HOKKAIDO UNIVERSITY

Title ERSCEICB T DA ) LAWBERICOVWTOESE
Author (s) LA, #E
Citation AF4F - A3a=45— 3 VR, 75 1-9
Issue Date 2022-03-11
Doc URL https://hdl. handle.net/2115/85269
Type departmental bulletin paper
File Information 01 ueda. pdf

Hokkaido University Collection of Scholarly and Academic Papers : HUSCAP




(W72 7 — b

HESCEIC B 55 VA RREE L

ICDOWVWTDRE
I
1. 1FU®IC

Chomsky (1980/2005 : 218)1%, (D ®HIH® & 912 THKREETIE, [ LA mEESE]
LIFENZ Z DD HEa AT H2O0PEMTH L] b, Zolikd [TERETRZS
NDZBEFOEFR LN, Ll LIYWHERIZE > TEIREOEAEEZAETLLEALEINLT
HOMBW L EHFENETIV] 21651 bDOTH D LB Tn5L

(1) In the natural sciences, it is common to adopt what has sometimes been called “the
Galilean style”—that is, to construct “abstract mathematical models of the universe to
which at least the physicists give a higher degree of reality than they accord the ordinary

world of sensations.”

W2, Q)DFIFIZR L7 & 912, Chomsky &, 7)) L ABBREFEICHEUL - HEEZ [F0
RDEENDS, SR TR SO T TE TV B IO NIBD ¥ A 7 2 OME/ERIZ & - Tk
EINTVDL(EELLTHREBND L) EWOMIEICHFICHEL TwE] EEETL. &5
2, 2089 2igeid, KBEEZBALEIT, RN AT A2 HEL, KESNZY
AT AOHEE ZOMEAER & V) BlEh BRI NHR 2 MIBENICHAT 2 2 L 2 fFL
A, FOMBOWEEMET A LICL o TLAEAZL ) IZHhWV] LT, 7)) LIH
BEL2flioTEE 3470120, BUE LU VLETH S L2 HEICL T 5.

(2) A comparable approach is particularly appropriate in the study of an organism whose
behavior, we have every reason to believe, is determined by the interaction of numerous
internal systems operating under conditions of great variety and complexity. Progress in
such an inquiry is unlikely unless we are willing to entertain radical idealization, to

construct abstract systems and to study their special properties, hoping to account for
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observed phenomena indirectly in terms of properties of the systems postulated and
their interaction. Even when we speak of “an organism,” we are engaged in idealization

and abstraction.

& 512, Chomsky(1980/2005 : 219) i, [HAFFAD Z O —fiy 7% JiikiE N RAE & 2 07§
HOIfEL L VEENIZR L, AMRHEIIh2LE T -0 D L) LAY e [T/
VLAREERL] 28AT2] S8l nb72A9) Lk RTwa.

(3) There is no reason to abandon the general approach of the natural sciences when we turn
to the study of human beings and society. Any serious approach to such topics will

attempt, with whatever success, to adopt “the Galilean style.”

WEEOWMETETH S [ VANEEDL] AR AHRH 2R e LR T b
NHZ L2759 L) Chomsky O RFEITENINTH 5.

Chomsky (1980/2005) @ % X d H ¢, Hornstein (2005 : vii-viii) i&, Chomsky O E#kix, [#
VLAREZE] 2 HOTLRSHOMIEZT) LWEDPDHH I L2 TRLIZDATIERL,
FEBSIZ, [HIROFERLHE] BT LI LIIL->TC, TNEEB L2 THAL EIRML
7z. 2T, ZZ7TlE, Chomsky & Hornstein ® R f# % &4+ T [Chomsky-Hornstein @
T—X| ELTTOLHIIZERMETZ. ZOT7 —LOBED S ERCEOREA: & 52 I7Ed
5 2 & THBSUED T m - e 2 B Lo RIS ES T THE NI T2 L TE
5.

(4) Chomsky-Hornstein ® 75—+

HERESCENG AT ) LA BRI D CEREMZETH 5.

