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erdinand de Saussure 2

(1857-1913)

Course in General Linguistics
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) P,
mile Benveniste on Saussure:

(“Saussure after half of a century”, Problems of General Linguistics)

¢ Saussure eulogy:
— “Saussure was first and always a man of fundamentals”

— *...Considering that activity, human speech, in which so many
factors are brought together—biological, physical and psychic,
Individual and social, historical, aesthetic, and pragmatic—he asked
himself, where does language properly belong?”’

% Two basic questions of Saussure:

— What are the basic data on which linguistics is to be grounded and
how can we grasp them?

— What is the nature of the notions of human speech and by what mode
of relationship are they articulated?

— Early work: Mémoire sur le systeme primitif des voyelles dans
les langues indo-européens (1879) ]
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Saussure: Object of Linguistics

& Le Langage phenomenon of language or speech
— Lalangue language system
— La parole speaking

& Starting from the sound ““nu” as a linguistic phenomenon
— The “oral” vs. the “audible” ie. “vocal” vs. “acoustical”
— The “physiological” vs. the “psychological”
— The “individual” vs. the “social” (“individual act™ as “only the
embryo of speech” (13)

— The “system” vs. “evolution”, ie. “existing institution” vs.
“product of the past”

4
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& Audition more important than phonation
& Vocal organs are as external as the Morse Code



D
anguage (langue) as the true object of Linguistics

& .. .from the very outset we must put both feet on
the ground of language and use language as the
norm of all other manifestations of speech.” (CGL-9)

& “...language is a convention, and the nature of
the sign that is agreed upon does not matter. The
question of the vocal apparatus obviously takes a
secondary place in the problem of speech.” (CGL-
10)

& “To give language first place in the study of speech,
we can advance a final argument: the faculty of
articulating words—whether it is natural or not—Is
exercised only with the help of the instrument
created by collectivity and provided for its use...”
(CGL-11)
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D

anguage (langue) as the true object of Linguistics

& Language (/a Langue)
= Speech (le langage) minus the non-psychological
minus the executive (/a parole) or the individual

& “Language is speech less speaking. It is the whole set of
linguistic habits which allow an individual to understand and to
be understood.” (CGL 77)

La langue = Le langage — La parole

& |f we could embrace the sum of word-images stored in the
minds of all individuals, we could identify the social bond that
constitutes language. It is a storehouse filled by the members
of a given community through their active use of speaking, a
grammatical system that has a potential existence in each brain,
or, more specifically, in the brains of a group of individuals. For
language is not complete in any speaker; it exists perfectly only
within a collectivity.” (CGL 13-14)
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oncept and Problem of Articulation

% Hisrarticulate —HEHTFESE ( )
— Articulate (adj) : able to express thoughts and feelings easily and clearly

— Articulate (vt.) to express in word; to pronounce #%5; (med.) to connect
two bones by forming a joint.

& “articulatory phonetics” S$AE=E 15 £


https://dictionary.cambridge.org/dictionary/english/articulate

- D
Saussure —articulation ' 43 E[/AJPE

& -- “language is a convention...” -- “One definition of articulated speech
might confirm that conclusion. In Latin, articulus means a member, part, or
subdivision of a sequence; applied to speech, articulation designates either
the sub-division of a spoken chain into syllables or the subdivision of the
chain of meanings into significant units; gegliederte Sprache is used in the
second sense in German. Using the second definition, we can say that what
IS natural to mankind is not oral speech but the faculty of constructing a
language, 1.€. a system of distinct signs corresponding to distinct ideas.”
(CGL-10) "...fir T >Zarticulus f5—{E & AR S ~ B9y » By - JE
HEIEEEZ I > 5787 (articulation) $5RYZEHE—(EEE = &8 Al o R 8l -
NGt — (i EFREEM I A &RV EAL »

