Bulletin of the Faculty of Foreign Studies, Sophia University, No.44 (2009) 1

h— v [EEOMYIE] BAR (3) — % # sk —

Some Notes on Horn, A Natural History of Negation (3)
— Metalinguistic Negation —

g #=
Kato Yasuhiko

Natural language exhibits a clear built-in duality of negation: what
Horn (1985, 1989/2001%) terms as descriptive negation, which is truth-
functional in nature, and metalingusitic negation, which has a vast
range of non-truth functional propterties. The present essay concerns
the interrelation of these two types of negation, and proposes that
neither of them is derived from each other, but they are independently
derived from a more basic concept which I call reversal operator.

First, we scrutinize the Horn’s main texts and conclude that he
leaves open a few possibilities concerning the interrelation in question.
Specifically, the possibilities are that (a) these two types have distinct
operators, or (b) metalinguistic negation has no operator of its own,
and obeys some extended use of (i) a truth-functional operator (with
descriptive negation), or of (il) a certain operator whose nature is not
yet specified.

Our proposal is that the faculty of language has the reversal operator
alone and that the conceptual system that interfaces the former is
equipped with at least the layers/levels, which are logical, pragmatic,
and cognitive in nature. The duality of negation is a consequence of
which layers/levels of the conceptual system the reversal operator
applies to. If it applies to the logical layer, it induces logical effects
of reversing the truth-values, hence the effect of truth functions; if it
applies to the pragmatic layer, it produces an array of pragmatic effects

of metalinguistic negation, and if it applies to the cognitive layer, it
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induces, for instance, the figure-ground reversal.

On a more general ground, we will consider whether the Gricean
Program, which Horn’s and Relevance-theoretic approaches are
crucially based upon, is tenable (or has been practiced as Grice had
envisaged), especially when applied to the duality of negation. While
truth-functional operators are (by definition) only sensitive to truth-
values of target propositions, typical instances of pragmatic affairs lack
the status of proposition and/or truth-values. Hence, truth-functional
operators would not interact (in principle) with pragmatic factors in any
simple manner. Conversely, if they apparently interact with pragmatic
objects, they are by no means truth-conditional in nature. The

resolution of this situation is a problem we posit for further studies.

1. FUBIC

Ve IR, SR T EE A4 S ESREEOBIRO S TH5,
EBELMEERNT, EEOMNIRENLZDH ? HH K, —OOMBE, KhFAK
BRFACD—DDBER DR % 1257 Iz D DIZAH 7> ?

(Horn 1989/ 2001%: 443, #H

i
=

HASEIIBYAEEERL T HEEDTIERL, Z22I1TidFE 7K
R AR R T OOEMMBFET 5 Z A 5N T WS, Horn (1985,
1989/20012) ZHEWy [FUBMAEE | (descriptive negation) & [ X 4 SiE
%] (metalinguistic negation) & k&1

LB E LR CTER SN 2 TN (truth-functional) &%
ETHD [X ()] OBEMEEZ 2O E L, Zh &Ko %
LOWAmEEDL % (Allwood et al. 1977:30), E#F L. “HELEHE
(~~p=p). HME p—=qr2O~qiablE~p & &EDEH DMK

1 A A FEREEZDOEITHRIZDONTIL, Jespersen 1933; Ducrot 1972, 1973; KH 1980;
Horn 1985, 1989/20012; il 1990, 1996; Carston1996; Yoshimura 2002, 51 2006, 2009,
SR, HAGED & ORI & Z ORI DO TR 1985, 1996; 5+t 2009 % &1,
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285, —J. A X EEEEIILT [REE] Okkzd 505 MiE 20D
MR E LS %, Horn (1989: 377) $Z D44 7O&EEE [ U2 kxt
35| (Iobjectto U; UidFah) LRBIL. (2) D& LRz difl
MNIZBEREOXNRAERT) ZFFHICKRET L T05E, WThoflicks T
HEISIEEBEBI RN (non-truth-functional) (ZfEFI L T\ 5,

(1) FCabiy (HBEBEY) 5E
(a) It’s not snowing.
(BAE-> TV, (FhkE->Tna, LHOHEBMHE))
(b) It’s not true that 2+2 is not 4.
(27522134 THEVOTIEAEV, (CEHGER)
(2) * &2 FHEEE
(a) The king of France is not bald — (because) there is no king of
France. (fA{ERite)
(79 VZERBRTHD LD TIEEN — 75 7 ZITIEEHNN
By (57))
(b) Some men aren’t chauvinists — all men are chauvinists. (_EFR#L
EDREEE)
(I A2 BB EFEE & 0D DT AW — A BEENF
BHEDE)
(c) He didn’t call the [pélis], he called the [polis] (& &)
(DIUE [HR] V) ZEIFAZOTIEAEV K [V ] ZEIFAZEDE,
[l &7z evh)
(d) T didn’t manage to trap two mongeese — I managed to trap two
mongooses. (FEHTRE)
FAF IOy F =2 EHE A 2OTELEWN - LD~V V7 —

2 EME A D)
(e) Grandpa isn’t feeling lously, Johnny, he’s a tad indisposed. (&
A FH )
(BLWXARRTRHLBEDOTIEEND, Yx=—, &THM
WA END)

