical Structures in Languages, American Documentation, Vol. 8, No. 4, (1957)

pp. 284—91.
(10) N. Chomsky, “Explanatory Models in Linguistics®, Logic, Methodology and Philosophy of Science,
(1962) p. 539.



i) e} 222 gifis ook sk zlo]zwk Chomsky o] Zike] iifi(transform-
ation) Aui,o® g T wt= LEER ez REH 3= HHE SH WE 19 &
star Rfge) A Rl ggzlolth EAlE ke SF M Ut Feke ol MR Hiw

olgt i AMtngle Wolth 4w EARAZ oY HE 20 EERS WHSE
Yebd Aoz Te)o MESEMY Hikinst oh2 Eielrh EkE olgA KEste #A
Lt o Hi7hx el data Hule] i%(data-oriented grammar)ell A fEfzste] A3 H MO B
= J)(predictive power)§- 7] £3 2ol ch.

I.

EEE —lo xezum HHKS I ikl =ha KEs 4 Chomsky = ke
Haapyel Feato = (D) ifigE#is (phrase structure) (2 ##JEH#ik (transformational structure)

@ FehEs Zi (morphophonemics)o| 2t 41 7b#] E¥Bee] =x) & BuEsl Fokch 0V olmdE
B ERS) MY FEelA Fsgel k. chek Bl WELE ob £ BiRel A vbA| 5ord
MK S#EE fritt F556) YrteA L Chomsky FEE @iEstan 9&zlelch

2R E BRR Ak =l —ERe Ght(symbol)st BRIGrule)el s T KA
a3 et o] E7kH S,NP,VP,T,N,V---9} 2-& g7t glevl ol 5ol HalAE o7&
EHE W= eda gr}. chak NP-T+N; T—othe; N—sman, house, water 9} 7+-& 4 0 24|
ol E#ES TAZ 43 Yed Avz ek LikS el Tha XE el Ax M
BERIQD Zrikell K DRl MEEial -2 2l MBS eobE "lel vt WitE Hil
sCall ol 1ol A FHE QRG] b b Bl 2] ehow FiESh WER SaEatae) MR
ol Bkl olAE At M Aoz nEwe] hgAelrhd ruleo] HajHE 3
< HFEOF BB 24 gtk Blruled LR dbkel fEMSHY] o] £ vhE ALBIE rewrite
FehEst ABARA R (EE vhrel Frl % she o2 F ruleo] o q @RS AA B

fr

EEH =7} slez-e 28 BE IS ] ). rule 9 HEE SEFES AvkaE EUIsHA
2] A fifjRe Al RIAE g destell ul 28] 9 7] W o) ch. o] AL vk [Fr--E )9 MAE5(1H

(11) N. Chomsky, Syntactic Structures, p. 46.

(12) N. Chomsky, Some Methodological Remarks on Generative Grammar, Word 17 (1961) pp. 221—22.

(13) N. Chomsky, “A Transformaiional Approach to syntax”, Third Texas Conference on Problems of
Linguistic Analysis in English, (1962) pp. 129—30.



ERS YRee) W TEMS REIee REVE ZEs £ el HAlE Az Bhigste
% MRt ezl 22 zlelth

Rule o) &= F7k=] {E87F ZAA Yl AL ke 2h-g sbEx kel e
EAsE dol& FAE 1ZANA e EEd Ko aselsle BEHEGED
Az o d g FEEMR Jerte —#EMeR Vel = #iEECm (structural description)-2-
W F= dolrh A REE o) BURS) ke EEAIREEQ 20y )(grammatical)o) 2 A
B JEFES: BRte] 3t

kel B FEREM XL AR EMQ s e E A S BBk device
Bl MAYYol han ghebd skl B gt MRe) EAR e HkE @D Al 5B
23] Sl Resle EM, 7RI Seiwx] dezlel MY (non-grammatical), 57
282 = gxlak adcfa RERA SAEERAE obd HMAAS 43kl (semi-
grammatical),o] 2t &85 Zlol b9 1B A vk kel F obu kol SllRiHE-S Sk
#oll e} RpEsl —FE L 9] ¢ 01116 Chomksy = [HIBRS) SHEMYEM 2ot44 135
o] Al wrol= A 4 9l |(acceptable to a native speaker)Z o] k3. MYt} 01 S = Mk
flatell BHsH A Lateka gok IC Afelele e REO HUEEHESEY HAMN BEE
Y stz e o BAKS Barnez @Wstagch 23y ot gEY
LEMERMEA IC it FEe 2 1aLIRt EEMEE AT HE TR olzlez —
B O MEIGR-S HRT Ak s thioRA 2o ¥on SHAYY &
Mg e e LEA R B G E ] o2& Walew MSille st
2| et o e $EE L RAlfEst ol Mool &zle]r}.

oft

I\
o)A MG B TR WA MBS gl mo) 2t T M
e Theh e EFE B o 0o

(14) N. Chomsky, Syntactic Structures, p. 13.