& “Language might be called the domain of articulations, using the word as it
was defined earlier (p.10). Each linguistic term is a member, an articulus in
which an idea 1s fixed in a sound and a sound becomes the sign of an idea.”
(CGL- 113) RIS (p-10)HVEFR » &85 Al A — T EIHVEEL - B—=E
= HsEaaabE— (R R - Bl —(#7#E] (articulus) » (EiEETH > —(H
Bt —EERrEE - i—EE /R — B 2AYECsE 10




Articulation vs  Phonation
Aritikulation vs  Verlautbarung
Yl v B
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BIFJE

54

mm

LH

1= ST
N\

@ EE o Cf. “articulatory phonetics”

& MBI - B ER A EHRE

AEH

Al - Cf. Humboldt, Saussure, Heidegger

=
a

=t

S|

1



8 2

The linguistic sign 2E =30 %8

& Sign, signifiané/signifiant signified/signifier EC55%: FIT=C/8EE
& The linguistic sign unites, not a thing and a name, but a

concept and a sound image. —{[EZE = ZCFR TR 45

Y > AR P B —(E A - e

B — (A = eI R VTN
¥ Signified (concept) <> Signifier (sound image) [ ngl
& Experiment: Reciting a speech without sound !

& “The linguistic sign is then a two-sided psychological entity
that can be represented by the drawing

12
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D

Two principles of the linguistic sign

% Arbitrariness ([ 2514)

No inner relationship between the signified and the signifier

Used by “convention” 2\ E{afk

Against the use of the term “symbol”” = sound symbolism

Arbitrariness does not mean ““up to the speaker”, but only means “unmotivated”
AR 'HEEHRE RN o T EER B

i.e. the signifier has no natural connection with the signified

Against onomatopoeia and interjection!=> “of secondary importance and their
symbolic origin is in part open to dispute”

& Linearity (4314%)
— Auditory signifiers has to unfold in time, unlike visual signifiers

— Simple but often neglected
— Linear nature of language —> words are “chained” together forming syntagms

“Combinations supported by linearity are syntagms” (=] %) (123)



% over the arbitrariness of sound

SR NN ER i

& Nature of the debate

D
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& Historical roots: The physis-nomoi distinction

& The Two Camps

Pros

Hermogenes
Whitney
Saussure
Meillet
Vendryes
Bloomfield

Cons

Cratylus

W. von Humboldt
Gabelentz

E. Pichon

D.L. Bolinger
Benveniste
Grammont

Sapir

Jakobson
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P,
@ The Concept of Value (1)

EEMEAL B

& Value (-Old French, value, ppt. of valoir => be worth)
(Latin: valere => be stong, be worth)
& Wert n. Preis, Kauf- und Marktpreis

Preis, den man beim Verkauf bekommen
Geltung------- —> Geld -> gelten <= Vergeltung
Bedeutung
Wichtigkeit
& Money <= money (ME) <= moneie (OF) <=monaie (OF)
|

change
16



B The Concept of Value (2)

& FURFTE (RSEF) R E F KA TH ) F
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The Concept of Value (3) " fEHIES: |

& T’Eﬂ%—@ w2 M= @ Value B s &R ? Bfld ABVE RE © RMNFE—
smiEk (universe ofdlscourse) HIN ZfE [ GEETE N ELEEG ~ 5FE - IR HAg
Value HIE B R E L o B T EREL ﬁiﬁ%%ﬂﬁt?ﬁéﬁﬁ% SRR A R
(F7H) WILEMEEEEY ' =5 ) (meaning) ERYZERIMVASEHEE - AL
value # K i i B =Y sEZ£ M RE semantic problem.