(f) I'm not his daughter — he’s my father. (fi5)
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(IO A D TIE Wb, 1A FAD B D)
((a) - (f) : Horn 1989: 362-371)
(g) It’s not [plays passage in manner x| — it’s [plays same passage
in manner x’]
([ % x DX TN T] 25 TREVD, [ D& S IZHNT]
TOME L) (JFEEEMHR | I 563, fn.14)

(22) THEDOHR LB >TWSE0EF, WET3HEXDOGENE (F
FEORBTRNYINLEOREEE SO 2k 0wh) Tldk<, ZOSHDOET
IR (FEED) [FHEDHIETH 5, (2b) Tld some — not all &1
FRMED (260) REGEIAGEEENS (~ (not all) =all). (2¢)
TRAESOEHFRE. (2d) TREOEHIEE. (2¢) TIIYZOLHEIZE
FARBOTH O, 2f) T2 RHL THEFEET 2 &0
S HADEYINE, 22N ZFhEEOHNRE L THRBAIBL TS, WTh
LHIDT2HEXLDMENNE L X UZOEMEFEZMEE L THWEDT
Wy, (2g) XX 512 “Tobject to U” D U NFEEMNEMTT S vy —
AThbD, TIZTIE, WHBOMEIHRE STV,

2. EFXREE

RERNHGICHIL 220 &5 NG Z ohlz b &, 9 NEEARR
BERBEDEIBEDTHAS» (FRIZOMMPRIEIZIhAnEE,
BIRGERSFPHEIT L TOD WS ORBRTH 5), DI, EHEICRHEE
PS5 L EikA D,

(8) “HlzhZhOFeME (EHE. PG, Widh. Mk, k. 5%a8. S Mlim)

(4) "R EMOA Y (M EORIR, SEESIEY. 50 Eo
. %)

(5) “HRIDOM TNz L B D%

(6) BHZD &S BN T 5 D0

ZD35 5 (8) & (4) 12DV TiZ Horn (1989/20012, 6 .7 &) IZFE LW,
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(5) 122\ TIZ Carston (1996), Horn (2006), &4t (2006, 2009) & &
IR SERBAR OGNS, (6) 1I22WTIEAS Z OO E KA ZEH
ERTEW, AFETIE G) IZEDLAEEHE I DOWTHi A _EE L,
AbET (6) ODEFEAEHE (KW LIZZDOBRNE) 12OV TERL W,
ZOFHZ, (8) (4) IZOWTHHIZE LD TH L, FEAIZOWLTEI
WEEICEAL T2 ED LS iR BBE LT 5,2

(7) * 2 SEEMED (HEE) Fit

B TF - EA53 (fall-rise intonation) 7Z\UIdkttb, 38
FEAEPES

b. JERE  BUHEEE L TRATEZ 20

c. WaE FFEOMXREEFOMBEIZIRE < haw (AARZETIE

FHERTE ERE L D i & AAR)

) HEmMEE & L, SEmMEE 2T L sn

=3 BPPE Tl 2 < WrE R I B S, AREO R

. XROFIR  EATREEE SR L., @HEETIERBLA S

. EFHERMMEEE RESOIAFOEUIMEICED S

. EEERE O SRESZTSHIERICE S

CESERE RENCBWCEEREEOEAII T S

. SeEuEl NI ZERWE (double processing) X3 (p.391)

a.

oL
s
=

- 5 0] s D

il
p=ill

IhoDRMEIZTART, X 2 FEGKENLBNEEII LT [HIE]
DBRTH3ZLERLTVS, A—VYHEBE [ABNHES AN
(primary) TH» D (p.444) . * &4 SEEEE IS OB HHERIZH R (marked)
TH5] (p.391) LBNTW3B, 27U, AEHICBEL T (W 1990
TEmU72h) . SlERCBOLTRBRNTEICRIT T2 205 B®RTIE
(MR ] ThH B LD, BERADETIEIRBEKMBROEIZE VT EFE
WD BT EAEOWBE AR TO,LHREICED S5 5, £/2Z D
fHER . X 4 SEEGRENAST L EALBRTE» SIRELZEDTIEANWE
WS AEEME AR LTS (5 fiB),

2 (1) @)-(G) D&L2DOEMED BBz OV TIE, AH 1980, Horn 1985, 1989/2001, fljk
1990, & 2007 % % 20,
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3. ZHBOxx — EHEF]| » [RE] »

BEDOD SN Z DL DD D D5 (ZDOXNORE) EMRHT 572012
X, TTINSMAOBEBREZ Z 2T E L, ZO ML () %
NZIMEAD [HET] 285, ZOMELRELZO,, 7212, () &
BEEFEIAL, ENNIZO [HE] 8hd00. EEELAS, &
51z, (ii) WA 2 L T35, 2 ERBERIN 2R % &
DEDEDN, I THEVEAIZE, EOK) BEAREELZE DO, 2
ML L5, UL, 2056 DG EEARN LRI T Horn (1989/20012)
OIS FLEWIETIZ AL, D LABROMWREEENEL - 21
KoTW5B,

. XA SHEEENCREE L I3RS GERFIN 2Bt 2§
HTAEEDOLMEINTVAZ LR OEDTR»S &I 2H A 5,

(8) » 4 FEEEE : FEACb Ay (FEEBEBIEHY) B b

a. Apparent sentence negation represents either a descriptive
truth-functional operator, () or a metalinguistic operator (---)
(CEEIE, FCAbi) T BB 2 5120, & 7213 X & SEEMHE
HYTH2) (p.377)

b. () metalinguistic negation operator which cannot be
assimilated to ordinary negation. GEH DO EEIZEL TE Ly 4 4
S EDFET) (p.384)

c. (--*) metalinguistic negation, as an extralogical operator () (JE
WP T L LT X X SEAE) (p.415)

d. () metalinguistic negation (::-) is simply not an operator
(truth-functional or otherwise) on propositions. ( X & 5 &
. EEPERNTH IR KAV E &, @EICBT A EE T TR
) (p.415)

