SRITRY BRY
(Speech Acts and Meaning)
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OGRS 7 A FEAly AT Ao F REXHES FEEHBRE
Bjol =}, ¥

WME = Frege, Russell, Wittgensteins 7 RBEEBIHE S 98 T3 Egho|ch o
2 5 LEN MEE AN RS HWENG Sd44 gy des, S8 F
4 71%¢ FRY BHRE ez 2akste e 2k 0§ FY5tE AL Mt
(statement)o] = o] [Biyte- H - 5o EEfHEE bz gich =24 289 MLE FiEe
(B #4519l Aok

2 opgo] H#HE)IE Moore, %] Wittgenstein®o] 23} A=z, G. Ryle, J. L. Austin,
¥ 5 Strawson¥} g 49 Oxford @slo] A#Ee] 3] ojojAr}, o5& EFEES vy
W Al A st A vk B3O By BEES 9% sYstx v BReEA
o Bale 2 BB —HE L9 webd o/ 5L FE Ad G J5F 5E4E
EREREL ARY 49 =213 A o4 BYsen Yo 2z B89 B
BES 27 ¥ el AF HKEKT AL ook #HelA Austin®  Falo) FURK
F49 W2 @ £ F& TH6Rey 3B (descriptive fallacy) ¥ etz 3=
’g%ﬁﬁ(speedl act)7} W A& HREYN kixe HEEERIRS SHEMERE EKol

BOBRY dol, €3 &2 o4l R FHE 22& BN TR S04 RHTL
o] WL BEITHT TAAoln B o] HRAA ouA RUS 2 JEAE 2dE A
olt. zell Austin®] FETHARES Bl B E RYsle HRELT TA A EHAR.
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1) Austin (1961), “Performative Utterance”, Philosophical Papers (New York: Oxford Univ.
Press), p.234. .

2) 19y (1977), “EES P [EF/HBoIS FAd7] (Mg B3 MmkRt), pp. 303-317.

3) J. Searle (1971) The Philosoghy of Language (London: Oxford Univ. Press), p.6.

4) Austin, Philosophical Papers, p.234.



II. Austin® EETRE

L1 #BEsH

Austin®] FETRRES F A AAaB o debdv F, FHOH 5 Hle &
B€ FE3x dA2YY 23e o] FAUAE f78tE A Aolde BHY dA= A
ME ek, BIEE $EREER (special theory), ##E —#H i (general theory)o] gtz §et. ™
FHERS oS FOR BES BURM BES THE ot gde Ao 2" X
78 BEE Fooln ol 223¢ Ee okt wobe Aol EfH BEel HeAl ot
t},

I.la. %7780 ®ES thig

Austin® WEREIHEES FEBlol Eu 22 olAL 24 FFEHAKE 2T R
e 4 gickz 23t old AdE BushA grlHEel B R 28 g fdA4L £
£ Ao A ofd HReEEA dFE FAY BdH2 Y AFE dFEV A8 S
He #dEol 4tk ol FHY HAdEL BAR Hole AAZ Ao BWits
FradAde Q427 ohx ®BE B obd #ddEolth Austing o] E¢ T BE
(performative utterance)o]gts ¥ 2v] &3 ztol EHFEH}. @

A, 0w AR R dAY HiE EA gorz | 450 REEE 24 ¥od,

B. o] ¥4& st o] @x ¢ ¢t o] ofet ofd FRE IAAY Aol

T2 PR drE AN EdE

A9 F 228 HEFAA G gL 29 BRE RFolo WMo r HEE X
T8y ®Ecl = o1& MHRK #1730 explicit performative) |7 o] 2}t §et.

C. — AT, BEf, B, EHRE EBE T4z A%se £383

D. =, ZABY 558 ¥4224 o) 24 (hereby) o] +4¢ &= BR.?

5) Austin, How to Do Things with Words, J. O. Urmson (ed) (¢]¢} B.D.W= T ), p.147.
H.D.W.9} -t ol 8t o] 71 27 Sl £ dule] &9 vl fo] Ezel, Hfol 2o &%
e Austin® B2 “Performative Utterance”s} “Performatif-Constatif”o] =,

6) LiRE, p.59 A EE4,

(E.a) #ilsNBol A AL (F-2 A ¥)ol “7ete 2g

(Eb) W19 MERdA MEel w3 dAs, “o] g Y Ao Au &7 FF"
(E.c) AB-E @A, “of AAE v T f58=H"

(E.d) A& #tdA, “99Q wrtes 6925 FhH.”

7 T1 z that pJel FX S 2,391 9 2%+ Tyou (or he) are (or is) hereby x-ed to do so and so)
9 AL e

8) Austin Philosophical Papers, pp.241-242. 215 6)¢ 715 ABe Austing] Egolzm o] &F9
C.De w94 d47 £ Helw
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C. De 274¢ Sdistd 2 B £4€ ¥3ste 2ol od TRE Fd3ts Aol o
et TR A% @it Aoh. 2yl oo 127 wE B e A
4454 g+

I.1b. Zf76h BEY HUEHF

oW &2l A A s ETH #5% Mdalse)lx LalA g3 RFLIH (un-
happy) welolegtz {eh. Austing] RigEUJe) K (Doctrine of Infelicities)s) g23.& o2
% Z.?

(A 1) o9 {84THY &z (conventional procedure)s} FEAral ol 3t BWES ook &}t =
gl o] fikE ol® Aol ol AtstEel o8] e oF gt

(A.2) A 19 7b6@ 7%, Ale HE&3tels Aol 2 A& Add AghEe] 4
g of et

(B.1D A.2¢] Es AbsbgolAl A 19 A& ERESA (COYTCUIYj A s olo} s},

(B.2) 52234 (completly) ¢ =fofol ghvh,

(1) A2el A AghE2 Ale) AXE BEEA 234 PFsok & &, 47
ez BEE 23 3lelok 3+,

I'.2) A&st g n Iz 758k ot

A.l, A2, B, B.29] 27¢% o= dvetr 9584 o d 1R7F 448 A g7
Fol vebbs F@FY e (unhappiness) & K I (misfire)e) ef 3}z, I'.1, .29 27¢ 4
Wty 7R AdEddx e FEUTE A $2 o] F EAl(abuse)ol b gl

I.lc. BREY BE O FHITH B

AZ7HA] FTH BES BMH B2 TEs o] v S S, B #Z2 1
< @9 Fotelx XATHY BEL B - FHEWS Kjtelsivt 2dd Austind [HkES
AFshe A 10 A Higd =g oA FFllel RiE(troubles of infelicity)efz 3
oh BUlK BEET 270l FFkE s AFlA oW, BMED olrld e TRER MW