& Value ~[F]

_Universe&of Semantic Intent

(e FE 2245 discourse &gk (BEANZ)
75 {2 morality Worthiness or unworthiness of actions
A ap e life Fulfillment or frustration in life

2% economy | Market value (prices)

2 mathematics | Numerical value (quantities)
Y73 physics Physical value (qualities)
=& = Language Linguistic value (concepts)

#&hg Logic Truth value (truth or falsity)

& Concept of “value” in Saussure: “Here as in political economy we are confronted
with the notion of value; both sciences are concerned with a system for equating
things of different orders—Ilabor and wages in one and a signified and signifier in
the other.” (CGL 79) 18



D
e
The Concept of Value (4) in Saussure

& Concept of “value” raised for the first time:

—  “Here [linguistics] as in political economy we are confronted with the
notion of value; both sciences are concerned with a system for equating
things of different orders—Ilabor and wages in one and a signified and
signifier in the other.” (79)

& The “Double axes” of language

— The axis of simultaneities (AB)

— The axis of successions (CD)

& “Forlanguage is a system of pure values which are

determined by nothing except the momentary arrangement of
its terms. (80)

& “Avalue [...] can to some extent be traced in time if we

remember that it depends at each moment upon a system of
coexisting values” (80) " (& | H—%IE I K — L AZHY

BRI -
& Synchronic versus diachronic linguistics



8 2

Concrete entities of Language

& Linguistic identities sE= BEArAY ' BoeRlE | (108):
— Examples of (221

« Atrain WEE
A street HrE

& Language compared to a game of chess & = gi{EfE 5

— “The respective value of the pieces depends on their position on the
chessboard just as each linguistic term derives its value from its
opposition to all other terms.” (88)

— => Example of chess (107/110) revisited and elaborated!!
- ST T /Y T EE ) AT
- DR - TREEL - TEMER, - T A

20



D
B The Concept of Value (5)

& “The linguistic entity is not accurately defined until it is
delimited, i.e. separated from everything that surrounds it on the
phonic chain. The delimited entities or units stands in opposition
to each other in the mechanism of language.” (CGL 103)

& “Instead of pre-existing ideas then, we find in all foregoing
examples values emanating from the system... Their most
precise characteristic is in being what the others are not.” (CGL
117)

& “Here as 1n political economy we are confronted with the notion
of value; both sciences are concerned with a system for equating
things of different orders — labor and wages in one and a
signified and signifier in the other.” (CGL 79)

21



The Concept of Value (5)

O “Thought, chaotic by nature, has to become ordered in the
process of its decomposition. Neither are thoughts given
material form nor are sounds transformed into mental
entities; the somewhat mysterious fact is rather that
‘thought-sound’ implies division, and that language
works out its units while taking shape between two
shapeless masses.” (CGL 112)

& Value < Signification (CGL 114)

& *[...] the idea of value, as defined, shows that to consider a term as simply the
union of a certain sound with a certain concept is grossly misleading. To
define it in this way would isolate the term from its system; it would mean
assuming that one can start from the terms and construct the system by adding
them together when, on the contrary, it is from the interdependent whole that
one must start and through analysis obtain its elements.” (CGL 113)

F

& “Language is a system of interdependent terms in which the value of the term
results from the simultaneous presence of the others, as in the diagram” (CGL
114)

[ “Instead of pre-existing ideas then, we find in all

/&Wl

Saund
image

foregoing examples values emanating from the /oo AQ e
system. .. Their most precise characteristic is in Siarier )\ Stanier ) T Sionier

being what the others are not.” (CGL 117) 22



Syntagmatic & Associative Relations

& “Relations and differences between linguistic terms fall into two distinct groups. .. They
correspond to two forms of our mental activity, both indispensable to the life of language.”

(COL 123) | 385 5% 2 IR 2 AT/ Rt KA. BB AL )
ORI T3 * T B e = IR 2= » BhE /e ol S -

Syntagmatic Relations &] &%

Associative Relations F#4EEH{&4

SEESYOE

Units forming Chains

Units clustered into Groups  EEX B

Combination of linearity (temporal sequence)
Involved flow or chain of speech in time

RS R R A R A A R

Not supported by linearity (seat in the brain
orin memory) Involved choice of words

I K a a8

Consecutive units formed inside a discourse
(in praesentia)
RS B — B BT Y IE e

Outside of discourse (in absentia) —Units in
a potential mnemonic series/ “Their seat is in
the brain” 5 &z = 885 MY — LR EZ(H 1]
A B CHYRCIE

Suggested an order of succession (fixed order)

B aEE AT R BTN L —EERYIE A 2 &

Indefinite order (free association) B #7=E =
HY BT e E FR AR [ E AR AR

Fixed number of units B2 A8 [E &

Indefinite number BT B ECR[E E

Involved /a parole as well as /a langue

Involved mainly /a langue

(fR) e &4

syntagmatic Relations

(4%)kEEXBE{% Renamed by Louis
Hjelmslev as “paradigmatic relations”

23



—®TFow do the two relations interact ?