L L, ZZTARBETENE DL ENS GLikE - FHFHTHWY)
HEFIZEDEIBEDTHI2DNEVS HIZOWTIE, Dl Ld D
DOTHEHEDSRB I N TWB K5 ICBbN s, —DiF, TRy - EFEREKK
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(descriptive/truth-functional) 7 # 5L F O L3R % (extended use)
THHENIEDTH B,

(9) * 2 SEEATE « lubiy (FLERBEEY) S 1 DLk

a. (') natural languages almost invariably allow a descriptive
negation operator to double for metalinguistic use (---) (HAS G
CEWTIKIFLEAEHIC, REL X 2 SEENEHIC ST
23Xk -5T13) (p.382)

b. (---) while there is indeed only one descriptive sentence-
level negation operator (---), the ordinary truth-functional
interpretation of this operator motivates it for an extended use
as a general metalinguistic sign of rejection or objection, (---) (M
—DFCIRHY 7 SV NI DT EFG T IIMEN IZ B 24, ZOWFTD
WHEOHPBIAIIZ, — M LG 20 LIRS O £ 4 S350
YA Ve UTHEMNICHN SN S) (p. 443)

g5 —DlF. # 4 %.%nzz?ili [BEHEFAT| (negation/negative operator)
EFERE D% X A FEEMICHIEL THHAL TWA WS ithd & 5, 7272
ZZTOHHETEREDLI B O EILFLEWETIE L 5 HiT
BEERT).

(10) * # SEEETE : [REME ] Ok

a. () the marked [metalinguistic] negation is a reflex of an
extended metalinguistic use of the negative operator (---). (A%
DA ZFEEEED. TEEE T OPLE & iz x & F AN O R
TH3) (p.440)

b. (-**) a metalinguistic use of basic negation (p.442),[or] of the
negation operator. (AN ETE, BV LIIHEMETDOA 4T
M) (p.476)

c. () a metalinguistic use of the negation operator rather than (as

with descriptive negation) a semantic operator (---) (FLIBHYEBE

SR T Cld e < TR BEL T 0 A 2 S (p.419)
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PDladed LBIFRTREODEDL D LEBOWTRMEN AL T D
Zkithks,

(11)a. AlBMEE L X Z SEGEEIRIH VR L3 [HE 28D (=(8)
b. X & S EDFE A X,

(i) FCRATSE O EEBIBIE R T ORI [HE] (= 9)). 721

(ii) RZRE SN TR WEEEFE T ORI [ HE] TH 5 (= (10))

4. 54 ZOWETO5 5 L (Gricean Program)

Horn (1985, 1989/2001%) (&, FCIEE L X 4 SEELE & O _JHf %
AR RN & DOWTHEY. L7, LA L7 DXL AE 1B 7 B K] 58—
FZPWETETOEVDIR AT TH A5 H, —2iid, Bib (11) o&
OHEEEE L 5> TEREARPLEN LN ERTHINZH (Rih). &
H—2lF, F—VHEBOH Y I 4 22Uk (neo-Gricean) & L TOHOHRAN
BEEBENGELE I TWEZ L ELIONS,

Ao & 512, 754 2 (Paul Grice) DB, 1967 f-D/—73—
FRZ2ETOMG TS [Pl & 285 (Logic and Conversation) 2V % 7
T2, fidF 3. MERHEHESELOXIVICEALZ, fHlz2iE p
and g3, p & g AITE L VI RE T (A) DEIRDIENIZ, p gl
BRI BIT 5. p & q ICIEBE (2 & ZEHERBR) b2 5L DE
A& D, 72, not pldp DEIMEAZWIRIE S LV @MBT (~) O
BIROIZ I, FiffiTAL &S RIAHIZ £ 4 S3EN (D% 0 JEREEn) A
ExEED, LI &iFor (V) Rif (=) BEDMOGREFIZONTEW
AB, TOD&S HFEAEFIZL T, Grice WEELZDIEOED LS & if
®TATITLTH D,

DD, (1) MERPE HESECRMENICZLEET S, LA (1)
FOXVIERMTF EDEDIZTET, HESFED and, or, not, if 25 & 135k
YA, V, ~, > OHBRIZKDER SN BT &EGREE LT

3 Grice, Paul 1967. “Logic and Conversation.” Unpublished lecture notes from William
James Lectures at Harvard University. Grice 1989 {2 KIEIZBI1ED _F &k,
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2, ZLT (i) AATFEOXVIE, (a) KB TrOEKE (b) HHE
SO A X A T 238N 2B ([ DR ] & 2h %3
B2 [2EEORAMERE]) L OMAfER? S RAEMISER XN 5.0 754
ZPBE. 207 u s T L0 EERGRN RO KRR O FIHICEH
L. B2 54 2%k (post-Gricean) & L CTORIH MGG (Wilson and
Sperber 1986, 1995 %) & #7125 4 %Ik (neo-Gricean) DFEM&HITHT
(Horn 1984, 1989, Levinson 1983 %) 25| &fkrh k& LA R L T
& HTET 74 ZITREEV VIS TE 2D H K — v OO
HTH5,°