9) Austin, H.D.W. pp. 14-38. A& &9 ot &3 Ao (2AE A HF )
(A1) 28 stmzd axo] AFAYeGE FRE 7T Hixs e A fol, “ve Fdd
T AEZ APz BetA Y ol Fete BAU vtz et s ArabdA] A1 Fgld
A “F & vrteb 7z 3 @k °H§°] A5 G APelA “A & vrte ! 7a 34

wb A4
(A.2) ¥ol 99 b, “B& delet’s FYWFEA, Lol MHAA “TAse "2 ¢
B 3

(B.1), (B.2)¥ BAA L o)tojA vt AL G4 Akl chEabige] “dl(yes, I do)”eh
2 #de 34
(r.1) 2 gE= gedA, “Bde A7d itz 2ee /§~r
(r.2) “ggdicd gz gt A4 4¢ e At "é’t}ﬂ] q4714 %= A
10) Austin, Philosophical Papers, p.248. 7] A Austino] Z&l= TBEE & 73+ #74 J& Russell
o] “On Denoting”oll 4 [The king of France is bald]® %& A A 7§ [definite description j
g o] 38 Strawson, Dopellans 9 HES AH &= A 2



54 o8 & %
RIVE 2o 2 FOH BREAY FEYSA He A0 dg. 2¥zZe g/ .59
KA 24 F EFS el FUAx uhh zeld BGREY BEol WA FFLE o}
vAgt ML Ao FFWsA == REH MR ogical retation) & #Fzgs 2,
Austing 221 ¢ RER MR %, B, IR 4¢ 5= g2

(1) i (presupposition}

(A) [Johne} o} dirjzjoletjr Wel e (B) MJohng o}Eg 2z dhie A& L §i
R®egch mepd (C) [Johng of5& dvjzfojrh, eV (& z8jx) ¥
o Jz gapAY A& 2 JohnoAl obge] Qv AFel (A)ztx wele AL, wH F&
o QA @& Apuhel ol EREEYel AT HTW BEE e A
dolvf, Johnol o}Eg Iz, wivlals G EAstd (A) L3¢ ohg =] HMHRE
2 REe (o P@-C@) st g zela (C9 238 (7x7{1"($)--G(x)}'~
F(a)alel 2 gAYl gohdw ol AL Austin®l FUIMEHF A1, A2E vl A %9
z2v,

(2) & #(Gmplication)

(D) Tzofoli= vl o] slvhj= W& (E)lve Defa Jedles BRe a3
2R3 (F) Debst shsbar ~Ejeha wabd ubA Tvbs Al s g gz 28

Tve 2 dx7t givbis wite 2948 faysid O £33 (E) 249 ®Em
MRS s Fnstyd, DDEojx Egel wep ~D-~E)ejrt, 28jms D~Eyx ~
(DDE)7} foj(F) ¥+ &BEMNEE FEYdel meindy, (09 A% 118 9 357
HEE 4o 2o

(3) Bfff(entailment)

28 &2 =iba Apgo]ep(Asteh) | e Tojd &yl zabes Abzho) (gl |
= Bfo] Bol Hol REMCE ik Ak o¥y [R2E £4e xgdx slgloln, 23
W(EE ze|n) ofd £ Zaa Abgo] oiddjetx wgoel v £U8 o
o s waphA E0% 84-¢ Ao} .29 13 & Sl g A%9 FHEP e
7 5ol e

o el WEE vl Fol Austing Y HFTH BRI EAw BT 2R/ wWe2 9o
2 5 oIddy ol FuAgy 3o gty BE wele BRE E57e Bkl

11) Holdcroft. D. “Performative and Statement”, Mind (1974), p. 4.
12) Austin, H.D.W. pp. 47-52.
Austin, Philosophical Papers, pp. 247-249.
Austin, “Performative-Constative”, The Philosophy of Language (ed by Searle), pp. 17-20.
13) E#®E, p.52 (HD.W)
p. 201 (Philosophical Papers)
p. 20 (“Performative-Constative™)
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Mz that p|9} o2 A 4 Aok, 29 &RIS] MR, THESH S 5
b 235 2y o %K—-iw‘-‘: Bl (tense) o} ARBS] AL We SAE SHEBK
e BT ool ek o) HAE ol BAL oW HRE FFHE Aol bz 4
Hel 23 wast 9
I1.2. Austin®| —REH
Austing FY) - /TS KTAAE X780 HE 2 Bsy #52 Tde) LE A =
otz 2gte, zElv 2 ZE $dE R ETNY R e b g oy
go] gletxm o ¥ ole] Austing A H2ZE AxdA A FEE Ay F
E RE e TR ik F53lod &
G5} SAel ol FelAE 78, 22 T4
7hA R virel A2
(D) 23t 1755 {ocutionary act)
(2) #etm A sl 7 (llocutionary act)
3) B-&E3 475 (perlocutionary act)
AAA Eket #AEHE Ae (D, @0l (3D MWL s
I.2a 2= 75 (locutionary act)9] ik
Male 76J9 5& FEY 99 dF 44 8% He WEH 7824 g
7o A By TR & A=
(A.a) ojd 42§ BdstE £ o) {7 & phonetic act], o] = =<l [phone)
olgfi e,
(A.b) FRAA D gFo] oy o HEE LAdste 17/ ol 78 [phatic act], o]
o 9] wrel-2 [pheme o]},
(A.c) Tpheme|& %7} #§/ (sense and reference) |& 2t Aoz FANE 75 o
8% lrhetic act], o] =49 ¥ol2 [rhemejo]t}, 18

¢ THE 2 AR AU S, FdE 2
& wiel fRAE AHEE G987 4

o) 52| #AE 4% ywul, [phatic act]i= [phonetic act|E F& 4, [rhetic actjs [phatic
act]E B A ol FolAv 2z #E AMHA et zHd ofF A MM BT
TarebE AH1E RIZAZI7 S #ase] Fieldh mg el Tpheme)d Eik7l 1o
b #iE(languge) o] & Hfwo]az, [rheme] 73 (speech) o] Hifzqle] off ol 3tz F-3 3§t A o]

14) Austin, H.D.W. pp. 90-91.

15) locutionary act=act of saying something
illocutionary act=act in locutionary act=act in act of saying something=non-linguistic act
in linguistic act.
perlocutionary act=throgh/by locution.