)

] B el AR AR IR B A A (A 327

<& Mary: "Don't do that

stupid

foolish

ridiculous

silly  thing again, John!”

fat] i A

suone|as onewbipesed

Syntagmatic Relations

crazy
Insane
idiotic

24



@ Saussure’s own examples of

Assoclative Relations

.-".. f b
erwseigner ' i"*.h clement
Er1EE], ﬁ‘::rn-:ir ;j..r ‘1". jh!fi'rq iﬂ:i:f
_lr.h:. ) . ! -:'fq‘\
- anpren ?.:'-HﬂF cAer enf
educalion armeément

efc. elc.
afc. elr.
r

2

25



D
@ Further developments

] B R PR R R AR 1R 4 5% fE

& Associative relations = (paradigmatic) relations

— “These associations fix word-families, inflectional
paradigms and formative elements (radicals, suffixes,
inflectional endings etc.) (p.138)

— => Semantic (Lexical) Field Theory Zzr] 353 FH 5
Jost Trier, Gunther Ipsen, Walter Porzig, Leo
Weisgerber

& Syntagmatic relations
— Theory of ,,Double Articulation* (Duality of Patterns)
— 7 See next slide

26



Medieval Scholarship
Humboldt

Hockett
Hjelmslev

Meaning/Sense
Involving J# &7 45 1%

Examples 3 [z T2

— D
AndréMartinet: Double Articulation ZEE

| 4% Artculation 24 Articulation

LD

Nl

Articulatio prima Articulatio secunda
Artikulation der Worte Artikulation der Laute
(5B&d 77 Ef) (FEE7TEN)

Duality of Patterning (=5 BEE14)

Plerematic articulation Cenematic articulation
(FEE)NEITHN (22 [T =0 e
Sense determination Sense discrimination
BEREITE BEEE R
Supra-morphemic structures ~ Sub-morphemic structures
FHRE RS KB 4TS
Sentences sound clusters &&=
Words Zd], Syllables

= Phonemes =1ir.
distinctive features [& FI[4512;

Morphemes &

27
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Saussure
on

‘Analogy" in Language
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P
mpt of “Analogy” 8 L=~

J N

& “Analogy” originated as a mathematical term (Euclid) indicating equality of
ratio. (Plato Rep. 534ab) A &gl Analogy [E i /ESEE 1y T ERMI

& Aristotle introduced the term into philosophy to indicate proportions which
are non-mathematical (Physics VII, 4) 5o BB H 2245 FH 7 AT 2

& Heidegger's rendering of the term “analogy” /&= % ¥F Analogie 113455
ava | Agyev

ana |legein
parallel |speak
Ent |sprechen
FHIE | =
& In modern linguistics, “analogy” became an important notion in Humboldt as
well as in Saussure. FACEE S 52 AL RS2 S B Al A EE 17
Analogy 156 = Y% - 2
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P,
8 Saussureon Analogy (1)

HEb e T —EE S R R — AR o
“Analogy supposes a model and its regular imitation. An analogical
form is a form made on the model of one or more other forms in

accordance with a definite rule.” (CGL 161)

“Analogy favours regularity and tends to unify structural and
inflectional procedures.” (162)

We must go further and say the analogy is grammatical. It supposes
awareness and understanding of a relation between forms.” (1695)
S NETEEETET 0 BRI SCE AR
AfE » {EEHACLENSR /R R BE < | “Speech is continuously
engaged in decomposing its units, and this activity contains not only
every possibility of effective talk, but every possibility of analogical
formation.” (166) 31




@ Saussure on Analogy (2)

D

& —Y] (555 ) A2t © sE e B EMEERIM RIS

EEERHIELEL © fEiE BT

1o g T S R )

G (A TR B (R RV B A = “Any Creation must be
preceded by an unconscious comparison of the materials deposited

in the storehouse of language,

where productive forms are arranged

according to their syntagmatic and associative relations.” (165)

& “potential existence of the new

in the old.” (166) “A newly formed

word like indecorable already has a potential existence in language.”