ICRZEIICZoTar s ailsnTid, BEd 2ot Tidsn,
ZO@IRE, S RAUT, () £ 2 FEEEIIAH A IEERENRE 2R3 (1)
ZNEE»F L0 DIZT ES, BEEFE (not, 4. %) BERITHEHIAHA
B 2mPEE T (~) OBKE2EOZITHD. (i) SEHRFELT
BRI 3 Vi@ (~) LHESHEOMHMH AR 2 M (B &
OMHEAERIZ K DIRENRE LTHAEINDE Z L2k b, HHiOoELHT
WA, 110 Q) DL TH S,

T aE EDOFIH (8)-(10) AL B EHIC, BEICHE 5K
T & UTHEABKPY (truth-functional) 7Z & 0)?’ S RGN =1
# T (metalinguistic operator) % 7213 B E B T (negation/negative
operator) EWVWIEENEBEEINTNWBEDTH A I h,

ZHEBEL . 794 ZDMBET a5 LIZHER L DD &, £ O M-
HEERW o s Z & a <. BENREHEEZHL2ICLznEns Z
ETHAH, BRItk T BEAFRENLDEHIZH L 55 F 500
LRI v, bl (1)) G) #EL2%\E. 20 [ X2 FEEEIFIMA
DRI E 72T () HEEHEKNEEFOIIRNAL TS S] &35k
S5, TICHBEIC A 2 DE. TEVRNTIAT 2 IEREER - X 2 SEENR
P (72 21380 (2)(a)-(g) DTRTEGRHEF (~) DEWKRE LA L 2D
FEHERN) —RERLE OB/ E LTIRABZ LN TE SR, L5 2k
Thbd, Zhik, ZOFFICHE L XN 53BN —AREPE (Grice1967

4 FL <3 Grice 1967, 1989, AH 1980, Horn1989 5 3 ¥ , AMfk (1)-(2) F% 2,
5 ZORUIHEOM LG [HEEEIC I 2 mBEHE 7 OEWRHEIZ DWW T (On the Semantic
Properties of Logical Operators in English, 1972, UCLA) 2l d K<BHh T\ 5,
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DO FEEL Wilson/Sperber 1986 ¢ B M B, Horn1989 D 1 HEE,
) EZDEDICEDOREEMI LTI A Rnnrtns 2 itk s,

9 —DO0HIMIE B AA. HEEETEEROREA MG T2 L2015
ZETHAH, ZHFL» L, HETFORMEE —FEEE OMA/ERTY
FOBROBKEFWT 5L VI EHTR Y T4 2D T a s 5 LICHERLT %
2,3 LEETONE 2 BEHERNZLDIZR ANl n3 2 kit b,
754 AL RBBPAMICEERK T2 81255, LrLt—vOfFIZIZZO
HWHEEDL A->TWEDTHAH, ZHFEd (11)0)G) O TtHh 3,
WFhCE &, UBRNEE E A 4 FEEED [ I HE VIR, 5
Hyzd2] &35 (11) (a) OWEEMEL. BEOHHZTTEL. 7'
A 20T 5T LAERIZE S THRTREKRERBEE L5, fl2E &
DEBIZE A XA FEBREICEHL L 2B EFISAFIEL &4y (cf. Horn 1989:
366), > TA A FHELENMMBADOHERETE2E DL 5L, TRTDOFHE
DBEHDEEEE (not, 4. &) OB 4 IC _FHOBER T % Bk e L
THRELETAE A AN LT b, ZHUIRWEES & A0 TR X
BT A S BV EWD FERNERE (O dW S Occam’s Razor) 12K T 5%,
FARICZOFREEAZRD 2L LTE, A 4 BEBE T ORE % RIICE
HKIDZEePMBHEIZED, 3ok, AFASHESEHEFEVIHEITE
AEDD [FHR] (entity) & L TOWEETFE2IETOTIEAL ., OB T
AT ABOMED [HE] nlLizZo ks iclibh g [RiE]
ERTOTHAENHITLEFZELZONEH. ZOMEBEIIL T TIEERL
6

5. BEESTY AT L —RE—

ZIZTT A4 ZAOYMDOTa s 5 40632 LENT, F— v BEERH

6 AHRTIEEC LWV, &5 —DOHEMEIFBIMMEEE (Sperber and Wilson 1986, 1995) <
#5< Carston 1985, 2002 D53HiTdh %, Carston &2 Z TOEED _JLtEid B EHE T2
DEDODOIEHETIEI AL, BEDEHIKICEZN I EREN AL RRTHE20ENICLDL LT
5, [EBOFRIIERINLZESH. (a) HiEHEOFEFHEUNADONCRE SR, (b) ZOH7
IZHT 5 2A62DO0MNEE (attitude) 2K T L EIZ, A 4RI THS LS (Carston
2002: 298) . WTHOGA S HEHEE T HRITILRTEE L H U HEBEKN 22D TH 5 LT
3. ZOHHBBREHZOWTIEER (2008) %0,
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$1Y (negative/negation operator; cf. (9) (a)-(d)) EMEEELD (KWL
FZERICHIET 23 0) OWEEE 4, iLREE L X 4 5iEEEDRRIC
DWTH - BIREE Lz, HEARMITIE, FEE T BRI %
TEHRVWEEZLS (f. 1) Db)G)). Eichiams (12)-(14) 1973, Ok
Az (15)DES>TH S,