HRSCEDNR DT —BIlht-> CHRELBIE L OOH 2 5l TH S 2 L 2R T720121,
L ELTD2ODMVIZEZ BULEND L.

(5) a. HVY L AHEALLHREO T Em- SNSRI EDL ) b on?
b. A SCHETIEZ O ERNI- B SFRIE ED L ICFEHEIN TV L0090 ?

FBRZ Z DI IZE 2 % A AT Chomsky (1980/2005) O Hilli% F b 7% < Botha(1982) 12 & > T
b Twad, Z20HRLIES I, FEFOMLIRY ZOMOIIERIZITON TR o772, &
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W27 - C, Allott et al.(2021) 25, 7)) LA WMEEZFZEOWHIZOWTHLETWD2L LaL,
F21CHR72 L) BT, S TEHINSLOWMLDOERIZOVT@HLESL I L% LAV, KiF
T, EXEOMBIEY, 7)) LA OWHF 0T e B SCED T O EDY Chomsky & -
THPAIN R LM OLHTH 5 & b b Chomsky (1978/1988, 1979, 1980/2005) # Hi
FEEIZLT, H)LANEZEFIZOWT (5a) DV~ Chomsky DEZVRED L H b DT
HEDEWTNHASPIZT S L 2R A D5 (Bb) DFIVADE 2134 Ol %2 & A TE
DG LWOT, Fardo T,
RIEEOWERIIKROMY) TH L. 3, 4 2H T, Chomsky(1978/1988, 1979) 123w
C, Chomsky 287V LAMEZEZEZMHLTL20L LT, HRLTHRLHERL->TE
LbOIHIRT 2 2 L RUHHFEHON LIRS KDL T L &) 2 00w L%
ATV LWL 5. BIMTIE, RINHEL LT, ARTEGHTEY, 4%
OIS L 2T IUE R 5 W) LA iR $ 2 38 A ST 5

2. #Y) L ARNEEEDER

F9, @2, Chomsky(1978/1988, 1979) 124>\, B o & 9 & i1
W 5> TWwb & Chomsky S 2 TV A0 %@L, ZLCENDY ) LA NERESEL
EDOLEHICHEBRL TV D2 MR L T 4.

Chomsky (1979 : 106) i Mitsou Ronat & D f ¥ ¥ 2. —C, fiESiEFL0EWE LT,
BES DS HEEY L w023k LC, Chomsky SFEF 05 HICEFM2MiEL 725
L7ZEWI)REFTEZITTO)DL)IZER TS,

(6) N.C.. The term science is perhaps honorific. My own inclination is to attach less
importance to the precise description of some domain of linguistic data than to the

explanatory power and depth of underlying principles.

[BH2] EMFIEN D O % BRI ) Ll 7% T, Chomsky HH 1, [SiE7— % O—#% Ik
ISR T2 2 L XD ERICH D FEHOHPI RS O N D EEZ L FE 2 AEMNH 5] Lk
RT3,

& 512, Chomsky (1979 : 107) 1%, EBOFEMEHRSEIIOWVTOHR L EROEIH L O
BARICOWT(D) DX HIZHBRT 05,

(7) 1 take for granted that in something as complex as the actual utilization of language and
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the judgments about language, many systems enter into interaction. No matter how
careful our observations, how objective our methods, and how replicable our

“experiments,” the facts presented are, in my opinion, of little interest in themselves.
What is of interest is their bearing on explanatory theories that seek to formulate the

fundamental principles of the language faculty.

