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HZ D78 L thought structure!

—E

1. [XCHIC

ZEHT S HR(2021)12 8 T, Sauerland and Alexiadou(2020) D L B = —Fa 3L & W\ 9 JE T,
[l SCAMEE L TV % Meaning First approach &\ 9 EBRERFI OB AT 5 €T MIZ
DV Tk L7z, (20213 &E D%, Dupre(Q02DIZBWTHEEDOSTEL AARSE L & [
—fRF D EEEMEIC DWW T, IO SUEDHER 2 FE % 5 L WERDIEHRII LG DIF &
NETIREEND Z ERFMENE L > T LoD TH DM, BHI72 BRI S
THRICERROBBARE LTEKL 0N [E0ER (ungrammatical) Tl & 2 2578 A g
(acceptable)72 3] DFETH D, Liwm L HNTWD, A TiL. Dupre(2021)3 EE D S35
EHARSFHELEOR—MHIZBWTHARSHEOM E L THEL TW5 I-language (22T
Meaning First approach THEME X T\ % thought structure Z##ETHZ L&V,
Dupre(2021)723i@ U5 [HRARKOMER] bIEHIN, o THREBOSFEL HARSIEL & F—
W DNHOBAFHR V- Z I I D Z L aimUizu,

FPRENTB VT I L f##1C Sauerland and Alexiadou(2020)/12331F % Meaning First
approach. & ¥ P17} thought structure (22 CTHMER L7=%. 2 3&ilZE T Dupre(2021)
DILFHIZ Z O Meaning First approach Z /A5 1 5 /(I DWW Cikin 7 5,

2. Sauerland and Alexiadou(2020)

T T =02 DIZI W THEEL L 7= £ 350 | Sauerland and Alexiadou(2020)12 330 Tl
F 7" thought structure(conceptual structure & HFEEILD) E W HEENERSIL, 2D
thought structure (Zxf L C Compressor &9 A=A AMEHA L TCEDOH N E LT
articulation SN D, LW R GEiER L, ZO2KBE%ETE L T Meaning First
approach EFEA TS, DF D | ASUEICBWTEENICHEE SN TETWNDHINb5
T-model & |3ZH72 V. F XIZ Meaning First approach & WO AFNRELTWNHEEY |
thought stucture BN SFFEDOIREDOH R ERDEBESNTNDHDTH D, thought
structure ® BfKH) 72l & LT, IDOM)D L 9 7efEENHETF LT 5,

(1) [WE [[FOCUS PRESENT] [LIKE LINGUISTICSII]
(Sauerland and Alexiadou(2020), p. 4.)

LT TEHBIZHALNMNIZD Y, Z 2 TF 9 thought structure &%, Sauerland and
Alexiadou(2020)IZFB WV TRESNTVD HDOEZFHE L TR Y . —KAREKRTO TEEHEE]
DT ETIEARVY,
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(DM B LIS L0 thought stucture(conceptual structure) & WO XA/ TIEH D B

. CHEQO2DTHE Uz LBV . EOFEREITEKZFE R (semantic representation) | 2R D

TIHWHLDTH D E S %, Meaning First approach E WO MA L EIICIDI EEELT
WHEZEZLND,

3. Dupre(2021)

Dupre(2021)% the language of thought (AFHIZHWTITLLT TREBDOFFE) LRI LT
T %) DERSFETH L ATREMEIC SOV T, BIROAERSGED M RIZEES&E 2D JRKF
TR BLE N D BRAIMNA T fmE Th D,

BEOSHENARSETH D AHEMIZ OV TIE, Fodor(1975) % 1 Ui ST & T
DN, PERITEEHI 72 SR DNEREINC D> 7= K H 12 b5, Dupre(2021) Tlk, Z 0f
EHI N DN T %nﬁ$DT<5®iF§%§%J®@m# HEMZR, DED AR

ERIEERHEREO L O MBREFET. LNbENOEZRARIETRA TS Z EIZLD
HLOTHY, FROEMEOMAICIROFIZED X 2 B ENISIT B ITCZ YR b D
LITEARVWI L ZBENEZ > T LTV 5D, T7b b, TERDISHRI R E I LA FT
L L TWDDIFHARDOERENS H & ZAD E-language 2/ L TE Y. Chomsky
LU & T HBROAERSE TR PR OM SR L 70D EHE STV 5 T-language
B Z T PERDAGHAI R B ERI UGN EE DFmlD % 2Kk 5 2 & &b, Lim LT D
DT D,

ZDO—fFlE LT, LTFTD@oFIHERE S,

(2) Once the distinction between an E-language, as a social object, and an I-language, as
a psychological object, is made, it opens the door to a variety of questions about the
nature of this psychological object, and its relation to both this social object and to
observable linguistic behavior.