(12) BARAEFBICB T 2BEOREIZH 5 Did RIEIR%# & 2B T (X
AT | (reversal operator) LIER) THB,T
(13) k- BE2R1E, (a) FWEE. (b) FH. (o) 38, D 3 D2DL NI (level/
plane) 5K B3LWILY AT L Th b,
(14) REFEETIEIMEROEDOL ~NIZHH I Mtk b B > 7=
1‘%@% WA 25, (2) BRPILARAL T, BEIMEOREEA & 7256
L. HHBEKMEGEL &> GEdEE) (b) sy~ (&
E.OHiE. WrEtE s &K O) BRSO REE E 72563 (X
SEnE) (o) FBAL ~NILTIE, - FHho K #E (figure-ground
reversal) %769

(15) RirE ZICY 2T &

R L (BUEO R > R (i)
FOEREL T — FRH L~ GRFIBER O ) —> JFEBRRIR (£ & S 3i)
N ST UL GRAHTRER O )

ZOT7TTu—FE, A A SEEEDOMEE S -5 THEE T E KA
ICERINBZEDTIEENVEWVSEHTIZZ T4 22680, Hiffiox L
D (11) (b)) DIH/OWLE Fich B, LArLXSITELDIR, F—VH

7 Z O (reversal) i3k & WidiZe r — 2 TIHHIEADIREL VWA 2208 Lhiawv, ZOHA.
THEIZ, fx) =x & IZx OfiER) LI BEKTH 3.

8 FEHL AL ORI A BT 200 (Eit s & FROMH, p.c) 2OV TRISHE 51/
AT S, §ifE - AEIT RNIZERIATUINEND) ZORNFITL (M) LT
EZBEh, 20 EFREONRIZAES, i, 7222 b (2, BIE (2d) ¥ 7 /%
i (2g) OFITIE [X v { KRB/ GERER REOMULTT 1A D & 0T 1 230 M)
ThHD] L) MEOICHITE SN BHRNE WTEM) PREOMRIZES LS REH»
L Lhmn, BEDOT —2DOREEKE (alternative) OREPUIKIREL 1T L2 OMETH 5.
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H12k B3O EOMCAT KO HFISIH) Th 5.

(16) One issue which remains is the directionality of the relationship

between descriptive and metalinguistic negation: which use
is primary and which derivative? Or do both uses branch off
separately from some more basic, undifferentiated notion?
(O &SN 7z[EIZ, ROBREE L X & 5aTE & DBIFRO I 1A
HThb, EBEMBHANT, EBEMNRENLZDON2? H5H0E, —
DOMBIE, XD EARN BRSO DS SR A2 hhizd
DEDFEASH?) (1989/ 20012, p.443, HliFH)

F—= VI35 HREBED [R5 EOE] (undifferentiated notion) &3 &
DEIBEDOPIZONTIMEBRTOE WA, RITREL 2 [RKEEEHR
T BZONEERZZLOEMEDT OIS, fEHRE LT, DBNEE
EARBEEEILIOERGEHEH,» S [HlLiimrhlz] (KEDSH
FHTE B C@EflEahz]) 20THD, F—rvDESLELN
— MG S IRE L 20Tk s e v S wREPEO a0 LIz A L
75,0

L2 L—J, &=k, —B LU TEHEEOBERMIZERGROMBETH % &
LT3 (174a), Zlifm@iifﬁ'f . BEBREIERRE VD — DDLU RLT
BT 5DTII AL, B2z % GERT2) Z&i12k5
REREWI ZEIZA S, $hh—Vid, “OOHETHRESZLANLT
#< (17h). BV LIFEBLE2DLANLT [HHITS] (17c) & kT
BO., ZH6DTH—O (P2 RER) AR T 2358 2 - 72 L ~OLIZE

9 AAFEEEELLBNEEEN [EB560 A 6IRELEZOTIEE W] &) WTEEMEE 2

AEEEEOHM [RENTHZ] LI FFELF-RIBVhEWESIcBbhs (s

X TROERM. pe)o TORIZOVTIRED THRAIDVDBETSH 525, HETE L TORMEA

RN A RAEBRIZIE AL T, SBIL ~NJL LR - AL~ E OO GEFZ WL

RIS 3) BEBEAS 2 5N, # 2 SEEGED T ASHE-BEIZ W T [IRER]

Th DLV RERITEH L S 5 (thih (23) 2H) . A ds, AT BIRORHEIZBI L TR (2006)

Tk, BREHEGES [HEMEABA - AN E S O RelE] 2R L, 51 [JEH

IZ general AW A ARSEDEEITT— ML T3] (A, p.142) LdBRTW5, 2D

PFIZDNWTIFH S P2 I A TEW AW, KD KERET 7132 D [general & &EIK] D
—ODEEE 8 E X 6N B,
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SN, REaS57RE$7256T &3 ARMOERL IM AV, 5%
Frz5IH4 %,