-décor|able
-connu décorer pardonn-able
-sensé décoration mani-able

& “Words can be rated for capacity to engender other words to the
extent to which they themselves are decomposable.” (166) 32



P,
_ @ Saussureon Analogy (3)

FALLAAD T ERBI ) “Analogical creation may be pictured as similar to a proportion.”
(166)

pardonner : impardonnable, etc. = décorer : x
X =indécorable

“Nothing enters language without having been tested in speaking (parole), and every
evolutionary phenomenon has its roots in the individual.” (168)

“For analogy...reflects the changes that have affected the functioning of language and
sanctions them through new combinations. It collaborates efficiently with all the forces
that constantly modify the powerful force in evolution.” (CGL 171)

- ERAY> B

- #WE
“Analogy as a Renovating and Conservative Force.” (171) 38L& —EEE &N
XSFERE
“Language is a garment covered with patches cut from its own cloth.” (CGL 172) Z& &
B — e 2 B il sidE kB AR AR

33
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8 Main Features of Linguistic Analogy

&
&
&

&

ot = AHEEHYEE R R

5 [0 215 ELEZ AE 1) Comparative mind
InsE5 A4 Analyticity/ analysis/ decomposition
SE =TT AR S B 41 Abstraction and
reshuffling of linguistic elements

(EMRUE TLER Hak FLBERY T 22 Potential
existence of the new in the old

NEE T 240 (langue) SEHF T ERIELITY EE
(parole). Improvisation (parole) on the basis of the
existing language system (langue)

Sh==H 78 T [ Al 25 Innovation within tradition
(renovating as well as conservative)

34
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Problem of Universals

as a crucial link between Philosophy and
Linguistics

AR

{E R SRR S 5 2 RN —RE

25
i
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D
Problem of Universals —

AR (1)

b VHAH ) B EES ) W(EETER R R B A
BEARAFHY
& FEFR[NRE ¢ (CHEYEHVETRTE - universal KB E
HEr(udgment) Hzm e ' & FEY—1E - BIFTEE
g MHIER T FHE ) (particular) B T EEFE
§ (singular) - {H{EFAE &% > universals BJFTES
"I:AH | Tiparticular £ singular BIJ AT DL&HEEAK
Mg A " {EfE | (individuals ) -
b folEd T HEAE ) SEAREERMIRY AR A A 2
— T$FE | #9240 (Eg. Dr. Shepherd’ s dog)
- S ~ L i SR B e 5]

36



A Y
OEER

AT FAE T 5
TR - BEE
BTRLE AR
HY A TR P G R Y
—REHES - =
LN EVEENE Sy = (5N

s HEERVERE -

BE—EIE > ol
g B Eny TR
MMEE R, > HiA
PR A = R Y A
%L/LZ’]}E ﬁﬁnﬁﬂ?”
2R E| T BRI
E% > SAHEINES
[ETHSEfRE
1 > EEEERY AR Y
A AN T EE
&, o IR TEIR
£N7] ; (Occam’s

Razor)/JJE Al » J5&:

FHEmEE A A
& (1) fe A |

Problem of Universals -

&

&

FEAH R

-

ixdw: O 'ﬁ‘ﬁ‘ﬁ%J

Boethius (480-524 CE) Hy5%E[4
R Ffr Commentary on Porphyry’s Isagoge = Aristotle’s On Categories

“Whether genera and species are substances or are set in the mind alone;

whether they are corporeal or incorporeal substances; and whether they are

separate from the things perceived by the senses or setin them.”

