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Meaning First approach 2 < » T!

=y

1. [ZL&HIC

EHFIINETCO—EORS (ZFR(2013, 2015, 201DMt) (28T, IBRERR O F Ik
MBIERESITICE LT, L DI AERIES OBELZEE L oo, B EFRER T LS
HTHRFLTEE, o, Q20 W T, BEEFNEFRGOERIZONT,
Glanzberg(2009) & Napoletano(2019) D it 4B L CHE LT, b —HEDRELEL
T-HLTEELTELI LIIHGERR & B L OBRTH -7, 7o & 2T =H(2013)T
. RESEFEFOIENOLOEWR. 7700 LB E R (cognitive semantics) D FREHHY
T L LU 7 I EGREEICE & O, BBAEER O &9 R AR TILRGRER & OXbiG
BREAAHETHY . AMOFERNO—HEE L TORMKRGMBIRILEED A J = X I % g
THEVWISENLIEIRERES SHEHRNT L AR LT,

HiiEim & BGR & OBMREE X HICE L Td, fisgim & L TIAERCE, L 0biTZED
FMEEONE, HEOI =< U XLIZED Chomsky AL ETAHMNOTTREB I
TETWOHEmAHMES LTE L, ZOMGRHTIE, MmO b EWRLEE & & F L O
20®%WKﬂ?ékﬁ&ﬁD\ﬁ%%ﬁmﬁbfi_@kﬁ%iffﬁ%mﬁ4%T@
WM TIRbND . E W HAER>TnD, WD T-Model Th D, FEHITLLAI,

TEMER DRI DWW TO—BE) LELZWE (ZHEQ013) TRV ThtaFm & EIKAR
EDORRIZOWT, #ERE O R P (principle of compositionality) D EEMC A EEE D
DFLE L, WIESF & BEMELFY & O RE{R 2 HEFE! (homomorphism) & 72 5 X& Z L OEHE
PEZ G L7, ZFORHZH, ERAZHRT 2544 (ERREE) [ IHETM L2 TRk
(domain), EBEESM % ik (range) & 75 5@ 2 E LTz, ZOMEL, BREW.
FCH Hiiham & OBRAZ BHRT HERERRB IO THRD T bn T, BECE
HETIOSHICE T HBEENHEREL L TOMMZARBHO DL LTS Heim &
Kratzer(1998) b —B L TZ OB > TE NN TND Z LIRIWHTE I ETHRN T
ETHD,

ZOE DR O T, Sauerland and Alexiadou(2020)i%. Meaning First approach &
VDL FHE Y EREMORABEN AT T HET LA REL TV D, FREKmIZEWNTD
FIHE YRR I N TEPERD T-Model & 1T BARLT Ao —FTHY | BIZEHGHRD
frERHT & D Z ST 67, AMOSEEREN ORI £ TR SO THIREL 2

1 AFEIL Sauerland and Alexiadou(2020) DL B = — ¢ L THE LA LD TH AN, FRIoETE
\Z8 VT Sauerland and Alex1adou(2020)@|7\]£r®fuji DESNEL Y, Ty R yray
DHEN/NEL o T LE T, BEED A E TN,



BTH D% TARETIL, Z D Sauerland and Alexiadou(2020) 723428 L T\ % Meaning
First approach {2\ T, EEDO ZNE TOBEWRO LB T IZBET 5 —HEHOZEEOFN
DOHTRRET A MR THIZW,

2. Sauerland and Alexiadou(2020)

Sauerland and Alexiadou(2020)(Z 5 Tk, %9 thought structure(conceptual
structure & HLIFEEN D) E WV IHEENER L, 2 D thought structure (Z%f L T
Compressor £ \\H A B =X LNERA L TEDH )& LT articulation 231 & s, &
WO EBERBERTI LTINS, ZO2EE %4 LT Meaning First approach & A TW%
I Th s,

(1) We view Language as a system that relates thought representations to aspects of
audiovisual signals in articulation and perception. The Meaning First approach
assumes that thoutht is primary, while language is derived as a realization by the
system we call the Compressor.