(Dupre(2021), p. 783.)

DFED, BBEOSHELHARSFELR ML T 2RI sk 2 G ERI RGBS
DEMBEREINDLGRX THRSEFE E L THEL CE OISRt 727 e LT
® E-language TH Y . Z1UIHK LT, BUROEREO RIS 2 LIERBEOS7E
L TR A7V =7 & LTO IFlanguage 2 ET R&EThH D, TDO LT, EDOSIH
WZHDHERY BN A TV =7 E LT E-language & OERCEBIZ A HE/R SRE1TE
EDORRZ: X, T ® IFlanguage &1 L CWOVDIXMEMICHET S 2T e 50, &
WH Z &7 %, IFlanguage & E-language O X B %386 5 AR STED LSS AT
® Dupre O EREIFMBD THRZL D THDH Z LITFEBEWERNR,
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Z DX 912 Dupre(202D)1E, HEDEFE% E-language Tix72 < I-language & &% 5 2
& T AR REGRDIZ L A LIZZDOFEBMEER S . LI LT D, TOTRIIMmRD THEHE
THY ., BRIZHRFHIET 2D THLEE DA ), o ZITBEORARSENSEET
HHZLERAT, TOXINREZHEEHERLOEHEE LT@)\F'aﬁ@,ﬁ%‘@E%T“%é b}
ETHIEITTERY, EWIHIEHIICELSENTE T (2% LCix, Illanguage 3%
@72 (universal, invariant) b D THDH EEZHND & Lf:J:“C\ KDL HITEm LTV D,

(3) the language faculty is invariant across the human population. I-languages, states
of the language faculty partially responsible for the acquisition and use of language,
consist of a computational system capable of constructing complex representations
out of simpler representations. The syntactic principles governing such
construction are the same for all human language users, as are the
conceptual/semantic principles governing interpretation.

(Dupre(2021), p. 790.)

ZOEITEZX. ZD Ilanguage Z# EEDOSFELFRIETHZ &b+ BET HITE
ToE2TL7>TL %, 2T Dupre 2358F L T2 DL, ASUEICRE SN L B
SREEOLEER E ORI EORBEOBNT T, BERESICEBZOSELARETE T
language OHEZ 5 TD) & OFRIED AREMORIEN, EFpi(speculative), M) 72
RED D AERRSHER DT 2L U & T ORBBEN IRV 5 NEME~EB VLD >
OhLRHITHDL, LWVWHZETHD,

(4) hopefully they (###% 5 7E“#(neurolinguistics)7s & DT DOMFFEDFNR, 5| FHEE)
point to a further area in which progress in answering the philosophical question
about the relation between thought and language can be made by drawing on work

in the siences.
(Dupre(2021), p. 793.)

AERSEOREL L HIC, ala=r—vailBNWTAELD LI RAAREDRLD &Y
2B 256X E-language O THDH EE X B D L 91272 - TH Y I-language 1%
S#B6E J(language faculty) DL DDET L THL EEZEZ LN TS, £ 9 ThIUE, =
® I-language & EEDEFEL O~V 1% E-language & BEDSFE L OWEZ 0 (T~ T
LN SRED LY WHIZZEDOWREZI > THEDR -V Z2ErntE2S, Thbb
I-language NEIIZEBOZETHDHEEXD Z LT HRRRYERSH DL EE2D724
Do

o kHiz, BEOSFEL Ilanguage & L CRIZBASIELRET 5 2 LIk D66
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HI7eSGmlE. ZOMAGNENe ) ORERS Z L RN, bHLAA, THLHNLEEH-T
BG4 72K 725 £ 09 bIFIciZnmp/a v, BUROHEGRSFEY. MR ESEY. L
FEORFOMBIZIRL LTHhiikd B2 bNHHA 172G L LT Dupre 2325 T
OO0, FEILER (ungrammatical) T U 7253 5 X FR Al fE(acceptable) 72 L OIFETH 5,
DURLS R0, ARIZE > T b EERLHRM TH SO T Dupre DERE L THE 9,

(5) The problem is obvious: if the speakers can interpret these sentences, i.e. the
sentences express an available thought, but they cannot be generated by the
language faculty, this suggests that the set of possible thoughts and possible natural
language sentences are not even extensionally equivalent, let alone identical. Some
thoughts are not expressible in our natural language, and so there must be some
medium other than natural language in which they are expressible.