HHAHEHS: (Controversy over universals, Universalienstreit)

gt 7 1% o jtzﬁ&'ﬁﬁmz_ﬁnﬁ What s the nature of universals?’ 1[,%7%
R > HPAMAEE @ EEm IHE 1

‘H:m(realism) -
(nominalism) °

MEE 5w (realism): B4 B2 - MEE SmPTsa Y AH E%tﬁ%~%$?% (res)

@%E ek ffx%ﬁg% > HIlE Wife KHEK KI5

— extreme realism: Plato ﬁﬁ‘%ﬁ’ﬁ% > sgsE St A ’j FE%& |
(separateness) ~ H M ~ k& ~ A5~ Bi5E

— moderate realism: Aristotle )3)? 5‘%  F5 R%%El’jﬁi?[‘ﬁ séazHinherence o
DREEARE R PR B bRV TE IR Al

M em (nominalism) : E5RHEAH A EHEY) - HtH HE%H (nomen)

Roscellin 2 fyig to4 H H B SR mvox flatus vocis ( blast of sound).

Abelard ¥} Roscellin #7555 (ELLEIE - f5HE IR E > AHE

—{EEE 0 e Sermo (word),— H7.H[] vox S|g|f|cat|va (meaningful

sound ) =»compare phonology

Occam #54:4H & conceptus éB?QE”ﬁ | begreifen) Conce t BB R
A %7 Ilﬁt

conceive > “-ceive’EE ‘con-"§L 2
e A L

"

» Con-

37



roblem of Universals - 3 ;#ﬁ'ﬁf‘ ‘

- philosophical implications of ,,conceptualism*

& | “HEGR” & - concipere, conceptus JEth o RyHEAREREIRGY “HRImAYIER f AH
@l > R ER A E R LER AR 2 Bk (Occam) i SEAHEIRERY IS Ry
2" (conceptualism) o EFaLLiT fEAKER @ am P LLAERE & nomen ~ F#
Jysermo Sff 5y conceptus - F—EE S - HErJdue " ASHAEL"  (ex
hominum institutione) [TEEAZAY © E—f(H I “MEem” BLelin + 2 (A 7 Be i -
AREAE RS T REERUfE LA IS —< e e @y T A% LEEE ) ERE
SRR - gl 8 > {EELRISREE (Bochum) iy Kurt Flasch $2H T
TotER S | A (PIEERIE ) $5 AN el ek it Sy S S B E
TIPS © A FHE NS B2 - KA RS EArayalasn -
P EERIERE R T AR SR (E B Ay S EAARTSE — wtis —Hhi = - P ELhi e
s CBE ERIVERS o [ RIECHMEE AR AR RS (2 2y
S SR B IEE S R[]

& TSRS RIVARE o WL fERE sermo —if > sy “ET R ST
PR R A] ) BRI R EE BT HE R LK © fe 5o AECE - sermo BiEmEUR I A
HHaA = SR ER B ELIE DR (EAE Y 3l ] (meaning discrimination) o 4557
SHIEZRERITIRE - & A RIS AR (E L TIhREMERY “RET o
- DI EESEEEERTH © ((CHESEEE) - p224.

& [(EREMRT) BRGEST 5 T = RGRE - AT RS2
phonetics 2 phonology (phonemics)” & % E

38



D

Sidenote: Phonetics vs Phonology

% Two kinds of study of speech sounds:
— Phonetics - Natural scientific (physical-physiological)

xhHh 3
BEH

— Phonology —> Social scientific (psychological-intellectual-social)
Wy =
EHRER
« EHERGEEAERTR - MHZ 5 S RIS
(Language must be studied “system by system”
» Concept of phoneme F—3E5 R @) & BEHRIVE L
Aoman Jdhotane 111 « Meaning discrimination through phonological oppositions

& The Prager conception of a “phonological system”:

— “We call phonological system of a language [...] the repertory of
oppositions which in a given language can be associated with a
differentiation of meaning (repertory of phonological oppositions). Terms
of phonological oppositions that are not susceptible to being dissociated
into smaller sub-oppositions are called phonemes”

(Troubetzkoy/Jakobson) 39


http://images.google.com.hk/imgres?imgurl=http://www.phenomenologycenter.org/images/jakobson.jpg&imgrefurl=http://www.phenomenologycenter.org/images/&h=446&w=310&sz=68&tbnid=dmb_-r-6SXwJ:&tbnh=123&tbnw=86&start=5&prev=/images?q=roman+jakobson&hl=zh-TW&lr=&sa=N

P
mem of Universals - 245 ]

- Medieval resolutions/compromises

% P{40HF Avicenna, Albertus Magnus, Thomas Aquinas 252 %

MasEt T AR o B T =0 o ERES
SRR

— Universale ante rem LR FEERYIEHE
> (e.g. Plato) JE T _E&2 ~ (A5

— Universale inre EINFELERYIEHE
- (e.g. Aristotle) 5 ZAETER

— Universale post rem &IN{EERIEAE

> K - B - T

b fRbai=FE ' A S MRS EEAVHEAEESE -
— Universal by analogy (per analogiam)

* Problem of analogy as a theoretical complication of the third type of
universals as listed above - See next slide



http://jeff560.tripod.com/albertus.jpg
http://www.artlebedev.ru/portfolio/illustrations/ogurcov/view/72140130143917758076.jpg
http://images.google.com/imgres?imgurl=http://www.people.virginia.edu/~bdm5p/Aquinas.gif&imgrefurl=http://www.people.virginia.edu/~bdm5p/classics.html&h=401&w=284&sz=20&tbnid=bgo4Atewv1s94M:&tbnh=120&tbnw=84&hl=zh-TW&start=96&prev=/images?q=aquinas&start=80&svnum=10&hl=zh-TW&lr=&sa=N
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Doppelte Artikulation (André Martinet)

& Humboldt:  Artikulation der Worte vs Artikulation der Laute
— Hockett:  Duality of Patterning

— Hjelmslev: Plerematic VS cenematic
— Mittelalter: articulatio prima vs articulatio seconda
&
Sinn-determinierend Sinn-unterscheidend

Supra-morphemische Strukturen  Sub.morphemische Strukturen

z.B. Morpheme, Worte, Satze Distinktive Merkmale, Phonemes,
Vokalen, Dithphongs
(Doppelvokalen), Konsonanten,
Konsonantentcluster, Silben

& Wozu doppelte Artikulation? 12
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Wortfelde in Philosophie

Deutch Sicht Nachsichi Riicksichit Umsichi Durchsichigkeit

English sight forbearance considerateness circumspection transparency

Chinese shiclha liangcira ticha zhoucha dongcha

3z it B Ao 2% % e Ead
Deutch | Vorlaufen Augenblick Wiederholung | Gewiirtigen | Gegenwiirtigen | Vergessen/Behalten
English | Anticipation | Moment,instant | Repetition Expecting Enpresenting Forgetting/Retaining
T3 | s ER [ BlE E Al B/ E

Excerpted from
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http://humanum.arts.cuhk.edu.hk/Philosophy/Heidegger/SZ/