(17) a. (--*) negation is effectively ambiguous, (-*) a pragmatic
ambiguity, a built-in duality of use. ((FEIZEBELFHNTH 5,
MHEMICZHETH D, THIEHEHONENZ T TH 5)
(p.370)

b. (---) metalinguistic negation does not operate on the same
rhetorical or grammatical level as the clause in which it occurs
[in contrast to] objective-level negator. (X & FaGmEIX. R L
NLDEBEEETE ST, BENEL 5D EE U XHEN 0 LT
HH L ERT 2D Tlid ) (p.397)

c. (+=*) the dual function of negation are not entirely on a par
with the instances to pragmatic ambiguity (---) the two
understandings in each case is neutralized at the level of logical
form. (57D " IJUHIBEREIZFEFHARIY £ MO £ 1358 2213 —
BLAV, ZOZDOOBRIIHHEEAO L XL Tidhflsh )
(p.563, fn.13)

FLIRI TR TE & X 4 SEBEE & OBICEIERN 2 IRAERRIE A0 &3 5 Kiw
DIEEPHRO SRS RADOSFHELHDO LIPS/ TERY B EDTH
5L EREITHD,

6. HEMORERE

A A ERESEICET RO E X, 7 OBEED MG OHE & 7 DR
BEA S SEBEBOREIZEZL AU TENTE 2 CEoRKME (3),
i CORA (15) ICHES /I, FERHZ W UIEEEAIL ~IOLISEH & 7z
HFDENZTHDL XL TORBENSIROFFMER > TWBEZ LIS,
L2LZZTOT—vid, H—DORIEETFSEEEIC [75k] LTl
FIHAZ G 22528 Th b6, MEEXEDLAFEEORBE GEARM
o (4) Ths, IT. REEE T & ZXICETILOREDL. GO,
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BRI LTEDEI BRMLA S 25 Z EAHRS O A FBHICHET 5,

6.1 BE - BEDIEXMH

Givén (1978) 2HHMEIZH Rz & 512 [HENSHIZIGY 5 5 E % 8
RET DM, ZOWIIHT L] (Horn 1989: 3), HEIIMAITHT 2
HENEEHTH 208, BERZZOHENSHIIH T 0 HIT [TRM A
fEf] (second-order operation, ibid'420) THbH, ZORKT (18) I
HDEEI [TRTOBEIFZ.FEMIZA X FENTHS] (p.420) £ F -
Tk,

(18) (--*) negation is invariably a second-oreder operation, (---) in
effect, all negation is metalinguistic. (FEIXHEIZ KN E/EHTH
%, FEBE FNTOEEIZA X SHENTDH B) (p.420)

ZHIBEZRILETFTMIZEHE LY UTE 5, [Kin] &S fERIENE
XHEEINXLDODEMEERHRE L TBY, ZOHTE X [k 1
H7ZED»6TH D, HENOKREN L R FIZE TR,

6.2 EfE

e Tﬁm%f%z:onﬂi Horn (1989/2001%) 3.1 % [HIEM: & &
ORER] 1T DA B AT DORE L O BRRGT A3 b 2 08, ZhEaeiE
Al 6.6 T, DL ITBRTWNW 3B,

(19) ( ---) the metalinguistic use may be ontogenetically prior, in
that the prohibition or rejection/ refusal negative of early child
language predates and evolves into truth-functional negation. (A

SEEMHEEERBEMICENTH 5, SIROWHOFEEIZL T
B0 LIRIERN B ENEE > THA, BHEEARNEEICR
FELTWL) (p.443)

X A FEEEER GEBESE SN U O ERRAERNICEN TH 5. Zhid
() s [efr] L. G) HEPEBEEmEEIC [RE] LT <Rl
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BWTThsb, &,

9 (1) OREEFEICEL QL. BB EDBNTH 557 & E D
R 2,10 FeBiEEhb W HHEAH S (MK 1990: 211, fn.6, KEH
ﬁm\paw%ﬂﬂli@oihﬂﬁﬁ@:@mﬁ IETR] U BEIC R B4
BZLEAERNLTVWDS, ZWILETANSAD &, wPIL L EFEHL NI

XA U RN ML (activate) éhé:&%m?oﬁu%ﬁﬁ%_
FTha@® bh 5 &t ZHUIHEHLORFBRZEIZ X 5 LRI h 5,
72 (i) O 4 FEEEED LB TEEND [FRE] OTFmPEIZONT Y,
L AL OTEMAL DI BIZEISEICTE 5, IRIZEEH L LD T AR T U,
A B EEEBIAN [FHE] LT EIIZRZZBTTH 5,

gD " SHM O BN EEO R BR % 28 R OARRO T, SR
OEEEDBBR» S W TEHRTH 5, MEE (1990: 209) &, Z OBtk
ERODEIIZE LD TS (—FEBIE) .

(20) PRDOEE RNGEH DETE
LR E X XA EEAE

a. xffnd / SRR - + +

b. HHBIHAY — + —

c. garden-path Zh5R — — +

IR I N BRI, HROTEED & DFE L3N, A D g

miﬁﬁé 25 LDE. YR @Tﬁﬁéﬁﬁﬂﬁfﬁk A8

E%%HLT BRAD SN R 572 THHVBEHRTHHAD, ZOHT
B [t TR EBL AT Tu—F03ZHHah 3,

6.3 SFEAE
MO TEIRER (LB O SEEOEER BTSN T A 3.2 B[ H
BEVE L SEDOFEELBL IZREL WBE 2 H 5. TOMRIBIKRD LI TH 2,

(21) a. (-**) when negation can be read descriptively, it must be,
or in other words, that metalinguistic negation is marked
psychologically, as well as structurally. (757 % AcB Ry R L
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IBEFITIFZDEIITHERLATNEI AL B, BWRZ 5L,
A X SEEEI O, MRERICSHETS %) (p.391)

b. () metalingusitic negation takes longer to process or
verify than ordinary negation [and ‘- | must be retroactively
reprocessed as metalinguistic () (X Z SEBEEEDHER LV LIZ