(Sauerland and Alexiadou(2020), p. 2.)

thought structure(thought representation). Compressor, articulation DV 9311,
syntactic structure X semantic representation & W5 7= HEFE L 1T R > T, Z OF@3LUC
BOWTHRICREBESNTWA LD THY . ZOEKRBBRNEITGHCE —H L THL A E W
DT R WX D ITEbIL D,

thought structure 7>% Compressor {Z & - T articulation 23R S L5 BFEIZ DWW T,
Sauerland and Alexiadou(2020{ZK D)% H & LT L T 5,

(2) We (do) like linguistics.
(Sauerland and Alexiadou(2020), p. 2.)

Compressor & W) ZAFR2R LTV 5D & F Y | thought structure D23 ERL S LD H )
JVHEVEBERNEEEATHLZEMEEEN TS, EO@DHBITE 5 L kD (3a)
M & 9 72 thought structure #HE L T 5,

(3) a. [WE [PRESENT [LIKE LINGUISTICS]I]
b. == We like linguistics.
c. == We do like linguistics.
(Sauerland and Alexiadou(2020), p. 3.)



(3a)? thought structure Tix, WE, LIKE, LINGUISTICS &\ ~72, S0I3HEE&RY
RERZ LM AT, PRESENT & WO ERLHET LN TWLRICHEETOLERD D, <
HBTRD LI EFEHLOMEXET ETZO PRESENT &0 D BEBRIIFAROED L& 72
STW3B,

Z @ thought structure (2515 PRESENT 73 articulation (ZH /) S 5@ I21E, &
D(4a)EUb)D 2 Y M 2 LIE ST D

(4) a. PRESENT —— “do”
b. PRESENT —— o |[ [a 8]
where « is concept that can be exponed by a verb, and 3 is any concept

(Sauerland and Alexiadou(2020), p. 3.)

ZOWE, (4a)EUb)E IR L TUa)DFRa A MBREWEBE SN TND, ZORER,
(4b)ZH3\ ) T articulation D7 DICNE LR DZEEN 0 THLZ a2 EX DL L, B4
BETHDLEFR LI, F—DOBEIZHT S articulation & L TIE, 22X MR LIEKWE
DWFIREND EEZ DL, 5DER i(4b)73§i_ sz & ehd,

> T, a)W BRI S TEOMHEE SN EITIE, A T3 A PR IERIEIR &
Nz ik, Zhic i_O)J/_?R%EéIfKT%ﬁ: T@éﬁ%ﬁ’ﬂiﬁféﬁmﬁl%%& b, o
$ 0 BHMIZ PRESENT &0 5 #E&IC%EY 5 articulation & LTI, LD 22 23 E(4a)

DA SN GODORFI @Y & VD Z 2D, E D, BolliZ#E/2 % PRESENT
@ articulation |28 E SRV B ND T T A o DBEZENRITINIER L2V TH D, =
9 LT, BODFEEICHED T80 & W o fHMBEROTFENFHATE S, FE-HE
HHLEHETHEMRL TV B0 ZoRIIC VL, Ub)D L5 RERORVHEFF
TR O BRPTEET U Z OBRIC LD AP KARINT RS 2 X ORI E R DD
T, F—OEEEIRE L TERO ZRWHANTFE L TWIUISd £ o p#R S h )
TRV L0 TR D, §9FThR<, ZOTHIZEARSHOFEICHET
HEYBIZNTRITH B,

Fi=. woB)D X 9 72 thought structure

(5) [WE [[FOCUS PRESENT] [LIKE LINGUISTICS]I]
(Sauerland and Alexiadou(2020), p. 4.)