(Dupre(2021), p. 796.)

SFED, bLHEZDFFED Ilanguage (D5 TiX generated by the language
faculty EERBLEINTWDENR, AILZ L ERTELIZRWY) ThdETHUX, FEEMNR
TIFEBOFFHEIZITIEZEN TV RWIT TH L0, BLEITIFIEEN TH > THHRRA]
REZR UFAE L T D, BARATRER L TH D LD Z LI, TOXDOEKRT 5 L Z AW HR
SNHENI T LETHLHN, BEBEOFFHEOHWIMNZIH L O LE H L TEN M U TR S
NH00, RHICET LN IDITTH D,

BZDEFE% Tlanguage &L L CORARSFELFRIET D ETCORKONETHDH LT 52
DIELETH > THRBARER LDIFEICONT, BEDOSELHRSELOREL
BT AN ED L DI T & oW T, Dupre (2 > ? g (strategy) V& 2 5
N5 L LTS, —2HOHIEIIEREE R (morphophonology) #iFH 2 # ML 5 Z L iZ
X0 FEGEMRUIFIEESINOOEEOHT) (725 I-language) D O Tl
<\ ERREHERITMEZR TSN THD LEZX D, ZOHRE, BLOERSHED R
Ak A C & % Minimalist Program O3 x 571272 6 - T, IEREE R IEA v 2 — 7
T —ADEITHY . Ilanguage [ITB L TWRNWEEX DL Z ENRFIEE D, 2F 0,
FECHEMED Lo TRI=5 & Z A% T-language 0 HA VX —7 = — AR TH D ES HRiR
Wz T Z Lok » T, BEBDSZFEL Ilangauge & OFE—MEEHERF L L5 &) HIET
D,

TOHOKHIEIE [EE (repair)] &9 Hig(strategy) TH D, HMEE] LIk, FECEMN
o ER R U ET DA = AL THY , IHPBERRLR> TWDH DA ST
HBOSER 2SI T LD RIERBEN TN b D Th D, LT 5, ZO 2O HMITEHEIZ
HLTWD Z LI 6N THD,

Z 2T, LLERTE 7= Dupre(2021) D% % Sauerland and Alexiadou(2020) & fHAE 1
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HTEZDE, Dupre(2021) TEDLNTWDHEEZEDOEFE L I-language L DRIEDIRE L L
. Sauerland and Alexiadou(2020)(Z351} 5 Meaning First approach THiE X1 T\ %
thought structure # EZDFFHLFE—HT 5, LW I AREMENENAD EAR-TL 5,

Dwm@mvfiﬁﬁwéﬁ&E%aﬁkwﬂm%ﬁﬁﬁé’%kof’E%;%®M*
AT DR STEDBGRIN 7 L— LT — 7 TSV TR A ED TV D, - T, AERCUE
DO—BLTNETHD FEmO B 226Y%RDZ L L LT, I'language & #iibtiig &
LCTHATWD, LML, Meaning First approach # & B ANDL L, BEEDSFEL LT
WK T= DM rEREE 2 40E 9 5 L W &, Meaning First approach THYE &1L TV % thought
structure ZHET D2 HFBILHNICHARTH L LB 2 LD,

Dl & 722 D, BEDOSFEDOEEIETH 5, Dupre(02DIZHENTH, BEDSTE

% E REFELFRET DY LXTﬁ‘é{r\‘ﬁE’Jiﬁﬁ AOMAI) e b0 &L LT, L LTHOAM
OEBIZFRICAM E LTH@, HEMREEZH L TWH 013 L THARSEITZ LR
Thd, EWVWIHIEAETY EFTWa, gificth R0, Dupre lZ Zucxt L <, £fi%
KR REFE 2 22 L QD HAREGE &£ 1d E-language TH Y, £kt LT I-language (3FE &
LTOANBOEFFERAIOH T & L TEIBR S DO TH %0 AT 2 KGRI Z OF %
Ko, Eim LT\, L L, IMlanguage bitaatiiE & L TR A D &, R0 72 & 2 IT5FE
DB S & BARTEOMEMBE L TR ->T0DHDOTHY . HHAA E-language & LT
O T35 & TAAGE] EORRIZY L0IXELINTNSREDTH D LTV R, BAaICFE—
EWVWHZEEFTERNTHAD, bHAA. Ilanguage 1T UG(Universal Grammar) D
BOFDIXEME & LT Chomsky I L > TIREENTZH D TH Y  E-language & DX},
KR E HAHE - T, HEO R ED TN O TH S Z L iXfEW Y, Larl, LI
UL Irlanguages EEBEIE CHLHWOLNLD Z D B LM K 912, T-language (2L -
T.UG. H DL L Z & THh DA language faculty D (EHEED) HAEF T L H L0,

