: 20

SCLM)

SCLM 6 : (D ,
o (2) ,
. (3
4) o
(5
. (6) . SCLM
“ . ( > ” “ ”
. , ( 100871),
9 o
’ Y 2
( 12AZX008), “ 7 ( 1272D072)
7 ( 11]JJD720001) )

« 121 -



2014 10

’ o
’ o
“ ”o ’ N
N o
’
’ o ’
L ; L “ 7 ( “
") o L .
o ’ o
L o ) L
’ o L
o ’
o ’ o
’
N ’
o ’ (D
3 (2)
3 (3) : “ 7

o

” @ , “ ” 3

@ George Lakoff, “Cognitive Semantics,” in Umberto Eco, Macro Santambrogio and
Patrizia Violi, eds. , Meaning and Mental Representations, Bloominton and Indinanpolis:
Indiana University Press, 1988, p. 125.

@ L. Albertazzi, “Which Semantics ” in Meaning and Cognition: A Multidisciplinary
Approach , Amsterdam and Philadelphia: John Benjamins Publishing Company, 2002,
p. 7.

©) . : « — Vs ,

, 1987 114—162
e 122



’ ¢ ’
’ N
i ( ) ¢ ’ ’ ¢
) 3 ) 3 b 3 M
N N N ’
’ °
, On@
’ ’
N ~ N
’ ’
° ’
( “ ”) ,
’ N
° ’ ’
20 . . . LI
. : s ,

2012, 1—29

L. Albertazzi, “Which Semantics ” in Meaning and Cognition: A Multidisciplinary
Approach, pp. 13-14.

Saul A. Kripke, “Is There a Problem about Substitutional Quantification ” in Gareth
Evans and John McDowell, eds. , Truth and Meaning : Essays in Semantics, Oxford:
Clarendon Press, 1976, p. 412.

« 123 -



2014 10

»@

. P17P69

”

” (SCLM),® 6
. ( P1)
NE)

@ John Searle, “What Is Language: Some Preliminary Remarks,” in S. L. Tsohatzidis,

ed. s John Searle’ s

Philosophy

of Language: Force, Meaning and Mind,

Cambridge: Cambridge University Press, 2007, p. 17.

® - ” (constructivism)

B

® Noam Chomsky,

no. 12, 2013, pp. 645-662.

124 -

“What Is Language

” The Journal of Philosophy, vol. 110,



o b
% »
9 Ay N 9
9 A A} ’
’
o @ 2 “ 2
’ o 9
”®
b b o
b 9 o
“ ”»
b b
9 o
( . )
A o 9
9 N 9
b
% ”»
9 b
9
o 2
b b o
2 b
9 A A
b ’ o A
%
A o 9
s ”o®
b
o b 2
( ) 3 : , 2012, 991—992
<< >> 1 b H b 2012 ’ 161 o

Bronislaw Malinowski, “The Problem of Meaning in Primitive Languages,” in C. K.
Ogden and 1. A. Richards, The Meaning of Meaning, Supplement, New York:
Harcourt, Brace & World, Inc., 1989, p. 312.
Frank Palmer, Semantics, Cambridge; Cambridge University Press, 1981, p. 21.

. 125 -



2014 10

N N b
A b
2
b o b
(Latium) D S
b
o b
] b
o 9 b
b
b b
““
b
b b
;
( ) o )
H
A b
M
7, “ ” (virtual dogma) ,
2013 { » ,
““
(processing) ,
- b
ay@
9 b
b o

@ Noam Chomsky, “What Is Language ” pp.

« 126 -

654-655.

113

»

»



(end) .

b o b

(purpose) ,” O s 7
é“
b b b A
o ’
”»
o @ 9 b
% ”»
9 o
&«
9 b
9 9 (
”»
o @ 9 ’ 9
o s 2002
@ o o K
9 9
o 9
b A
é“
o 2 9 N
”
o
’ o @ 9
9 9
o
[ ”» é“
9
9 o
”»
’ ’ o @ 9 9

® 6 006

©

Noam Chomsky, “What Is Language ” p. 655.
Noam Chomsky, “What Is Language ” p. 655.
Noam Chomsky, “What Is Language ” p. 660.
M. D. Hauser, N. Chomsky and W. T. Fitch, “The Faculty of Language: What Is It,
Who Has It, and How did It Evolve ” Science. vol. 298, 2002, pp. 1569-1579.