16) Ei#B#E, p.92, pp- 95-96.



56 Sl
29} 7 golgpin Austin® Hof I

I.2b. weped A ¥l {78 (illocutionary act)?] #5&

(el ste TRJe Tz 93 ve 2% stz Az AR + Ut ®
AZIA TR e [whehs 1505005, 118 vy T2 3hdA e 7810w, Austing
78 yoll 4 o) R TIRTSta YA ML A3, BEAZ, 4Ed, Apdd, #®
AR, W, A, AT T Tel wolA oy EfTEEY BHERE wHEdd 10°
Brol FAE Ak @b 23 oyl FAEE SR S of HEARY F

At:E Searleo] AARGFA(L.1 M), 714 10%1ets AL & zol A »8 FFE
FoRele ol ot zr F-oielEA] BEelA c]Feoixe FHY FHE veb e BE
o]},

AARste HA, F Tlocution & WelFolw HA & 39 715§ vede HK
% Austin® 8| ni4) 0] %4 (illocutionary force) |85 E &}, o % RPN N
W, 27t oldl yo) FHoh AUHE AL HPsHA ot Lol ﬁ%ﬂ%ﬁ*)(funcnonal)om 3z
f(operational)ql Fwl oz A Wikel A & FHk(mood), i, FEFSol sl 2t ol
715 € Alston@ [Heli= {7652 % (llocutionary act-potential) |29 o] 2} 3] 5z, Searle-& wh
a9 [7]% XA 44 (function indicating device) |2Velx 3o BE W& F(PYE HIG
t}, oo g MBI H. 2004 Atk Kutschera w38} o] &8 (278 fEF 3 (perform-
ative operator) |#2tx 3tsr el g P(r, A& FiLdeh o714 Ax #del Zx e
BEy M2, F Ay LES) BEelE, i Wit AN, Ex AbEhe 2 @Ed il
A ANz gE gL # ol Stamper o] EFL el £ztE veEdi e
£ 4 (illocutionary force indicating device) &} &}x ifide ZEigo.

I.2¢c. Ffgo] ;B3k(the securing of uptake)

Austing- Freges} Frege®] A§¢ wat HIk#EEC BHKE (X3 #rlg Yo &
A AR, A Buket T4 HRdorce)F FEeE Ae] BT 1yd. 23ER
23 T5s) fmsl il Bkaol T4 = A4 dels RIS Mistalde 78R4
Fiol ol FRERE ook @eka whgvh ) Austine] BR[5BT BHRIE 2
 BE#ol 3% 2& o ol 4 Ebkel #3 AFE A Hkew 2rt TESHAY T/

o]7

MW

y

o

:4{1
_{?.

17) E#%E, p.98.

18) E#®#E, p.12L

19) L#8#, p.149. I O. Urmsons) Alwo] ¢ 3shwl, Austino] 1000¢] 2t <A oAl 1038 243 A
2 1Pl #Blo] v] HHBmol i Zhul A olu], 1000~99998] A& AW 7] W o]tz ot

20) Alston, Philosophy of Language, p. 36.

21) Searle, The Philosaphy of Language, p.44.

22) Kutschera, Philosophy of Language, p.134.

23) Stampe, “Meaning and Truth in the Theory of Speech Act”, Syntax and Semantics, p. 4

24) Austin, H.D.W. p. 148,
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(illocutionary act) |9} %fT¢ A% HiFo 24 AAQ FEMS BRIP4 ¥k BRE
iz g & BRY BREHE AL Meadg T81F Fd37] 94 449 %
(locition) ] FFEH BBk} = o] ol gA Bolgd Az Qe A& Lofof Gope Aolch
ol Strawsono| WIKHEMS BM= 4], EiEM ¥ik(linguistic meaning), FHWTH WK
(linguisticum-referential meaning), 2] 3 522§ Wb (complete meaning) & BMME o
A 27 A v Ggs Axe B AvaA

(A) MJohng AFHE 247 ol =28 Aol

(B T2F 744 w4 ¢ |

(A9 A%, 3w FEES M0k BIAN Rl = g Hdddd EAa
NS A EERE oot TEEM Bk1E BME Jlolx, Johnolzte xf=dAst
FA R F7E dFed AT 4% B BHA4 FAAR 5}35 8 gkt [F
RN BB IE Bt Aol 23 (B)Y Al rnun?’éﬁ‘ﬁ’l k& ddx
ezt o gol &4, B BEFA o9 HRoez #ARZ ULAE dotek ¥dE
ZAelvh. Austing] EfZS| JEXRE Strawson®) £ T Bk B A 24 kel BE
7AA % §A Lotof = Aol gA =

III. Austin®} 4470 i Ik

BROB®RS EHREE =57 s Ade 1A Maaied o) 48 (llocutionary force) 9}
Eoke] #A L M=ol oF @t A3l BEE B BRE 94 dde AL
% (locution)o] zZtx 3= ZRIE 7R 583 ot A fASS] = ol w4
Meabe 7RI (2o 7519 T8 B 317 98, Austing] 4ifo] e eax]
%t 3 John Searle®] Fmaiol eldslvix 3l Forguson® HFS A3 £}

IIL1. Searle?| KRE&O MTESt BIEEH

John Searleg Austino] #3l= fTRJ% (LAY AHIE TEIE BRE =89
H7) gov A —Miik (general theory)olztz & & vtz §ch.® &, Austing] T3
Lc2A e BuRe FEA BULA 7B 288 HR, B39 B 2 3¢ #9d
o B} BBRsly Aste] RASE TS HEY MBES #¥se b =88 F4 @

25) LiE#, p 116
26) Strawson, “Austin and ‘Locutionary Meaning'” (ed Berlin), pp. 46-48.

27) John Searle® Austin®] 4p#7c] ®33=x vtz “Austin on Locutionary Acts®s} A w# =2 g
oo, ol ¢ Searled] F/HFE Austing ¥ Bl Forgusong “Locutionary and Illocuti-
onary Acts"o) A A& s 9o

28) Searle (1968), “Austin on Locutionary and Illocutionary Acts”, Essays on J. L. Austin, (ed
Berlin), p. 141.