(15) Sassure B1i%9) MR FEBRET S A2 o) 9bte) Fiel 21E(degre)® izshed BEEE
T2yl

(16) A.A. Hill, “Grammaticality”, Word, 17. (1961), pp. 1—10.

(17) N. Chomsky, Syntactic Structues, p. 13

(18) N. Chomsky, A Transformational approach to Synatax 1 Syntactic Structures T 2.



@) Sentence—»NP+VP

[ NP sing— T+N+¢
NP pl-» T+N+S

T— a, the

(%) N— man, house, water, etc

® VP—Aux+ VP.

@ VP.—» V4+NP

® V— read, take, walk, etc.

© Aux— C(M)(have+en)(be+ing)

@ M- can, will, may, shall, must

@ C— past, present

Ll 11 74 9] rule] =}2} The+man- ¢+ past +read+the +book +s & # o] wlSo}z]

tho o] A& 5EAdkare] ohvn MEAMNO BB FEREF i (string of morpheme)el] 7|
YA oFov i A #5desle 717427t BiEEe] b, phrase structure o FPE X
A mEZle] XY 9} zho] ofufgt FHFE ch2HIER vltol & ol bt BiS 1BAY
47t g ol el rewrite == FEHEC Bt oAy Shvbel Hish=vl 2B @
f@el FeBRel HhzRMIMRE BANES) do=A miftkel &2 nIfgdts Piksla —EM M
WEFOR-S WEfRSLY) Bl Aol el rewriting rule & FRRER) A vk FERS =7 0] o i
Bt FaEHAlold) dolve ASE Al o) B Lid rulesh-EH 4, 5, 8, 10
S BREEE 7)E Q) o) BIRY EHR A AR (lexicon)l] ) F3te
#P9el ). E# 2 phrase structure rule ] {Ka]4] HEsE & —HoE WEES
Bk, MEBEH, BagRol v). o) Ae) 13k IC Aol mEAS) el EAIE ol &35k WRAN
o2 chEMolth a3d o9 KO WEHE W= BIrskek skl 285t gt o)
S| B 999 rulec) A BiEE ol E HBIECE MM S-S &7t drh
I AP The man might have been reading the books 7}2] #ikA17 4 b, 22 47

ul

o A 23 rhEch £48% FAET Jede T2 £rY gRe s BARAS 7o
AL o] B¥fel A RsEstAl ekagiwh.



A mEES kel DA ©-5 HRASIL Holrbd aux & @AY BB 8o
th. Bfhe = 2slml (He) read the books & (past) +(read+the books)zlm B o]
B o] AL Bl Ze L& wt=s A YA e ATk #Eobe BE REsSAQ
I el A k] IC st Hiidhe SAld MM SZE o] 24} syntax 2 morph-
ology o] Ef-& #ZEstx % 9-&& BWkIch P2 ETH. #THLS =+ have,
be & M7 712 ¢k -en, -ing S} BREAA A o] E8 Prigstn JAEMANAE BT STt 9
th ol d MBS WEALS KoY Flfiel ezl vl 2shde ol S8 I dislike

visiting relatives.7} 232 st =A )& Biksl=7 59 visiting relatives & visit

relatives+ing 24 AT 4 9loH <AL BE=sld iKMo BRIS Eiss
visiting 3} 0] ZRZ Ry o 2 FRTSF ‘Y= Aolr}. a8lwl The+man+¢+past+read
+the+book +s & Er}a] t}&3 22 rule ) FHS Wolorstc).
@ Af+vov+Afgae

k32 ruled] =}2} the+man+ ¢+read+ past# the book +s 7} =5 o] A-& wr}i] HAEZ %
#9] 4yEfol) 4 the man read the books 3. Bt e, ©] rule o] SJe7}=] 9] phrase structure
rule 3} ch 2L R FAY EEel FEASEL e o TN fikel fnetedx) s
fb£ °l¥] rewrite 7} opifeli= Mol e}l o] zlo] o] Zu} transformational rule ols] $-2]&
QA el HEl E1A Aol o @v AR M ol =B wea] AH ok M
ol® Holx el SlelA & BEEIIS A 2] ko MEMIES} RS Fwto 2 SEKS
£ %e 9t @942 BT Cobligatory rule)s} 2Bh3o| v} wEK BRIXS o2 v
& BEERYER(optional rule)-& #He rule o] F{i#syel= =e}4 obligatory rulextel] K
A utEolx]= B3 (Kernal Sentence)s} optional rule o) &3¢ #E4: 3 (derived sentence) 7}
o Hike =) EEMES B HEEEHR g 2AYd-S 54U optional ruleol)
A Zekeha gEiiato) MO LEMKY S BEdule] v EXRs & #EiL HAfd

f) NES —o MBS ruled) e Debalch o] Euw REMME ruleo] 4E2HE
A& Np-Aux-V-NP 9 level o] 1} Z5% ruleo] fEfst=ze NP—C—V(NP-C+M—,