W2xF LT, 2 (Bb) TlidZe < BoMEtis L bianay, FF - LiksmscH ¢, (5)
®mﬁ&bf@w# WETH DA & LT, Bb)AUb)OFAI OISR 272 L TV 7
WD TH D ERRTWD, 2k, (5@ [FOCUS PRESENT] Oy (B)D/3—
YIVRINTND ERBY) 1 DOEMFEERLTWDZ &b, Ub)OFHAIOHE IR



IBHEL TR, LVWOIBETHLLEEAOND, LAl ZOFANZL R LD LR
=izt (B)D X 9 7 thought structure 78 BARAYIZ E D X 5 &2 » T B D
WZDOWT, KRR HENMEL RS S, EE - HIL thought structure IZBFL T, #
FEDAERSTERFEMmIZB T D MGV T— ﬁ&“ﬁ’] EE SN TWD ZX ik
(binary branching) /3" L HER L TWRWE D THBEMN, O EITOEFETRHIE L
Th, G)OFEEICE W TIE, FOCUS X PRESENT IZfEA L T LRt B 228, (3c)
DIEEHIZFT D FOCUS FBERHIZEM L TWD (Z2DHEE, @ERLRKICENTT
1372 < BUIEIZEBW T Welike linguistics. WD SE> TS, EWIBEBRIZRDTHASD)
EV9 L0 b, BhFEA] like linguistics 2E, & 2 W IZENE] like ICIERA L TWD & LD DM
FYVBRBRARGTHD RIS, £DOHEIZIE, thought structure (2175 FOCUS
DLELG) L iTE-> T HA[EEMERH V. ChOHAIOEETL R ZTH /- L TNz
(Bb)H3(5)?D thought structure {Zxfis L TR, EWIOFBARR LTRY LD EE
ZHMME I, BRDIMHNPMEIZR D L oI lbih b,

Sauerland and Alexiadou(2020){Z 31> TiX, Meaning First approach ® Bk & L T,
BEFOAA—TORELIY EFoNnTHEHOT, ZORMBELRTAL D,

(6) a. Many arrows didn’t hit the target. (many >not, ?not> many)
b. Not many arrows hit the target. (*many > not, not > many)
c. The target wasn’t hit by many arrows. (*many >not, not>many)

(Sauerland and Alexiadou(2020), p. 4.)

B6)D 3 2OL, AOFEIMHNITREINTND LBY | (ba) Tl many DHFNTFELY b
B (EALod) Ra—7 2B AR (For many arrows it is the case that they didn’t hit
the target.) 2MENL Td 5 DIZxt LT, (6b) & (60) TIXTHEIZHTEDFH 2 many LV LAV (E
PL) Aa—7%EDHHR (Tt is not the case that many arrows hit the target.) (ZER 5
N5 ((6b) & (6 HWTIHB) D L 5 72 many DFNEE LY HIEW A a— 7 &5 ik

FIFRATEE), 2F V. articulation BEfETO many & HE (not) & DFEINEEZZFDF F
BB U7 R D3 b BRI & W 9 Z & ice D, ZOHARIE, (60 DEZTRED LA (6a)
REBNRE DTS [T (passive transformation) | @ & 5 7efiE ﬁﬁ'] & Ofﬁﬁié
o &) B (EECSGEOII O HEEMGR] (2 2UCEET5) 1B T, HAlo
BEHET (A @R (W) & T, RPERT 52 & L7405, Ross X Postal 725
DIHERE U 7= A AR B B G (generative semantics) (23 W) Tl BEWRAZTR I B & (deep
structure) |IZ BV TIRE S, £ OHDOMGEHRAIOBEA L X > TEWHERNET 52 L
I, EW S FRIBE STz, Wb 5 TERIZEW A2 2 72\ (Transformations
do not change meaning.)] i TH 5,
B)YD/RT HA MFTTex ORI HRPIE L TRRARENTZHDTH -T2, hikd b



. B DZENEED LN 6) DREBIRED IS TEVEE ] O X 9 ZekRE AN X - TR
Eéﬂé EEZDE (B)DE %ﬁﬁﬂﬁ\(&a}@ RARIR & B e 5 TN D Z L TERITEE
BRI ARRRICK T 2 L &

Sauerland and Alexiadou(2020)DEE 7= £ H3$E"E 3% Meaning First approach /3.
BRAERR 23 CIZ 5 2 6N TND W) BT, EREMGROET VEHBULEERHDH L D1
Ebhsdot, F&-HE LTH Meaning First approach [TAKBEW & (TR 2D L0
HIZEERHMIZILTRBEZWEVWIBNRH LSS,