Saussure on Chinese Z 4 amEER =
“There are only two systems of writing:1) In an ideographic system each word is represented by a
single sign that is unrelated to the sounds of the word itself. Each written sign stands for a whole word
and, consequently, for the idea expressed by the word. The classic example of an ideographic system
of writing is Chinese. “(E25-26) [Stimmt das alles?] 138 fa7e B 5 4 N el FI T 50 Ay 28
FHER R () - ERET ARG /G -
“...that the written word tends to replace the spoken one in our minds is true of both systems of writing,
but the tendency is stronger in the ideographic system. To a Chinese, an ideogram and a spoken word
are both symbols of an idea ; to him writing is a second language, and if two words that have the same
sound are used in conversation, he may resort to writing in order to express his thought. But in
Chinese the mental substitution of the written word for the spoken word does not have the annoying
consequences that it has in a phonetic system, for the substitution is absolute; the same graphic
symbol can stand for words from different Chinese dialects.” (E26) 2 )5 ' 58 —JEEE | » 32
R ETRE R RSB AR - T H 40T n B A A R 5107 2
(o P B
“We would see, for example, that motivation plays a much larger role in German than in English. But
the ultra-lexicological type is Chinese while Proto-Indo-European and Sanskrit are specimens of the
ultra-grammatical type.” (E134) {EE5 {8 ELILEEHL Ry A AT 1§ (motivated) o {H &7 i 58] EE (152
I ERUESE » Mol AN E R IAEBEE MRS -
“In Chinese, most words are not decomposable; in an artificial language, however, almost all words
are. An Esperantist has unlimited freedom to build new words on a given root.” (E166) /£ ;%£5EH -
BB AYREEAED AN AT fEY o AE— AN LeEE T 2&-FArA R n] g o (REEE
F E VAT EEE?) 44




P,
—® The Problem of Analogy

=i DA sEEE sy

Three Ways of using a word/concept “universally” (koinon)

— Equivocity 2 [EEF (Opovoung) » B Turkey: £ E. K %; Straul: (LR /EEE
— Univocity - [F#EZ (cuvevopng) » FIAE ~ &~ 16~ SR " 49
— Analogy - JEEE (avaloyia), Ent-sprechen, correspond, " EHAITIER |, TS DAEY |

Source of the problem of “analogy” lies in Aristotle:
- T{EEEE | (10 Oyievov)—aa Rl By— &K B {55 o FEIMTEREL T FIU{EA)+- -
 HNH BRI L (S A S R RIER) |

B TEERGIRIE . —
MR ORI .
© BRECS ARIER . —

Analogy in Philosophy and in Linguistics
Analogy > Analogy of Being

- AM, pp. 38-39; [i7 8L K Aristotle, Met. G2, 1003a35-b4 = " {2 5F | /5o B i 5 (EER B RA L AR FH RS BRI - (B4R ERE Ky
SKERBHT(E - — R EHE f -yt T 2 IIED - andrt4C i Cardinal Cajetan A1 UHYEBFEAE B8 - S5 [ HAVIEZ/EBE

FRHIRRA -
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/Q/EEALI’-_-[EIT i

3==N m

fREL 0 TENREER > AR EETT > A A BT A o NER AT AR TR
By [ee] 5780 [AE] &7 > IEEEERES - H %@J?ﬁﬂ'\/%\ﬁﬁf B~ grar | > HEfF - HEFE -
HERgRE - EmsirER A T ey o B Tz, o EEA THEL o B TRE -

ZH P ANEEEEEE Eﬁéﬁﬁ”’c%‘)ﬁ o By ] 7 IEEEEEE - HESITA~E
—IEECHRE R ~ GRS - Ve (EREE R A AT ? TimairE A T, o &
REI A R T

mrdk - VITTTESTT > BREARREE, Ay [(T7] &7 IERESRED - {7 ETTAVERE © 17
T ET BT MEET B AR S ERES H R BT A ~TTES ~ TR
T ~ AT~ fTVe a2 Tmah e T, B0 T, o SERE - HEfE -

FERT  TRPITIAIEL - BOEATER L 19 DASE] - EREEREE - B E BT~

KK o VAR T G TS -

1 CEEEHA  KERNE, @ (2] ¥ EREEGE - RS RO~

T ~ EAFDURSE - S U 2 WEEERRE () R AL -

SO WREEREEIT, © (R ERIGE - SUEH T

Y0~ gk e N FRREAD S - WOBTRRERS - AmasoB (T I 4 TR ) 3
HE -

TR TRIBEESST B TRKEEUT 19 (45] - EREREE - EHEEE

BIFA0~5558 2 %50 2 WmEEGA TR% A TS0, - 4