58 #
EoE Reolo =g —ERC] ¥+ v AL, od ¥3¢ AAA ddEd +F
o] Eik7} [force)o] —#iE A 4@tz Searle Br] HFoich ol & Ed Mte 2% 3t
Actle g AAsA FAZRE FAPdR, ol T e o 24 Chereby) 234 &
A€ FEFGE @l Hug B A% (force)s AA ¢t & 4+ b 2YEER
Searle- [2g at= 7RIS (FalAA e THI7F dx 2 FEstE 2| oide, 22
FEITRC @ A5 chE A wolstz b P F, 289 @A REE deAYt 1F

]
S

%

haf]

o SHEL Fus o] [held Aol 175519 £A Fol T2ehe 17/10 £h0 2% I+
2 Austin®] Zpgrel W& Searleol [Gmel WNEF TEEHRC.Z ofg AAAL F 5

=t

(1) &EBinThette] KE (principles of expressibility)3®

(@ & BA9 Bie 2% TA4%te dvidie BHEEe o8 AA=

@ BES wewAY MRS e S Aol

AA KBNS FEAE AL [FdoEx BWY 5 dve A 282 F Ad
© feiqldl, Austing o] Y2l E A= Hiket MMorcel7t A3 & ez XY
th Zlolvh o] dele] oslwl, A Fi e U 3t dowl AAEA T2 EFKot

A FE A% #BeE 28 EA4E #UE 5 dvhe Ao wep Searled
E4e BHS sk 9 2 RS ddstEEA FTHEe [EaEAe 7R)E AT
e 98 Az o2 FHA o-Fihe e fE¥elets i

A, 39 BHIE #SEEFE e AL ool Eut ok, FBIE #RESRN FEE
i (deep syntatic structure), ## =&l FEB(stress)Fo] 9lvh. Austino] [force]s} ik
o) —alE AL MBS AL, [Ex} KA |EF 7z [rhetic act}ir TN & o
Frege] &o]& 7|78 oF sto]rl ‘F(phrasedolwt A g3)7] = Fo]u}st Saerled Hokrt

npx] et o i wkele] [absiedale] & s}(illocutionary force) |7} FEEEMCletE A& &3
walo Aol Sz wALe] A Aol ohysh: Aoleh A FFol, Mulsl evhE %
Qo) HEM BT MEWOIT ¥ 4 gt 7 Bqel 2k 3 Fe gesteh F 2
o Aghe] wel, (P71 dFEe AAY Ba, (F) $4E Zx o vrletes B
(FvrAa webe 4, (F) £¢ 2ogde @4 5o € £5 dd. 284 Austin2 §

EORE Tfy %},_ A4S 5o R AT o RS 100 R REAGY. 24

29) Jﬂﬁm p. 143.

30) Searle (1968), Speeck Acts, p.20.

31) Whatever meant can be said.
(S) (X) (S means X—P(FE)), A7 Ex Xo Fkd KB, Pi= wiEke]

32) Searle, “Austin on Locutionary and Illocutionary Acts”, (ed Berlin) p.153.

33) Austin, H.D.W pp. 149-162. 23 o714 5714 %39 BEPHHY =AL @ Verdictives @
Exercitives (3 Commissives @ Behavitives ® Expositivesz} = 3 ¢},

M
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Searle 27} 48T 5WS FAEC LA FLHA @z ey R Hum geon
28 BHERF BE FAE o @ARGE 27 Aoz A}
I1L.2, Searle0] H¥%st EBHS

Searle Austino] Xf7H BE} WK HES AFhdA,® [locutionary J§ &=
AL FbE Zo] Bl BT\ BRI HWEsH: A¥04 M2 2R Gllocuti-
onary force) lo] A F & ol Ef#y ®Elx D@} o714 Searled v}&st o] 4
zhakAl = ek

Feleh Z& REZH Austin®] whesoz (9824 7519 Mg, 3 HRESC Mz B
€ A% HRUorce), 5 2 FHRY FERE TR T ooz ddEAE REvte ¢4 %
Wkt o

< EEART AB 178 (propositional ac) st wg s Ale f7

B(llocutionary act) 2. ¥FW vt HEN TB: SETAY 8% KA (common content

of speech acts) & EBlat: fifolz, o] FAE RUANE WY FH2E Austing

lphonetic act |9} [phatic actjo]v}. we}4] Searle® RE wolg Bepre] a3E FHiR

st EHEIY HEN RAET FRdle BFER ol 23 e 989 gl Higsa .
U____’F(P)ﬂﬂ

o] 49 #diol A Searlee) HEH FTHAH
(1) phonetic act

o] ¢t 2 K ¥] Searle

rir

st 7.

(2) phatic act
(3) #fBHy 745 (propositional act)—— (1), ()& H3 P& B 75
() 2 A9 3 ¢ (illocutionary act)—F(P)& EBI: 755
II1.3. Searleti| ciEl Forguson®| f&&
Forguson-2 Searleo] Austing 22402 0§~ =) Zo] Austing 23t 789

34) Searle, L%, p.153.
35) Austin, H.D.W. pp. 144-45.
36) Searle, iB3, p.155.
37) Searle, L&, p.156 Searles] 3= “What is Speech Acts?™9) o] £Eo] ®wl b g 7},
(1) Johng g wid AQ7H?
(2) Johng W& wid Aole,
(3) John, W& wWux £ e
(4) Johne] & oixkow A4
(5) % Johnel #g Wt o=, vs walct

P: Johno] #¢ Wi A Fy: 939 44,
Fi: £29 %4, Fi: B

R 573 Fy: o= 7144 %5
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60 o8
rastm Ao 7818 FEE ol o] —f#Hol 2 + oz dh.*® A4 AustinBRe] &
5 Ay &t 2t (Forgusond] 3 4)

(1) Austino] glolA Mist: 815 FA: B THES ZE FERRSEY
o fhgolth. 2, Mtate £75 1 BHUE Mocution] & FA o Late THIAT A
A FRod 349 {1BES FEHch 2%l 4] lphonetic act]¢} Iphatic act & T2
m wA FEEe B RIEE zixms) ok @iz Forgusond A Agh. % weks 1HY #
Rl 8 R0 BEC S et 2o,

(a) L-#§9(L-convention); o] g1} Z& FAzHz FA,

(b) L-#F[E(L intention); L el hdstws welne s ofml e 35 3 3

Pt

(¢) S-R #F(S-R intention); [pheme & oj® %3} HiRE 2% {HANHE K

o] Ao IHlo] 4] Forguson& [phonetic act |7} Iphatic act|7} 57| 9% SEFLHEHS
S L-HEE 23 glolok e, L-BEst Aad Lol fiasck vtz A =
o] 7 [phatic act)% %8 A% 5 wql [pheme)? [rhetic act]9 $FES 23 g §H.

o] v [pheme]& =& 72z glov- opz ofm ¥fo] AL ok I A AAEA B
o|t}. [Phemee [HRET + AT # 1k (determinable meaning) J& Zt2z glot} (theme |-&
pssl %ok (determinate meaning) 5 22 vk oA [phatic act]7} [rhetic act]
7t H7] 9% NEFRSEAS FEH/ SR EES 3 deler dna Forguson2 %
et

(2) Austine] Mdstd A9 f78190% Mdsts 7818 715dls 2 #e BLsA e
g gerz [BaadAy 815 FFsh A F#e, D 23e TR ocutionary
ac)E Sgda) ok vhxm, i) ofW AFeld &3 FE 2EE 9wk sz, iii) [Nocutionary
meaning |7} [illocutionary force % @4 JRMES oF dhsz, iv) L-Bity ok ol MEES
#E st (praetice-defining) | $#y 7HA . whetol k.