6) DT H A LZ-2 T, Sauerland and Alexiadou(2020)/3%k D X 9 IZFHBA LT 5,
Trebb, )0 3 2OLTFIENER: - /- conceptual structure(thought structure)iZ
IGLTWD, EWnWHZETHD, DFED, many EHEEDAT—TDEFRIZEBWNT,
conceptual structure DEEPECI TIZ, (6a) TlX many DHFPEELY LIAWAa—T7"%
Y., @b TIEEEDHD many L0 bIEWAa—T52R-T05, E0WHIZETH
5, FHEEHIZEMAENIZ ED X 9 72 conceptual structure BERL I LD DN HOWTIES
NTWRnA, 2 E TIZRZBa)R(5) D conceptual structure #ZEZ( I L TEZTHD

. (6a), (BL)IZxF L TENZ1(Ta), (Th)D L 9 72 conceptual structure BEE I L 9,

(7) a. [[MANY ARROWS] [NEG [PAST [HIT THE TARGETIIII
b. NEG [[MANY ARROWS] [PAST [HIT THE TARGETI]]

(72), (TH)D |, FRIAERFRIZ S ENT 2HBIZ DN T EE L HORE L ERITIFEE LT
DI hEN RO, D £ MANY & NEG & O EBFRICOWTEER - HOME
EEHELTWDIRTTHD,

ZOEIICRTLS B E, FEZBMPEEL TV S conceptual structure (Ll H S 2 H i
T3 EWE R(semantic representation) (22 D IFWHLEDTHD E RTELET 2720
D & B b, EE - BiXlogical aspect & V9 FHLH VTV %23, conceptual structure
E L THABRGIZE T 5 BEWFE LI AU T W 2k (representation) D 4 487FE L
TWaHLo L EbhD,

F 72, (60)DZBENEED NIV T(B6a)DHEBNEED S L BRI B2 > T 2 Z B L

T, (BB T i(Ga) Z1%72 0> primitive concept & L T?D PASS BAFEELTWNAH Z &
NZDOHATHD LB TU 35 (Sauerland and Alexiadou(2020), p. 6., PASS #%
primitive concept & L TREH D EWVI Z Lk, ZDZ & H0i3y, FE-HLAETEL T
% conceptual structure N ESRED BRF RNV ITWVWLDTHAZ LA RLTWDEESE
&9,

Sauerland and Alexiadou(2020) CIIFFELE K STV e A3, Sauerland Ki% Z O
2963 - T The Thought Uniqueness Hypothesis & B3 A LA RBELTEY ., =D
P L Sauerland and Alexiadou(2020) & ##2I2BiE LT 5,



Thought Uniqueness Hypothesis & i3, DD X 5 7t TH 5,

(8) Thought Uniqueness Hypothesis(TUH)
Our cognitive system restricts us to have just one representation per thought.
(Sauerland(2018), p. 292.)

Thought Uniqueness Hypothesis i£, —2DOEKRBER (GO ZILI Lo, Lo5|H
THE thought & SV TWA N, Z D thought DEEHRLNE % RiviE, BWARIZMD
THWEBZTELXZNEO L Ebis) ICkf L Tid—2> D% R (representation) L 7>
N, EVWIEITHY, ZOZLiF0FEY, —ODOBWARIZK LT o8 ko
TRV LT FEE, b REB (economical), R RTOLPHFINLORTERD, &
WAHAZELEZEBHRLTWS, KFETIEIZBAL WD, Sauerland(Q018)IZ B W TIE Z DR
DRATOEEEZ R T HLEELREL TV, ZOEEITES O TEXOEHRE

(Sauerland(2018) Tl 23 2 C Dependency Complexity & 411 T 25) HVHIE &,
—2® thought (2%t L Cidfx & 67 (Dependency Complexity 735 &/ EWY) Fomn
W RFRTRERD, LI AN =X LEREL TN D,