BT OEE XD B A 02 5, x 2 5B &R
ENDZ DI RANC LB X s s S ) (p.391)
(22) (---) there is a procedual sense in which the descriptive use of
negation is primary; the nonlogical metalinguistic understanding
is typically available only on a ‘second pass,” when the descriptive
reading self-destructs. (SiEAFLD riH 5 75 & iCab B E N HEA
Thb, EmBEN L 2 4 SEELEOMHI. FCab i Z R e L
e EID, RIS E LTIZUD TAREIC A 5) (pp.443-444)

WTIE X X FEGEN RSN OEICAERE] (212) Th 0. [¥KRH]
(21b). [yl (22) 1P X BT EE S BVnE WS T & EBRNT
W3, LA LREROSIIZIZZ NS ISHY SN ED T % &7 2 5 Hinkii
7::[()0

—JF. ERICETFLDO T T, Zhbi3nTh g RiEEE 0@ &
LZFEOELREBRYEH 5 ERET S Z & THHAMBETH A9, b,

(23) REREEL T OELIER - FBL L > 3B L~

Z ZCOBRNETF &k, KiEEEFOEHAONER. s (ADET
13) F PRI L ~OL T HEIEBIRICAER S 3 A3, 2 T O [ H ke
(22) Lz iz, EEAIVALICHEHE N2 EZ 2T Kwl, £
TODOVLAIVZFEBHSEH X TE DD B O—D &R B O EERIHR
WV UITIRETFE (the last resort) DIFEEEZE L TE X\ (Bd), Th
3 [BREOFRER2 SN SN MEICTREA IR D O A5 2 k| &n
) BROFFUFILOBNTH 5 Ll h 5,
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7. BIERAMCFERGR

PERTERZESIC, B EHESHEICEIRELEDRH S, LirLY
FAZOMRT T s I Ak UE, ZOEWVWZRIN L DIHE T, &
PREME & 23RO B E O [HEAER] ICK D IREMICHH S5 E
BDTH B, LML, ZOFOT 5 LANFETHARETHB7-DI2I3FE78
20O THEER] OBSEPRIEE N ATk S &, ZHISEICTEEL
DTHAD M,

WEEFNZE 5 &, WEEETELTOEEIXZTONRE LB HED
HHEA2MIZT 5, 50T EILFIZEHLFE (contradiction) . K
%t (contrary). ff37 (entailment). _HEHE (double negation) 74 &
DEEAE7-6F, WIETELL ZOBBENEL 7291213, 1) fEHD
MR LHZMERETHMEL. () 2O RAEIE 0 Uik s bR
Lo T asmn, HlAE [DAZ] v Hlo %64 58
THI LI TELRY, &5 A AHMEA W UITE(LRHED S 2072 & h
e, (AAFEBEEEOWLD2»OBNIREhE KH12) BEOHRE &
B REIEIRMIC R I N2 FFBY ONETEL TE Ko, FlAE %k
D (2a) T [75 Y 2ZENNS] EWIFEDRE. (2b) Tk [4
BABMENTERETHEDITIRAN] v EHGRIHERIC LS E8E
(implicature) NEEDRRIZE >TWD, ZhEDTFEEDNRITMED
FERMY OBEKTIE A FBHGNICIRELZEDTH BH. HEONGE
55 7-OHEMEMN, BUEBIIMAZ T, Tho EHEMHERZT
TEARIZEMBERIZEHN TS s ThW (28 213 (2b) TR (~
(~all)) =all &) “EHSEHRICH STV S) . alEReE & 38 R0 B
PHEEHARZ LTWEbITTH S,

MEE, @I 7tior -2, §ADbLHEDOHRTH L EINT
W3O [HHEER] (20). [IEHTERE] (2d). [SEEEHEK] (20). [
fil @), [HESENER] 22 HEOHATHD, ITHEREEFEHD
R LB FEDEIRE, BLRECEDZ O TIE AL, Ld > T
HER 7L LTOREORNREZ AL EVNET TH S, WIS, LTI
DEBIZEEDHRIZE>TOEDTH S5 61E, ZOMN CHRERRET
X CISHRPER - BB A LD TEEL Ko TnB I itk b, D
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DZNEDT — 2T, T & L TORE L EHGHNER & OME
W%@&jbfu&n;&-&éo;hiﬁ&&%%f®774x®7u
T LM TIHETERTOHAENWT L E2EKT 5,

ﬁ%t‘%@@mmwf&thnmiﬁﬁm—o\Oibf&%%
I HABAKNEESERE T2 4 2 58EMIC [HH] LT1w38D0ThD
a#%%%txwfé\ﬁﬁﬁdggf®Fmﬁﬁmjﬁﬁéfnéau
SO,

—Ji. ZILY AT LAIZBWTUE, REHE 258 B L ~OLIEH 37U
HHBIMI G EDOMRE & 5. FEHL NVISHEHTIUL X 2 SEENEGE &
LCi<, BEICHBNTDAS ﬁm%&%l&ﬁﬁﬁﬁ?é# Z D
TIEEFUMER B, BEBERNZ SO TIE AV, Lzh-> T, ERBKN
BT A EEE R IR E B EH % 5 23 etkid v, 20, Z
DETFMZENT G il L EEHERMNER & OMBAEHAEES. 77
AZ207Tar I L3 (T AL BB EIA T LS BETI) FE
fFEhTnanZ &iznb,