I11.4, Forguson0| & Searle| :/F

(1) Austin®} ko] SAE —gHEBel @ 5 o Searled] kol o &hof-r-

Searle [RetmiAlol 7139 #4 Fof M¥she AR 237 o F-off, [2aimiA el
E7 oA He) BoES mgstdE Austing] AxE vHA [ %5t (bachelor) ol A [ #513}HA)

¢+o Ape}(unmarried man) |9} BT Tolulis Az ks wgheh 2@l Searlee]

il

x:E.

o

38) Forguson, “Locutlonarv and Illocutionary Acts”, Essays on J. L. Austin, p.160.
39) Forguson, Ei®, p.162.

40) Forguson, LiB#:, p.164.

41) Forguson, &, p.170.

42) Searle, “Austin on Locutionary and Illocutionary Acts” [ #Re] A4
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she TR TEstdAe 7817 88 dAsA Sedt dgniAd M2as F8I1=
FAE o2 wite PHolz, FaldAdY FHle 2R ¢ wabdA FEE FFste 7
Fhol e, Searle [rhetic act o} [atalei o] &) ¢] |7} chzko] Rk BIMATERS o3 RM=
2 ol g 32 FEOAT B o) FIRMHS Mikale EMT Aolvth..

(2) RBITHEMES] Bl hale] .-

Searle® o] FEEl] wetf &5} FE 2t 28 stm o= dx v £49 E¥7 F&
EfEetA ERe 28 48 4 & 5 A2 g FEEA FEES SR EE-
old Zol A st F lpheme g @A ol vrt &4 Eksl 2 £3¢ 23
£ AR BEE YRS B 4d¥ v dv. 28y §EABRY B
Searle H&] wol 2 Al BREES RAYste dolgpd,® [Exzdze HTikizse
[N A £ o full g =g stdAx, $els [HeadAe 51 ﬁ‘ﬁﬂ% A7t ek
o]fdl 7+ % Forgusong £73] fimslAl kx ot I Leechs} RBAste FF|Y MER
(%) #§HE (phatic function) |*9] e A wwl, St Ug o gy oy EksE AHdsl
A o] obd e ARG, itérm BGRE fA87 96 34 28de A A0S Fa
A F A8 Stk o] A fol i Searleo] ELEITTHEM: O FH S} & L8R $Ev,

@) B TR At

I.2004 U 4EH 78 Johnolel: ARe ERI: 1785 (act of referring) 9t
Johno] MW v} 1§ Bl shE 178 (act of predicating) 2 F¥-51c}. Searle> Austing] [rhetic
act|§ [waldAe] f7H s 5483 9% gart gz e 4w RELT EHBI:
IR = ARC] od HRLE o d Ay AE AAse BERT BEEs Uy 1
oket, et Forgusond #fEE EKB3le TR BHAw £4¢ 1odeles [das 768
(locutionary act) 3= F—3 Zol SMEZ ¥ (AT A2 WE 4 9otz oo fm
1750 3 Forgusone] Rf#= w53} v},

P45 Searles) MiEM 1A=L 315 Austine] 931% [rhetic act]9] oy /e e
[rhetic act]7t &3 E TR Hietes TAS WEM GAZ 23 o4, fERGE TAS R
e TAZ T4 2 KB 78 Tthetic actldd Axd: HEM 8% id UE Mo
e L

43) Searle, BB, pp. 146-147.

44) Searle, Speech Acts, p.20.

45) Searle, FiBE, p.16.

46) Leech, Semantics, p.49. 2% EEY 715 & 1) AxAd A%, i) 284 7% i) A4, A
FA7 %, v) vl37%E, v) And e TR,

47) Forguson, “Locutionary and Illocutionary Acts”, (ed Berlin), pp.179-182.
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IV. BBRTRR2 BB

IV.1. Ewkige] MI7tx| @R

ety o = Bhkol B¢ HBHY HFEL T2 IS 2 MEEL TN .90

(A) HEMYE(meaningfulness) | [

(B) FEBEF]—H#: (synonymy) o] RI%E

(C) BBR—#%(meaning in general)e] RifH

Quined BIKRIE« o7 HHEsktke) R} BHok F—#o MBS R, v
Rosenbergs} Travist: B4l MBS 12 Qc} o MBS #Kk? $Fod71718 B
MEpe R 1o HAERMOE o Mfeth 2ex ik F—tke FAE oW SEW
ER L, Bt & W, 280 A~ BkE 24 F= 2108 F0lx 258 42 4
Tolx F& AN FAUAAE 2ok AEKRHS FAE oW FEM KW BEHE 3
7 53z (having the meaning) 7] &-& Folql7l& ¥vh ol 8@ FAEF AHe] =& Bk
o= BHAERH (referential theory of meaning), ¥4 (ideational theory of
meaning), 22.8] 2 fTE)FE MR (behaviorial theory of meaning)-o] glo} Btz 317 )

22]v} Leech, Caton%sot zho] IEokd- H#ES A et 25 Bk pi@my MFHES
L4 @k AE M BHRS EFEARC] BWE FAASGY 253 A1HE 249
€ BWRREEL Bobe g 8 AEe) o 9 BKE B®sE 1E 2499 9
2tAl Humphries®] S3fo] whe},*0 Epkimel A7}A EEIS FEEMS T4, Wik m—#
o A, zejx EEEMC TAzte & 4 A