Sauerland and Alexiadou(2020){Z8 Tk, Meaning First approach % 54 5 i &
LTAAL Y HNGEFEDOHGERY LiIFTWb, flZIEA &) TiEE (12 07) FiEED
INA Y U TTNVEEEIZBWT, Wibipd codeblending DBENAELDHZ L 5D & OBIE
{2 #-J % | Meaning First approach {Z J#UiE code-blending O RICH RGN Z 5 25
ZEMTEAHETZRL TS,

EFTFFECH L TRE<HBEmR 20Tz, ZOTROZEHECO W TEFICHEETT 2
ZEETERVOTHLN, TZTHEB LIEWDOEASA Y 2 HILVEER O articulation (22
WTC, 7o 2iEA 2V T5EE (A% V7T) FiEIZH LT Meaning First approach (2350
THE XN TS conceptual structure [ZHAD L DOBEE I TNAD E WD B TH D,

(9) the Meaning First approach predicts that the representations must be parallel
since both articulations derive from the same conceptual representation.

(Sauerland and Alexiadou(2020), p. 9.)

T DT ki FE 7, Sauerland and Alexiadou(2020)® FIGURE 3 (ZE8WT, —D2d
thought 7> % oral language COMPRESSOR & sign language COMPRESSOR & 7377
L C. ###10 oral articulation, signed articulation 23 /1 S A K2R ST 5D
ZEMNLLHALNTH D,

Z D & 91T oral language & sign language 73[6—® conceptual structure 75 H /1 &
W5 ET 5 L. conceptual structure |XEFEICIIEAT LW IEEN 2D THDH EEZLD



DONRBARTHAH, ZOBRENIELWVWE T SH L conceptual structure # 5 FED
articulation [ZFE O IF HiEe, 377235 Compressor D EKEI 2 ®H 0 HiZ > T, g
I REENEL RS TWA LI biLs,

ZO—HlE LT, TBEWI~LAED ] &) HAM(reciprocal) 7 EMARIR 2 4 U 5 Ik
DAOD &9 KB &= B L THD,

(10) a. E)FEREFAERT (BAV) B LE->TND,
b. Prof. Yukawa and Prof. Tomonaga respect each other.

c¢. Prof. Yukawa et Prof. Tomonaga se respectent.

(10a), (10b), (L0HINEZ B AFE, FFh, 7T L AFHCBT S AMBEREROLTH 5

B\ EER LORRIL 3 SOFEFHTENEN R £ > T 5, (10a)D B AT T
MR D TBHEW] Al ed I~LEI ] L) BEEEF CHAENEWRMREZ R Z &
MMTE D, (10b)DYFEL each other 23 EHE HAIEEDAE A (HFH TV 5, 2Tkt LT(10c)
D7 T2 AFETIL, BHET (M4 EEE (pronominal verb) | S FEEN ANV LI
%, 728, (100)DBISCTIXBRRMR & I1TF 2720, W URABEOR T 15)1#d% &
%%ﬁ&i( AN&d) B EFEZEHRL TN D, ] EWIRLARETHD, 2077

Bif 2 WiFEMIE, Meaning First approach (2 & » CIdFIE L 17426720 THA 9,

%%ﬂ@%ﬁﬁﬁJ;o TnBEWH Z Lix%EH %Y conceptual structure 2372 > T &
FETHDLND, BipoTm A3 d % Compressor (2K 5 HAIM[E—® articulation
DI EEEBOBERNOE - THHERDVELZ L THD (Zxt—XHS),

QO)DBNZE->T, b LIZihH 3 2DOTHIED conceptual structure 7> HHERL X117
HLDOTHDHETDHE, D conceptual structure & LTI ED L 5 7pfEERNHEIND T
bA DD, WEOWMPIZTVE (728 2F, BEREM 2R T 5K E) 2»6ik(11a)
DEIRBOMEES DD, 2N TIHAOD 3 SO L TE T TR ET X))
T, Compressor (Zxt L THaD CHEMEZRBMEOWREMZ RO 2T IE R 672720 | #Y)
RIELIIB ZIZ W, 2T, HAERNEMMIRAZ £ L 95 7 primitive concept 73
conceptual structure IZEBEWTHFELTWAEHEEL T (Z O primitive concept %
RECIPR L £+ Z L 242), 72 xif11b)D L5 et 2 BETHZ N TE L ),