Steven Pinker and Ray Jackendoff, “The Faculty of Language: What’ s Special
about It ” Cognition, vol. 95, 2005, pp. 201-236.

, , http: //itre. cis. upenn. edu/~ myl/languagelog/
archives/002422. html.
Noam Chomsky, “What Is Language ” p. 659.
Noam Chomsky, “What Is Language ” p. 651.
e 127



2014 10

N
b o

( P2) ) (mind)
(soul) , (body), “ ” s
] b

N . (embodied) ;
’ ’
“ ” “
° ’
N ” . @
b o
’ s °
’ ’
“ 2 “ ”
b o
“ 9 “ ” “
) ) o
, ”” 3 @
b A
“ ” “ ” “ ” “ ”
o ’ A} A} N
’
“ ” “ ”
o b

i . “ ”@

o

©) , : Tom Bartlett, “Angry
Words, Will One Researcher” s Discovery Deep in the Amazon Destroy the Foundation
of Modern Linguistics ” The Chronicle of Higher Education, March 20, 2012,
http: //chronicle. com/article/Researchers-Findings-in-the/131260/.

@ Paul Dourish, Where the Action Is: The Foundations of Embodied Interaction,
Cambridge: MIT Press, 2001, p. 126.

@ George Lakoff, Women, Fire, and Dangerous Things: What Categories Reveal about
the Mind . Chicago: University of Chicago Press, 1987, p. 266.

@ G. Lakoff and M. Johnson, Philosophy in the Flesh: The Embodied Mind and Its
Challenge to Western Thought, New York: Basic Books, 1999, p. 5.

. 128 -



’ ° : (la)
; (1b) o
’ (18) (1b) 9

(1a) , (1b) °

é“ ”»
9 o b
“ ”»
o 9 o
“ ”»
’ o
é“ ”»
9 o b
2 o
9 o
[ ”»
9
o
b b
9 o

@ Tyler Burge, “ Wherein Is Language Social ” in Foundations of Mind :
Philosophical Essays, vol. 2, Oxford: Clarendon Press, 2007, pp. 275-290.
@ Tyler Burge, “Individualism and the Mental,” in Foundations of Mind , Philosophical
Essays, vol. 2, pp. 100-150.
- 129 -



2014 10

. ” ®
’
o
N
) . ( P3)
“ ” (intentionality) “ ” (aboutness) ; .
«“ 9 “
o AY A Y
2] , ) ) X
“ v, ” (collective intentionality)
N 9 N N N o
> ’
( ) «“ )
’ o
2 N o
( — » ,
9 o
“ 9
’ s
° o ’
5 ’ o
’ ’ o
’ o
b A} A o
’ o
’ o
“ ) “ ) “ )
A K

'y

@O Peter Gardenfors, “Some Tenets of Cognitive Semantics,” in Jens Allwood and Peter
Gérdenfors, eds. , Cognitive Semantics: Meaning and Cognition, Amsterdam: John
Benjamins Publishing Co. , 1999, pp. 27-28.

) - R. : — D ; : . 2007

, 238

+ 130 -



o
“ b2
b b
‘“ ”
o
“
o 9
b
9 o
b b
( ) . ( )
. 77@
b b
o b b
; , ( )
9 o
b o b
o b
’ ; ’
o b b
o
) (Semiotics) : (syntax) .
(semantics) (pragmatics) , ,
b b A}
[} 9
A o K
b o b
b b o
b
@ ’ b
o b
’ H ’
b o b
“ ”»
9 b
’ b o
“ ”
b b

@ John Searle, Philosophy in a New Century: Selected Essays, Cambridge: Cambridge
University Press, 2008, p. 18.
e 131 -



2014

10

(D

(2)

132 -

”»

”»

”