EDREM (understanding of meaning)°] BIEYE E3kE o-: A (knowing the mearfng)
+ FAGZE e EIRE obdet 23le] S Sl A% k) A¢ AnE
A otof gt o] gigel M (Pragmatics)olt}, Zelaviel el Wokdhd o
A enl, g BiE 2 Tl A& WK Co} s8is: 8 (readings)o] o}, 5L
A=t b e] AR #ok(context free meaning)i: v}z #HEBRFE A A A7) T
o #EAY ¢F9 B (idealization)o] vt e} sefzv) k|2 (Pragmatics) o) BIEAR
< Bt sk Zel XiLE 4 A

—

r

48) Rosenberg/Trdvns Readings in the Philosophy of Language, p.391.
49) Quine, Logical Point of View, p.11.
['The useful ways in which people ordinary talk or seem to talk about meanings boil down
to two: the having of meanings, which is significance, and sameness of meaning, or synonymy
50) Leech, Semantics, p.27.
51) Humphries, “Knowing the Meaning”, American Philosophical Quartery (1974).
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Prag (D(S8;))<I1{C(#)}))= (R, Rges++- Rn}

714 Prage Zetar gz BRARE Finstz, DS)E ¥4 #8 (sentence-type)oj
[ TEM EBREA S BEARY B A2, H{CO)E St RS E9o v
Azle] B3 ARels, (Ry-Rnliz 439 FEERA ME(semantic interpretation) o T A
D(SD)+I{C()} ¢} EEM (out put)o] o},

2 Austine] o8] Misel & BECHKRY BWMEE 94 Fokd Eiold
e Zol vk @l EBRE ol Z(knowing the meaning) o] FMEZ HEMH:, FHKFE—
¥ 59 B 2 3o Fojof e}, =)W Austing] [ERfRS] 385K (the securing of uptake) |
ZAE, ¥iE Atge] el By zowo] olgA (SR wWelEd Aok st g of
 Avte] g9 2EER FFHTARS BHMEE BEREM XTAA4 SEA miE
# BEE FA8he Zetarte 29 sl o % vt doh whebd FETRHESS
o Efgsl R st gl Ao &4 (illocutionary force) |% %84 g,

IV.2, LSIHAMS| HhE2 ErkmE
IV.2a. L. ]J. Cohen®] 37455

Austine] Fprel R (force) & -FHI AL AFojz, ofdd WA Eikdol mirs A
ez 3§l Cohen°] F 28 b o] ghh(illocutionary force) 7} FEfEs A =l A
7} [ =] A] (sense and reference) |o] {gifo] Freges} \:}E_E}lr:‘ 7ol o}

(1) Austin® M| Bk (securing uptake) & wehd Al % AlgtellAl A7 &2 A
3 n}s; Eost 2 2 (locution)o] olwA] wWolEeAw YuAE BEANA ZAo 2

ARz Az Behn 3o 284 Cohend olzio] 2319 [2g §F B per
locutionary act) |o] ¥-Aletz AzEch o5 2] Bk 23 A8z A9 HEdorce) &

%f}~ A2 2deht BHE [force o} aixle] walA] =] Tatsicdz . d% F

M, Zzte]l Lot o HE= Wiy 24GFE Awx] ¢ AL [force) w Lol

Tl | Fge] ofuA Agse 2 J%g vevA s Aoz FEE Mg,
S iy AR AREE v T EEEEE donE TH o B Z3(force) &
¥Ed pSE7 Qe Alo] Cohend) 9]¢l A vk, 28 vwl Cohenz Austin®] Ag 2
ol 27 HAEXRB LY £REA FENY ME .

52) Katz, Y.J. Propositional Structure and Illocutionary Force (1977), p.16.

% Eo} [1 went to the bankJ2t& Jo] E49 #he C=09#, Ri=}¥& 3% zte}H], Re
-F"’rt 8ol gt Bl ALES daMe T (CO) 938 R 3L REF AR ok
el oW wialo] of Aol & m=ort Hul HBERT wrdeln], n>lojwl 2 w9 WekE
ofoH 3} <.

53) Cohen, L.]J. “Do Illocutionary Forces Exist? Readings in the Philosophy of Language, Chapter
7 (ed. by Rosenberg/Travis) pp.580-5989 2. 9.

4 g
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(2) Coheng& Austine] [E3 frlets HES £l 4d A A43 Aoz 3
Atz ok oz strietz Fregeo) 49o] wad g ¥ £39 %3 A7 o
Zoe Zlolth

(A) THie 404te] v}

(B) T 404kel et Bl atcf.

nhAAA 2 g AL KO BEEE AR A

(O TFA9 Azvivle] #e] vir}]

(D) T3Ae Azv]nje] Ho] utvha i Az g}y

C, D2} o) F-of 2] Austine] 28>} F wtele] iy b FforceJ”P"] ttarha sk 3
olzted o]o] wl&] Cohen $1¢] C, D] F o)A BhEE vie 3 foree = FESI A $=
ot &4t ey Stampest A M etz 4], 59 Cohend walwiAl 3E:Esl Biksl: A3
2 % AAC Zx Y BWE 588 TR gt

IV.2b. Alstone] &k F—¥

Cohenz} = 2] Alston?- wha}ml e ) (illocutionary force) 24 i FH—#io 7|2
% gredm g

fz= y% EHRIG )& B EE AR A Alston® z,y71 & 2z A3 " =
4N EFel Fddid AWEL TAY Bk BRI AN g= @, d4d
zy'e z,y9% A—¢ BHRE 2z . 2 HaA), 24B), 2o (CF Hik
F—-#g 247 4242 vrel Ardlov 974 e 4dAwe Adsraa gog.®

V. A As 09 A% ‘w'2A BHT AL yold=¢% 9= ‘71 09 A$ol &= A

me 54 2t
V.B. A7} 09 A% &7 Sid Bod 2L ol =F#H 09 A% A7} S& %Ad3i=
24 35 Usiei A f7H(llocutionary act) s} ff—z}ct,

V.C. A7} 09 A% do] ‘wEA vE BRAG=EH. A7 09 AS wid vz o
A8 TR, A wE T A Y% gAY F8F FYHEE S
g,

Alston® [#Bki= c19] FMikolch gtz ¢@ Wittgensteine] ok (ke L4 & Hwast
HA BRI FAJAE wehe A3 kel TAUAE Bt AL g2dn g 2e