Chomsky 1&, [EBROSFEMBHPLEEIZOVTOHMO L) ML EWICBVTIE, £
VATADPMESEH L TWAEEEZ LI xRt T4] LEH. £IT, [LARITERRE
CHIZELY, BEINZFEEHWZ), EFERPFHTETH 72 LT, 7= Zh
HRIZIZE A CBERO R E R SRV OTHY, [BERDSH LD, FiBHEEOBRARN % H
HrEbds 22 HETHHEREOMDY | Z20THs. ZOESIE, £-12, Fiklc
DOWTHIE S NFHFEER, BHOY AT APMHEER LIHERTH L0 T, Tk et
FLLTHBERIEDDFED VAT LAOFEBEAPLMITLI LI TERNI LARELTW
5. I, BHEETEHBERICH 2R 2 FEHEOMHIZEL 2 HROADPWEN R IR,
f\‘f@fﬁ%ﬁiaﬁl@%@ﬂ%@ BDIFTIRZVE V) BEOE#ZRIZL TV
FOEEEZFTOBENSHM L2 DI B05, ) LA O — R S
BHEOFEBIC R - 2BRICD, BIHTERLT, BRICA> THAEND L) 12 o 2 HED
HolzZ LIz T, Chomsky (1979 1 107) 1%, 8)D LI &REELTw5

(8) Without going into a detailed discussion, it is certainly true that throughout the history of
the serious sciences many problems in explaining facts were put aside, in the hope that
they would be explained some day. To account for “all the facts” in the physical world
has never been the goal of physics in the modern period, in the sense that some linguists
think that a grammar must account for “all the facts” of language and the utilization of
language. The great success of physics is due in part to the willingness to restrict
attention to the facts that seem crucial at a particular level of understanding, and perhaps
to look for quite exotic facts that will be crucial for the theory, without taking into
account even evident facts when these do not seem pertinent to physical theory (and to

be quite honest, sometimes even when they appear inconsistent with it).

Z @ Chomsky ®3%¢5F1x, Chomsky MLAT DS REF TOHREIIH T L LY HFETOHRIE|C
WNTHLLEBLNIRELRLZLERL TS, Tabh, [WHNRIROTXRCOHELHAT
L2 EMEROWHEOHNTH /22 L] OICHLT, SiE¥E T, [T EHE
ZOFHICOVWTOTRTORELHHALZTIUE RS20 EB o TWALFHEFEN VL] &
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W) ZETHDE DFN, FEFLIIRRY, YWHETIE, [ZORROBEOKETIERNIZ
HEZLEONDIFEORIEEZIANT T, HimlIBRSECL ) ICEbN S & ZIEWAL
BFEIZEBIZANR ] 25, —HT [HRE > TREMICEEZA ) LB W ICHD L
HEZRET T EVEDRW] L W) T ETHSH. Chomsky 258 L TV A DITEELFED
RICHERZINT 5 &) WHEEOLED A7 & B IIFORE D ORHIZ 7 -
TWwbEnw) 2L ThbY Chomsky &, BifIETLHROFHMOMEZFAT 272012
1L, FEROBBOERDPVLETHLE V) ZEEZRELTVLIDOTHS.

ZD L) BRFOFMOIRIZESNT, (DFIHIRL TS LI I1Z, BREOHEFEDK
T, SHEERmOHNOLDIL, HRETREZE Chomsky (1979 : 108-109) 75% 2 72815
i, BSHEOBEFOMMEZLION TV ASEOAENER L VIBHRTH- 2L FHPL TV
%% ZOBRIILRFORBEHEE TN RE Lo T a5 28R T, [mHCETHHE
EEEFETHORRMICIY DN T ahorz] bDOTH -7z, (BHCE L EESIES TR
FICE) TR/ RE BB do7-2 L, TRNOOFEMIRABEMIEOHNE LT/ T
HDHIEDRIBEINT NS,

(9) Isuggested there that for the purposes of linguistic theory, we should be concerned with
certain phenomena that were pretty much excluded from the descriptive linguistics of
that period: those facts relating to what has sometimes been called the “creative” use of
language, conceived as normal usage of language. These facts have not been treated
systematically by traditional grammar or by structural linguistics although, as I have
frequently pointed out, they were a classical concern, for example, in work by Humboldt,

Paul, Jespersen, and others.