NP +C+have—, NP—C-be)o] t}, 20 gt SZH)AE = HEsce] rule-& o] string o] fEASHA

(19) v=M, have, be, v. Af=S. past, en, ing.# =word boundary, (Chomsky. Syntactic structures,
p39 #=x)
(20) N. Chomshy, Syntactic Stractures, pp. 61—62.



%% Xi—X—Xs—X—X,~X;—be+en—Xs—by+X,, X,—X,—X;oX,—X,+0't—X, 9} 7
2 O BLE HRF VG e agle] LERIE LIRS BHRS #17)d)
tnsted Al BBt KA A JEHSF IR e R mihsiel. o714 REE k= HE
el 22 EHES Slevt steglolth ol dxt agA " Bopx FEA0]
th o]z o2 whw|qhe} & stringe] o] WS WA = WS =9 FE4
EHIL0] oA S = o]}

ol#zFe] WS A F3lt §<k AR stringol A HFEsln oA AR A3
FREREREC) et S7bslch. elzle]l o] &w} structural ambiguity ol®k o=
I dislike visiting relatives 2-271-& FIMZF 3l-&alolel. olZe] HEMIo =z BH3} e
A& j#% visiting relatives ¢] #430] 1 visit relatives 2} relatives visit 2+ F74¢] Ze]
#sly] W EQlu} o)R MRS BT o WRS BT o4 BAfSHA g T Y=
B HEAG) MEEMmS) RE) shaeta 249 S Aol

SEE LSS WP syntax o] 3] Fele HFFelrh. LBHEE A AA EREIGEREE B
EFind] BB FRAEANLZA v 24A BREH HEiF =5E HAdc}. syntax
o| A HAE A rewriting rule s} transformational rule Q1w o] F rule & FAESHH
A A—stA @AYk B Efidl 3M89) F&Fel JEbEA v ALAL /s/2 A
1S WEHE, U1F AL iiEoz rewrite sl Z3} vl chgo 2 transformational rule
o we} take+past—took, foot+pl—feet 9} -2 Fgifte] o] Fojalc}l. o] 27 fE¥k-S HRE
wime) DA RE=AR AQE BELEAA = BEERRY T2 AT &
2] 714 & pasti} plo] @ zlztell WA= o} 7l EHE Helx] &3 Y& o)z}

¥.

Lk SEstkimel BAN FEH M4 &3] #iE0d Sk ek AUt o) B
w2 Tk SFimat B S 7k2 HAste] FEBE RBozA Hyshed
S ol gch. 4%45] phonetics S HfEo 2 FHHITE st 174 M syntax

o o] 22 & Trager-Smith jfie] #ikSEHe) k& 1L generative phonology ©] %5

(21) N. Chomsky, Syntactic Structures, pp. 42—43., pp. 61—62.
(22) N. Chomsky “on the notion ‘Rule of Grammar’”, Structure of Language and Its Mathematical

Aspects,(1961) p. 22.




A7h-gd e EiEe AEEE 2ohAbd syntactic structure 7} $24E5hE iR T
EAS Eakelel 2 el o] Z6l 9] torment S} torrent o] Je/9} /o/FEO| ¥R ES) £ =
stress®} juncture ] B{RE syntax 9] level o] 4] &85} 2] 1 hc}@d, =3l Wiko)] g1l A &
BRAM L 2 BRHERA Ut —RERY BX-e FESIL oA EE] SHEHK
BRI L sty SHE BHE @ActLIE Wil BR Akt FRAT) SEH
i&e] —elc}. =324 Chomsky 7} semantics & grammar clol] #EE2]7) A 5 RS
Shrh. Katz-Postal o] #ig® vtz o7]o] RS F1 ek Rofof &zlo| . @0

B HERe 477 SE2Y HHAA BRIAA JHEE M @REE Sl =3 A
E) —REReZ 29 HEL S Wl 284 o 208 Wile AL BB 4ol
okyrh. o7 ol¥] FEEE BEHEMclZteslel v ol ozt HEEEH Sle W&
ol ek, 23 2 BAMQ] Bt HEele dozx 2 e &3l
(23_) Chomsky,& Miller, Introduction to Formal Analysis of Natural Languages, pp.306—319 o] genera-

tive phonology ol =& 4 #iltslx 9l &.
(24) Katz-Postal, An Integrated Theory of Linguistic Description. MIT Press (1964) %
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