54) o] A& Searle®t 2137} A3 et2ch Searlee .11 4 Austino] Freged] 8ol & who]y} Feful
A3t £39 & FHERE 10z @A
55) Stampe, “Meaning and Truth in the Theory of Speech Acts”, Syntar and Semantics pp. 4-5.
56) Alston, Philosophy of Language, pp. 32-pp. 39.
“Meaning and Use,” The Theory of Meaning (ed Parkison) pp.141-165.
57) Garner, “Meaning” Syntax and Semantics (ed Cole/ Morgan) p. 320.
58) Alston, “Meaning and Use” (E#%) p.148, p. 156.
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b A e fTRE SHTetd Bk EAE A9 2322 2 [EKE e A2
w3l Ao {759 #E (illocutionary act potential)-g ofi= A Melgtx Fe}, =F 2+
AR Bl Bk W—fo] 2adAe A9 EKE M A& wAA 23
iz 2

22 Alston] Bk o a:lﬂ’ﬁﬂ slvh. Harmmane] A d3e AN, of &
Re g7te HEREREY RPY dud & FWe Rt EH(potentia) R—to
2 Adqgsy s, 283 Bk TYANA KHY FL4) RYP v Holderoft= Alston
2| ##H& [T.LA alonejolety H.2c} o

IV.3. Ele BekmE

BT BT BERIES FAshs Gge] el 2@ Ak BEE stgste Aol
Fasteh A5 B/ BEL L obdl By B Sl Strawsond FEE
o BEE shore okl EhkE EARSA ®rhn ¥3 Bkl #§ Griced| RMT 3319
o w1A Ekol 3§ Griced] HBIE oluxt,

[AZl z28 %ol 3ok

Wkl 2e () [Ae 2% Bdded BHEY 958 FFdA B
Az oy Asg 42 ¥ AL o5

feie olem

ol% $4% Strawson® ¥ Srt =% WsEEal BaiAel FHE FT] AT L
BERSMERLR 8 4712 S Qe ®

() A& AelA " g rg 4247 EEE 23 Yook @k

() BA A7 SAANY 9% /¢ BAAAGE o2 2z ojok @eh.

G B4 S9 iz AZb Wg rg eblA S fERel Axg 3 59 iel Ay A

A Ao} Rigol Avte Ae omael gk

(i) A Az AT @7 59 i, AL TobAe s EEsh ok e

% Bolxwl, 3 Sy} g wnad FA AdA od &8 PE PAHE g E
23 glohd 4o ZAL WEG A " o) WS r& A7 PE UE Aol ig ¢F
Pow B4 S= AR A7l 4 PE e SHes AdA PE LA e S99
=% A7+ SGolatel 2% Wk Ll WEQ doldh, volrtd At S P A%E 294
B G & AR WelA PE ?ﬂ s de Aoldy AAREE HA S/ 9=

59) Alston thlosophy of Language, p.39.

60) Harmmar, “Three Levels of Meaning”, Semantics, p.68.

61) Holdcroft, “Meaning and Illocutionary Acts” (ed Parkinson) p.164.
[T.I.A alone & theory of illocutionary act alones] <4 224 Alstond] o] &L F 349 9
u7t 29 ¢ Gz 9 A$d 2 BEsde Feolg. T.LA. alonedfd sBlojve 2AE o
Higo]l Wrkst Forcex [F-—e7lsl & (9413 illocutionary act®] &i|o] ol ok et

62) Grice, “Meaning” Readings in the Philosophy of Language p. 442,

63) Strawson, “Intention and Convention in Speech Acts” $=#

]
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ol fp7h gk dvkeind Arb SO 4 BAMdcie EHRe ARl E PE Alde
[F38 2707t 52 & ol o} o

o] A8 Mudo)| A iy~ize Grice2) #BATix o) i,ubo] Strawson?] Ade]r}, Strawsone
Austin®] [IBfige} ik J7F sl A e AL A2 L% 40 271¢ ok Atz g
o A" BApEe fe AiEe ol sotygoE 2 Fa@ Yolvh. 9y Strawson
o TER]E Forgusont o] Ab§gtebel L-#fyel e sty o xrolyrt 24 b:ik )
ol vt HHI= MBI R obrh

IV, B2t |2l M\
1V, 4a. Searle®] Grice FBHo| o] &k %4

Searlex Eiki= B ol 4ol 2, F HWY TAHT A Bikol #E Griced] HH

o Ae AAYP} ® 5, Gricet: FHEE 5 17/ 2o 28 siuiAe) 782 A

=

rle

2

sHE oA Zdlew] 2o d R (effect) So) Bkl ol wA) BulgEAE v FA £
At w2 B Be) A ek A vhelA 2y,
ez dyahA byl Griced) 4pH72 bS5} ofop ®ivka Searle 4 7o),
Grice?] iyoll 4] r-& Tperlocutionary effect]o]7] = io} Aujulold] PEE #HT Ae 9]5
Aok B, de el g BEAZEZA PEE BT A& EES o fdxn 4
Sl Al okl BAEE Dgshd Al e 178 A AA et o] RYPF .0 g4 Sop ¥
T kA A Tl Bk 2z T wedA ggel 24 BB
(A) gt Sz T9 2ol Uz stold A Helsl A T HHle] & A4 RS- HEE
ol FojAli Ygd g F FED (o] BRI
B) 84 S (A) GE B Anew JE debd Ao 34 ERT 2 BET . (o)
(C) g3 Se (T9 #HFR)E Fhishe (ld) HAS A& 32 HY migel o3 i0
e A BEQ G
AF Searleo] EIkf #ivel etz 2l & =, 2+ BEE 2% A 7AAE HAle
2 R of dvte A Aok whA B HfRdl 3 Searleo] S gofsbd o}
s
(1) xEge] BME Bt of
(2) e} ks HAlel o8] REs e, oldl RAEE UHEBEY st 2 2o
01‘%71 HhobFol Al Al R RBEAR
(3) EE FdARA FRAE BT E A delA AT (A),B),(C)e Eillel 2

rir
i

7o) e},

()4) J—Esﬂ P [FEdTA0ee AL [.1CY A%l 23 RBA AAAA 2 4+ Ao
65) Searle, “What is a Speech Acts®™ The Philosophy of Language p. 45.