KIZ, AOART L), 2oL RBREMRE L [HMNHGREMESTLZ L] 720
HOHBEZEBRTWD, BIRECDOIL, [P EFHELRD ) 2500 HB5NHDIdH
S — MR 72 R SR BE T A 2 S TE LI, 2F ), BREHFEEZONLE
DHFEEPGZoNTRINL DR EZ MFE R E LHEROEENE#EE 5252 N TE DK
THb| EFHHLTNWLIETHAL. ZOHKFIL, EENIHADTERRICHHISER S LS
EA 7 & 2IED Chomsky (1979 : 109-110) 8F 2 Tz Z & 2R L TV 5.

(10) The second goal is to construct an explanatory theory. We have an at least potential
explanation when we can deduce certain phenomena from general principles, that is,
when we can provide a deductive chain of reasoning departing from these principles,

given certain particular facts considered as “boundary conditions.”
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SreDAIEMEHOFID [SHERORAN T2 ERLL L) &5 23R ] Sflb
HHDEER LN, FrEOBEMMET R OB ICBIRE SN L LOMEDIIETH 5 syntax

ORISR L7201%, syntax DIFZEICBWTA 7% & S EIIIZFBH 07 X A3 HE
BRI E G 25 28I Lo TEHENDL EEZ LN TV IZ L WD) BH - 72D TIE W
MEZEZBND.

W2, I FECH L C& 7R o, 17 I o R 6y (The Scientific Revolution of
the Seventeenth Century) 23817 A #1) L+ Of5E L O H Y 5% 2 & %773 Chomsky @
BENDH DL L ERT.

(11)1%, Sol Saporta & DA » ¥ ¥ 2. —Td 5 Chomsky (1978/1988 : 242) & D | TdH 5
75, 2 TIE, Chomsky (& [#) LA EGORGIEC NEHHIE, BLLMOT, TOHE

1B o 72 A% (Kepler, Galileo % ERMAHMICEb 5 72 F R AW -5) 25, HHOES
IR Z BT =5 QDEHMORLEZMH ) DO LE#L Tl THD | Lk TWwD,

(11) Again, this will be overgeneralizing, but it seems to me that one of the most striking
features of the Galilean revolution was that, perhaps for the first time, those responsible
for that revolution (that is Kepler, Galileo, the major figures in what we now regard as
that scientific revolution) recognized that depth of explanation could compensate for

lack of coverage of data.

COFHPFFICHERECDIE, T2 57— 7 O#FALZHIR L CRVFHEZ KD 5 L v ) BFgEl
Aotz AR S e 17 R OB E G o EIR X 72 & Chomsky 27 Z2
TWLIERHEISRLTWEIETHD. LWvIHDIE, ZOBEPLEZ DL, 20 D
PRI & 72 FRA0E @y (the cognitive revolution) I2B\WC, 17 M OFZHEMGIZ B W TEAFE
FSHAE L 72 & FRROWIFE L ORI AT REIIGE TR & o THSCEDEA L7z 2 & AR
ENTVDLNHTH DS,

3. RS h/-MH&E

2, BSNIBEICOWTHEHBICHHT 5. KIETm C2h ) LANEEED 2 D0k
#1%, Chomsky(1978/1988, 1979) DA > ¥ ¥ 2 — TOHRERLEHIZ IS VT, Chomsky 723
ZEZTHLH) LAMBELORYEA 71—~V DTH D, ZOEMTIERIC
RENT) LANEELEORHHOTIIR > Tnb . SHOEIE, FHEoMBERIZOWT
DR - BHEIT A OMIE 2 R L LT, Chomsky (1980/2005) L% @ Chomsky @ #F{E<
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Botha(1982), Allott et al.(2021) 7z & b HLFIBIICHET L 2255, #) LAREEED X ) %
YOI RAT ) O L ERFIZ,

FNHERCEICED X I ANS I, A SCFEOISE &
DL NN LOoOBH LN EFHLNICTEI ETH A,

SE X

Sons, Inc, pp. 517-528.
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*Mﬁ &, SCERRE AR LRI ZE (C) PR 5 18K00562 DBl % 21T CTITb N0 —iTHh b, Az L
WZH7zoT, MERZRICERELZIA Y bewni/Zniz, FR0LHERERFEEAT A7 - 332 =2r—3a Vi
hw R ORI BERIRIIZER ORI Z OO 7EfB CREBMGR IS 272, 2R L TEHd 5.