COGEITIIHEEBENHESN T D2 & 20 Richik~<7=L BV, E-language &
Lf@tkzif% Fl & TAAGE] LORRIZD R EXVITTL0TNEREDTH D LT
W2, BRICFE—-EWH ZLEFTERNTHAH, ZHCx LT, Sauerland and
Alexiadou(2020)® Meaning First approach THE &4 TV % thought structure (FHA
MICITERE R E B 2 5D 720, FOEEMET I-language (ZHEA_ T2 NICHMETH 5,
EN Meaning First approach OFSHAAEILDZ 2 5725 HTH, Dupre 235 LTV 5 A
ZDFFE L LT Meaning First approach @ thought structure Z##E 35 Z &%, I-
language #fHET 2LV LHEARTHY, MENINIV REVWEEZLND,

IHNETRTE77ZLEEY ., Dupre(2021) Tidin®s ORI T, BEDFHE L LT I-language
ERETHZEICLVEZBEOEEALARSELRET D HITKT D5 2 E TOBFRZ
PGRORENRFHEESND Z L Zmm LTctk, s OBRYECTIIEBEOSTHELERSHEFET
5% 2 712 & - T iER (ungrammatical) T W 7223 5 2558 Al iE(acceptable) 72 L DAF
ENEORBER LD L LT, ZOREFHMICH L TWD,
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Z ZC Dupre 7’ [Fi8 [ fE(acceptable) 72| & E->TWAH DX, A& bimsHIZHRE
LTS EBY, BN, BWRMIRS TR/, LW O lliEA & D DI EA L BT
DZLThdD, 2EV, ZITHEE RS> TWD BESUENTH Y 7208 HFRFRER L] &
WO DI TIESHERI TH D A SERATREZR L) LRICZ & THDH B X TELILZ RN,
ZDRIIAFEDNLGRIZ & > TAENICEER K THL DT, Z 2T Dupre HH Ok & 5|
ALTEBZ I,

(6) Calling such expressions ‘acceptable’ is a stretch, given that they do sound quite
wrong. However, the importance of ungrammatical but acceptable expressions, for

our purposes, was that they could be interpreted.
(Dupre(2021), p. 797. FHUIEHIZL D, )

B b HIREIC IR R HF TV D Dupre O EIRIZESWT, EAEBOFHELE BARSHELD
Rl —fRICX T 2R RKOMBER E LTHET TS [FEHEMNTH Y 2R L RRARER 2] &
EEFEERNCIE TIEUER TH Y P LR ATREZR ] O Z L ThdHEEX T, LTmEaik
DTN Z & LT 5,

ETHRZZEFBY ., Dupre (T LD [FEHERNTH D 720 LR ATREZR L) B DS 5E
HRERE L ORIk 2HES L7225 L OFEOFIHEE LT, Dupre 2 HARSFEDH
D3R L TiE—H LT Chomsky 23ZE5| LT 72 Ak SCEEN . Minimalism DA D% &
CEDHITICHE-TND, EWVDH 2D, 2V, EFRaEHESERS . RIZA >
H—T7 2 — A& L TCERFROEFRENERINDL, VI 0nbd D T-model % it
ELTCEmEZEDTNDIDOTH D,