66) Searle, Specch Acts, pp. 49- .)0

67) Searle, L3&H, p.48.
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g FfEol o
(4) 2 TS FA HolAA ojd IE(2epiAe £shHE Elstds EEE 44
A7ld e @B To] doth
2w ojgA WK BANE Eirshot s Aol BB Lot 2H Avz
Sz @Ee) ot
IV. 4b. Searle?] EBkz ey A
I.2061 4 #8392 Searled XEe MM NAS st HHR #e e
Ege Uol ot znE Searle2 TP A THE S A o] EREol o4
#ede] =5 BES MEAAS Hioo MELe RUE T de BREN RU=e AT
33 et
Searle> #sfistE S48 (watdAe 17/1E 4HFrsted, of TR KI& 9T kEE
2RY RE EEFBI RANT 4 At AUST Bl g 2E e ~8 A
#s gt promise to do x) J& elel [iaidAe d9 15 RA7= 97HA fFiF2 &
AR ® 2 FEHEEEYE g e se] HAlEC] Hid
(RA1 1) &YW RESN: PE 84 SO 9 48 A ftst=% &8 e X
= YH!E%W Ak HES ol Fot (P BN AEE T3 #lRR B3
GRRI 2) AL PE U4 o} 3bA S| AfRE dt A Folshe Afeld BE
Holel e, sk S AA HE 297 Fobgrehz el g
CRRI3) EfEENI: PE 8 Svb e BRAA AT @ehe ol 3 So AA H
oA HetA & A $olwt &iEEo ok dhoh
R 4) EBHAPE 34 S/ Ad9E AL Edte Folst kAl oF &

- 7EL

RAL ) AKEBA Pl 9de AT stelel bt BES HTE 2T
o 49 MAIES MERFELS A A TAELA, o3 e FAEAY o
A8 FAE AT LERAHEHEID.® 21are Searle® o5 BEARE EMs:

EWRARN Blez 258

Bl o shHiol Sl ASE WolAl old —mm BHEE Rrod 2 BEE 454 %
A x Qv FLE & EHY TEAAEA @MAscr @nE Relwh o AL 44 2eA
ootz A7 g

AEA BIkE DetE HBE T BikE A FAHT SHAR U= ERRE B

68) Searle, L-i®%, pp.54-64, “What is a Speech Acts?9] BFEHA A RFYE 9N LERS
fElte 1 —fe THRME SAjez LFde

69) A7 EE FAAA, @ 2vlza: £E FAcad A A shok 5. @ FEEL £ @
=2 9444, W BFY WAdezr 4 @ KRG 4R orldx AYE doF &
o % (Searle, LBE, <& 4)

70) J. Searle, “What is a Speech Acts?”, The Philosophy of Language, pp.52-53.
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B AL ARG Hel gild, 2 A ofwl AHEE Fike RS M@ oketz |
o olel wld Searled »lzhal #ukiste HHE THE S4dd 2E SEGR 488
T e HAUE AFsteA g 29 Are Fol NS % b v 27t Bl
iy B Hishe BRdA gt 22 A HAT

AA, #IHsE 558 TRAA 24 FAEL o b7A v #dicke P81e] Aol m
i 9714 BaRy R (inductive leap)o] BLIIE A % &

A, 9714 okEsie @S0l 2AclA 58O FAE mEE B oe 29 [HE
ol 4} 39 %% (is-ought derivation) o] B9 4-¢ AR stz ok ol U9 SRRE
kel WY 4=

V.B @

(1) 2041 71ell Folot EEgol 2o FQde] St 2oy il 232 HREM
Aoldet. & FiEel WEM MiESA oo HEESe REMRY F25 #¥ds A
A B T 22 REMEMEERCT old A3 EY REM FA & BAML she Aol

284 ol REW Bl Ag =do]l HEFEFERIRA 28 ol Folxiet. F F&Esl 7l
T wEA R, £52 2HA s KA RS Aok et Aol FAH £
BHS A%E FHURA £3E BEOE A DAL 24 At FAE voE A
o olwl i sk Aol feh <zl Austine] FHASHOINT. 2o BRS FHE
SEET BRE B of @et AelA obEd F o, 2w AR RHe He
e ST S BR@EE AT 24 2 28 A%, F%, EES A g 2
Qdl HRE L] EILHEES A TEREA J8 T B#lifk(over-simplification)
e Aol Qivka gk ™ el 29 Hig =g 2¥ KEe 98 -’r‘- ‘AT

() BEATHHRS Ex MEc ERpast A BHike Hig ks ofw A
(knowing the meaning)9| RfEelv}. 3, =a&ld Zlo Bkt 2 =0 wald el R
W7 A gotol ghrtdd, ol tetamlielzs] 3w A e Jleoldt. 23 o4 %R
Fikel s #Us s BWARSE =&t 2ol ¥ + U

Q) U—=1(P): Searle

& U——P(x, A): Kutschera™

71) ¥BRA A€ [58E 2 A% (Linguistic turn)) Jol b2 dhar SRR Al = TEMRRAY A 3 (Sem-

antic turn) o] &tz ek,

72) oja W E [ARAS AgA wd ete Yoo (RN RB8as o458 032

73) o]¥ #¥ & Harevl EZE T “phrastic”dt #4# “neustic”d HH oz FE¢ Ao, Stevenson
o] RARY ok HEM BT T8I 4¥ o E v gk AF 2032
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@ Prag D(S)-I{C(t)} ={Ry, Ry-+--+ Ry}

E3#EE Harerl Stevenson§ st §4H% Hikoz st@etsd @9 Kutscheras) 4] o
Aoz, Q9 @A FHEME FAe FTHEORKR K 4R 4&3 2o
#Fid o

Prag D{P(z, A)} « I{C(®)} ={R;--++R.)

od714 D{P(z, A)} = Hdel flaye]l 3G A (sentence-type) At FEfTH 7| 5& i*]
e g4 #F HHA vlEely, OOl w 2ol & 43 Col g Areld, (R
R}& zetanlel 2o FHA sl FHRTRKY Bk Elo . BB EBROTRES
o ERI T AHE REISHA Xita ol gl BIRE okerte ¥AE FALY. zEa
FHE A oy e BREEMC ol FolAw AFdA #dd R4S xF 2dzy
(literal) &k} 2 2o] o]l HLE AA = A= FAsA olalsd FEBETH EHE ¢
ofeksti vrolA mte]l olW fEH(EE BEHDE vehllxz IeAE SWEA dte
lforce] 7tA % @olol 3t Zlo] =gz

(3) Aol dFetA ket FETRERC ¢ Aol T AL AP
WM ERER A RROTA EHE of: FiEEES (linguistic competence) ] £ 71 of
Ty, ERBEEL SEGBHS SEKT (linguistic performance)o] g ERW, &
ﬁﬁ%ﬁ%‘a‘ ] o) AE FAG A Bkl AT HEE ASH Stodz ARG wfely
EABRC A9 MBERRT His BUE F U TAAA dFHol ok sl

B

74) Katz (15577), Propositional Structure and Illocutionary Force pp.9-10.
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