1 BHRRFOREE [0 LAEZE] & LR 238113, Weinberg(1976) 225 O5IHTH L. ARTIE, F
WS 22 IRY, BIHOFUL, BT D 258 1 C3FIRESZ I LA SER L.

2 Botha(1982)i, BTED S 40 FHIOFFH A RICEDS CHERTH Y, ZOROFEE - BAT MO IR R
EYEFHFIIOVTOZDRDTT CEOWCHRHIIT 2 LA BH H. F 72 Allott et al. (2021) DIFHTIIFF
- BB M o CRIELL, TR Z T2 LENH D L) I8 DS, TS OWROIHBIME 1245 %D
HE LT 5.

3 (DOHTHIHESN TS Weinberg @ [ 7)) LA WEEL] OB, WHEOBE2S, 7Y LFISRENS S &
EZZoNDARBEOTEEZHRBIESOT 2 b0THE. LrL, ¥ LAMEERESHEAIISHT LI
Chomsky 7S Dl # %2 LD L I IZEZ TP Y I a2 —TORSREENLHA 7+ —< ) fui%
LD LN TES.

4 Chomsky (1980/2005) 1&, [FHiAE1L & 351l (idealization and abstraction) ] & W) #&EHWTHH L Twb. KigT
X, SO EMRASE DR VT, ) LA EEEOREE M ICEFT 5010 & D1ﬁﬂﬂﬁ@&fﬁ%ﬁ%)ﬂwﬁ%
W32, )L AOFERIIOVTIZ L ORI - BT OMEsH 555, BELE VI BEP S LETW 2
& LT McMullin(1985) %% 4. _EH(2018) TiE, McMullin A% U T2 [HAngEA4L 0)%1"&7)‘53521(2@&
FICHRONALT EEFEL.

5 ZORE, [SEEMHOAIER I (creative aspect of language use) & M-I S Z & b 3 5. Chomsky (1968) Tl
CHIREFEMHO 3 OOEHICh b TwA EFHILTWS, §4bh, SHEMAIUHNTHL L, N-FHY
R OMH % Z T r w2 &, RIS THLH L TH D,

6 Chomsky (2000 : 6) &, AR SCEDHEA L 72 1950 4£4X 0> [F2A1%: v (the cognitive revolution) | 1%, [FHE#ay O —i
LTI o7, 17, 18k [4—kFRHH G (the first cognitive revolution)] & T3 IR 2 3 O O 5 %0 i %
TLy<EREL, BEELZ) bOTHEETRELTVAS. oMY ARSUESERE LR CHBE o2 &
ZRIE L CTwb. Newmeyer (1986) (4B CHEDO MBLAY [HMaHY] THo7oh &) PIZOWT O E T L O THE
LCw2 25, 17 HAORE A ] L OBEIZOWTIEGHL T2,

(2021 4E 11 H 12 H#EH, 2021 4 11 H 12 H32F)
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(SUMMARY)

A Note on the Galilean Style
in Generative Grammar

Masanobu UEDA

Chomsky (1980/2005) suggests that generative grammar adopts what is referred to as the
“Galilean style” in physics. The purpose of this note is to clarify the nature of the “Galilean
Style” in Galilean physics, as Chomsky perceives it. By scrutinizing Chomsky’s remarks in his
earlier works, I attempt to show that there are at least two notable methodological
characteristics which have been focused and discussed as features of the Galilean style by
Chomsky (1978/1988, 1979). They are to restrict attention to data crucial to the theory and to
seek the explanatory power and depth of underlying principles. Finally, I briefly mention a few

remaining issues concerning the nature of the Galilean style.