[EREH R O E L. HRTED TR T O 15 AL I HEEBI R
BEDTHDLTH7 54 ADHEANT TFu—F»r6lihs 2 & &#EKT
%5, LML, RIZRZXIIZ754 20T as 5 L0BBRIE IR TH
% i BT L ARG R E OMAAERIZ. FE T —5HDr — 2 (ko (2)
(a) (b) %BE) ZHNWTZOEE TCRIRILLEEVDTHS, ZDI LI
JERBEN R EHE TR EDARABBETH S L ERL TS, L LHIZIE
AP 22 & D EE T B 721 T, w'%@mﬁﬁ%awmﬁm&%%#
BALGNT, TSIy H 2O HFERNERHICSERT I LICE S,

Fesri 5113 (1) GmPERY - IEERPERY B T O R L OARE % [ 73] 123K
() FNnEZXICEFLOHIZHRMICAMED T, (i) (ﬁi%ﬁ?c‘:‘ﬁ Bl
WK e OHAERARIEL LD £ T3 —D2DRATH S, /27 ZITR
EXNEZBRITLETVIIZFDOE . &ﬁfﬁ‘*ﬁﬂﬁﬁﬁﬁémﬁaw
5 HAME (BB (6) OB L%, THEL TN EER - BE&RA
RTEA44 =T 24 ZTBTB5M4. DF DEK - BEEROLILHEIZIE
AB12HTH 5,
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. ERWEEOBRESF—T (R

BED Tk & RERHE FOIERIL. IAROSEEREEAROhTED K
S EMNEEEDBIEIZEDEDTHA S H, Chomsky (1995) IZHEE S
I=v VYR b-TurTsLEREMEE LT, Hauser et al. (2002) X, &

FEMSREICIAFED & D (the faculty of language in the broad sense, FLB)
LD G @ (FL in the narrow sense, FLN) # X5l L. FLB i [=]J#
P (recursion) & ZDOABE LT 5EH5ERELTHOFLN &2, BEE - &
(conceptual-intentional) ¥ A 7 & L H1% - B (sensory-motor) ¥
AT LPORRENDS & Lz, HRREINEDY AT LEZhETNA v
B—T x4 ATHETSHZLIZ% %, Reinhart (2006) 12 & 512t - B
VAT LEME. R RO 3OO0V 2 F LKL, ZhEhEnA
VA =T 24 ZITBEWTEHESEHS (reference-set computation) &\
5 IEBFIT AR RN BB TH 5T & ER LT,

ZO— N MG EIREL, BRONREHBEIBRET S L. kD%
LETIN(15) 1, iy 2T L ONERERTEDLELLND, &
FORHEEE T SRS L S N2 B RIIHEGR Y 2 T A NDA L &8 2 DD
(layer/level) IZ32 DA E N5 (Z 2 TIERBHIL ~NILIEER L AAY) . TORE,
BRI RICBELERNED XS ITRDIAEFN S 2T DN TEINL DA D
MR E L 6N b, & 2.

(24) BKEHRE DX
(1) MEZKALEE (cf. Horn 1989/20012)
X COISEREIL NIZES N, 22 TORRMBERVIHEL 22 & &
IZDA, BBHERL ~VICHEHR IS,
(ii) [EIHEFLEE  (cf. Reinhart 2006)
AP L AL BEFGER L NVICHIBFICE S, BOLICE R S B,
ZORBEAE L, BEEL TV lis g D4 EIRT 5,

ZDHH (24) () OREMEIZF— Y oFHl CeosIH (22) 12, (i)
i74 UN= DT T = FIHEARIZAET 5, M ARNOFEEOFE
SHROBEIZEDO U0, E5 56 S mikTFER (last resort) MWD
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L LT, REBAEONE LN BTz —H LT s L Ebh 3,

BED TN ¥ 2 =T 24 ZADOMKITRD S 8 5 —D20riE, kak
FLBOD Y 27 & (BE&. SCIR. #Edwm) 25, haRoFHER%2 T S FICHA
ICEAER A B OMBMAIELRLTWEZ L Th S, FAIE. RI (24)
(i) OAEEMEA & 57 E X212, EROL XL TOREERE T2 Z &
BRI 2H, ZOREDHGmI/EEEDTH S22 BAIX. 45
AR IBED £ S A) AUYET B 20I1Tid, HEG 7 T Tk < SORD
5DEM (RITHEEONE. HHhOLRiTEE. %) LB L2,256T
bb, P L@ AAZTEGEIZODNTUL, HRERDO _DDY 257 4
OMHAAERZ LICiE, w8l 2R GEIR) 2lEdT5Z &3 TEhrne
BEbhs,

9. F&d

HASHEORERRD & - & & AN L REIL. GOl - GBI TG E &
A A GEREDORIN KM ENZHZED et (duality) TH53, ZZ
TORABEIL, CRAEEERZOMO _Jt4 =k Tk s xwn
DNENSZETHS, ARTIZZONMA, SEEOER (Vv 22 R)
ZREE T BB R ORISR D 72 7 DONE D R0 SEHIIR B
FTCIRARZH S 2 TIRAVS, BEDIHIEZ DRI 2RO IR
W R AR IREE B Z L 3ENTH B E BRI,
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