ZUZKF LT, Sauerland and Alexiadou(2020)? Meaning First approach T, ##)
|Z thought structure(conceptual structure) 34K S+ 26 HHT 5, 2@ thought
structure (IATEICHBB L 72 LBV | BRERITWMD TIVHEKREZ A L TND Z Enb,
WIRDZ & & L CEWMEINAEETH D, Chomsky 2ZEH| L T /2R SUEERIROET /L
E1ZHE 72V . Meaning First approach Tid Z OEMAER AIEE7: thought structure 7> 5k
ENAZ—RT5HZE LD, Compressor & MEEILD A T = XML > T OIREDZFT
SNbHZ k& D, Compressor i, TOAMMNL LI LR EBY | FREZMHEET S Z
Lo THIHFMEAHMIEDL Z LT, EBXTELIZBRWTHA Y, &1L,
B 0)® thought structure DEXME THIE SN EWRNRFITE DIXERT &4, Compressor D
A=A LERTHTINTL 2 BRI UHIHE SN ERNEO LB 0 IR ATHE
ThdHEEZBND, O2F V. Meaning First approach ® 7 L — AU —7 |2 LILS7E

2 @D3IHICHLH S EBY . Dupre HH I expressions # AWV TW5, LrL, 0
expressions O EARFI & L CESCHIZZET B TH b DT 3T (sentences) THH DT, &K
T I3y ELTnwa, THFEEE 2ZHWTWAERbH 5,
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BUIEAMICEWRMIRATRE TH D L E X5, ZD LT, 20X 5 RBEWMERATRE: SRR
@¢’#i@%@%@%aih1wé(ié::@ﬁﬁDwm@mnﬂhﬁﬁé\E%ma
FELHREHELE ORI —HUIKHT HRROBER ThHoTeDIF THLHA) LFiud., £hi
Compressor D N EIZATONR N T2720Th D, MO THRRIE CTHl+ 5 2 &

MDTED,

SF Y, BEDOFFEL LT Dupre(2021) 23457 L TV 5 Ilanguage Tld72 < Sauerland
and Alexiadou(2020)(Z8 T STV % Meaning First approach (23311 % thought
structure Z 5 E 341U, Dupre 2355 L7-EEOSFE L ARSFE L ORI —FUIRIT 5 5K
DIERZHET 2 LN TE L0 TH S, BEBEOFHELBASTHEL OR—HITHT 52
DR LIS D GO T Dupre(202DI2380) T Z DR — OS5 b AR TR )
DI LPEEDFHE MBI INTND Z b, fim& LT, Ilanguage (2182 T Meaning
First approach THEME X7~ thought structure ZHET 52 LICL» T, BEDOSEL B
REmORI—HOEROPTFNEZ LV VS ZIRMDLIENTED, LWNWHTZ LD,

¥, ZOEmICx LT, Meaning First approach (Z331F % thought structure (%% ®
LB —HRBEND LIt LAREDOSED HFIZITWHE D TH Y, Irlanguage (2
RATHEASHOMIENTHEDOSFEL AL SELDIIERENDH 5D TRV, L
IGRNTRENL D, 2F V., £ %1 thought structure NEEZEDOEFETH D EE 2D
761X, BEOFEE L thought structure & Z[F—H1T 5 L S5->THLZEIUTHLR L BHRA
CR—IZHERVOTIERND, EWIRGRTH DL, ZOKGEMIIX LTiX, Meaning First
approach \ZF1F % thought structure DEREA FERTHZ LI > TE LD (ZDOK

e ) T EMNTE LD, Meaning First approach (23517 % thought structure I3,
%@%% (ETH A7z X 912 conceptual structure & W) B4 H 52 HILTWD) BA—FHoR
e L CWAATEIT R D | kix RBRERICBW T [EHF R(semantic representation) ]
ERETIN TN D S DITIE DT, 16> T, BASEOMICET 5 L-~UL (FoR) & LT,
I-language IZfXDOVHFEH AT —H A%+ A TWDH EBZEZLNLHDTH D,

4. BBbHYIC

UIERTERLIIZ, ARTIE Dupre(02DAEEDOEFEL BASFE L OF—HIck W
THRSEFEOM & LTHE L T 5 I-language (2142 T Sauerland and Alexiadou(2020)
2B W THERE 41TV A Meaning First approach (23517 5 thought structure Z €7 %
Z &2 &Y Dupre(2021)%5 U % Z O —HIZx 42 R ROMER] bFES. Zh
IR THEBEOSHLBRSHEL ZR—RT 2 GOMG NPV -E IibEns 2 L%
i U7,
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Z % LWk

SRR MQO013) MEWGR ORI SV TO—BE) [ARFH~OHGmNT 7' u—F] (K
RFEEFELIER 71 ¥ = 7 h2012)  41-48.

= 18(2021) Meaning Fisrt approach% 8 <> T | [HARSE~DOEH @7 7o —F] (K
PR bdkm 7 m o = 7 12020)  41-48.
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