(11) a. [YUKAWA RESPECT TOMONAGA|] AND [TOMONAGA RESPECT
YUKAWA]

b. [YUKAWA AND TOMONAGA] [RECIPR RESPECT

(IIbNFFEE B RICETE L= O TH H 2, Meaning First approach D& Al - C(10)
D3 OOXDOIREEFBMHAL LS LT niE, LARMICAID)IZIEV X 5 72 conceptual



structure %*\E\Z‘E“ﬁ_‘ XD EEHRNEOLEBbiLs, #12(11b)D X 9 72 conceptual structure

SO LT, (10a) D B RKFEIZE WV TiE primitive concept T %5 RECIPR 73
Compressor IZL - T 595 2wy 7 &, (10b)DIEFEIZEB W TIER U RECIPR 756
each other 2ZH 1 &A1, (100D 7 72 AFE Tl se M Z @ RECIPR (ZHIE L TWA, &
DL DICBARLIMAEE XD ZEINARE L DHTEA D,

2L, KRBV TINETLRTE LBV, conceptual structure M N DRERL
EFE L LTOD primitive concept & LTED LI R DN EEERE - L THFINDLDD0,
F O BARR 2R HIRNIERIZHMEIZ L7 o Tely, RECIPR O X 5 22 B33 AR ORI A J
= X L@ primitive concept & L TERDHLIND LD THDH DN ERARFADMETH 5,

3. BbhHVIC

PLERT&7- L 512, Sauerland and Alexiadou(2020)7342"8 L TV % Meaning First
approach |THIZEXEBEWERRICBITAH - REEL W HEHICEE LT, AMOSEREN
N _55?“5*@&)(&@\1%@“&%& o TCWWD, 5. conceptual structure @ J ¥ BAK
HI 72 H1E R Compressor DFEBED L 0 3EMI70fiE AN ER L T IE, BEMERO AR BT,
BAED AR SCERRER O £t TdH 5 Minimalism OFERD 7 L—L T — 7 IZHL KRERE
BeHGBZHA "I MeATHLOEEZLND,

Z & L

—HE Q013) TR OEEZ SOV TO—BE] [BREHF~OHMNT 71 —F] (K
KFEFELIEFE 72V = 7 h2012)  41-48.

—JE 1015 ITREEROBEMMAIEA 7] L F3Y TBRSFHE~OBGmNT 71 —F] (K
IRKF SR T 2= 7 12014)  41-48.

—HE EQ017) TEMGRICE T 2 BT B E L9 5—Nefdt2016)2 %17 T—| [BRS

EOHGRAT 71 —F ] CKIRKFESFEEFE 7 a2 7 h2016)  59-67.

=R OTQ020) TTEHSM) B [BREF[~OHGR T 7' —F] (KERKRFEFFHEIE
HE 7T Y= $2019)  59-67.
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Heim, Irene and Angelika Kratzer(1998) Semantics in generative grammar: Oxford: Blackwell.

Napoletano, Toby(2019) How important are truth-conditions for truth-conditional semantics?
Linguistics and Philosophy 42: 541-575.

Sauerland, Uli(2018) The Thought Uniqueness Hypothesis. Proceedings of SALT 28: 289-306.

Sauerland, Uli and Artemis Alexiadou(2020) Generative Grammar: A Meaning First Approach.
Frontiers in Psychology 11: 1-13.



	gbkp_2020_s_041_ページ_1
	gbkp_2020_s_041_ページ_2
	gbkp_2020_s_041_ページ_3
	gbkp_2020_s_041_ページ_4
	gbkp_2020_s_041_ページ_5
	gbkp_2020_s_041_ページ_6
	gbkp_2020_s_041_ページ_7
	gbkp_2020_s_041_ページ_8