»@

(4) b o b
. ( P4)
@ b “ ” b
. (languages) s
(
) . , S
9 M L P
. , P L (truthfulness) (trust)
D ° (a> X L ’ D
X L ; (b X L,
@ s (- 7 D \ .« —
Yy : , 2005 , 466 R

@ David Lewis, Convention: A Philosophical Study, Oxford: Blackwell Publishing,
2002; “Languages and Language,” in Philosophical Papers, vol. 1, Oxford: Oxford

University Press, pp. 163-188.
« 133 -



2014

10

““

¢ 134 -

»

. (o)

’
o
’
’ ’
’
’
o ’
’ ’ °
’
4 s
)
) ’ ’ ’
’
’ 3
’ ’
’
o
’
H
i ’
o b
? o

{ »s A. P. : R
, 1998 301—302



‘“
b
“
113 ”»
[
3

A}
ki
o
N
”»”
9
9
9
b
»
b
9
113 »
“ ”
’
”
»
o
9
b A
o
)

9
b
9
9
o
“
[ ”»
9
“ ”»
i
’ A}
“ »
2
@
o
% ”» [
b
“ ”»
b
N N

(handbook)

b
b
o
9
b
b
9
<
[ »
9
o
o
[ ”»
’ :
2 o
b
9
N )
o
S
9
%
o :
3
.
b
9
. . . . . . . .



2014

10

(3)

113

H
O»@

(Mrs.

“There is a nice derangement of epitaphs” (

+ 136 -

20—

b

21

2007

o

s

“There is a nice arrangement of epithets” (

”»

b

‘“

9

b3

)

9

o

D

[

2

”»

Malaprop) ,

sce e

, 2007

»

1)



”»

“
( ) o
b
b b
o
M
b o
b
b .
H 9
° b o
. b
o M o
b
o b
“ ”» M
(extroplation) ,
b b
“ ”»
b o
” &)
b o
b
b b
b
M
o
Y Y

@ Noam Chomsky, “What Is Language ” p. 655.
© \ : ) 4

’

”®

540—>581

o

b

9 b

b

o b
9

9
”»
o

» ““ ”» “

N N

« 137



2014 10

P5) ,

secsoe

b N A 9 9

A A A A 9 ’ A A

9 9 A A 9 [} 9
% »
o
[ ”»
9 o
1 b

niu @ s ’ ’ ’ ’

o 9 Ay ? Y Y o

’ HE i ’ o @
. ® (Ni) [ ] @

. é“ » (protein) é“ DNA” @ RNA”

@ Ronald Langacker, Grammar and Conceptualization, Berlin; Mouton de Gruyter,
1999, p. 4.

@ : s : )
2012, 953

138 -



. “protein”

; ” ; “nuclein”
“DNA” ;. “DNA” ,
; o . “DNA”
) “DNA” “DNA”
—DNA y y E—
b b DNA b b
‘DNA’ L eeeens ;
¢ [X:I b ¢ X b
R . 9’ . y t b
( : ‘a simple truth is silly sooth’
3 ) “silly” ‘simple
( )7, ‘sooth’ — ‘soothsayer’ S “truth’ ,)”@©
7 ( ICM), ( CM)
s o , ICM (D)
3 (2) ; (3) s (4)
3 (9) o
( CD) CM, ,
CD o , CDh. (1)
3 (2) : 5 (3)
, i (4) : i (D)
CM CD’ [ ”» @ ”»
, ICM, CM CD .
ICM . , ““ ”\ 113 ”‘

@ Susan Haack, “The Growth of Meaning and the Limits of Formalism: Pragmatist

Perspectives on Science and Law,” Andlisis Filosé fico, vol. 29, no. 1, 2009, p. 16.

+ 139 -



2014 10

, 7 ( ),
, )6 ICM
(L
(ford) )
— . 1167
@ { Vs
226

o 140 -

(Oxford)

ICM
”» (
HO)
o <
{ )
(ox)
, 2007

CM,

P6)

s 206,

113

”

222—



»

» [

b
(2)
o b
“ b2
b
b
‘“ ”»
b
b
b
o
b
b
(3)
b
o
b
“: : ”»
justify .
“justifying”,
@ e 2
justifier .
” “
b
“rein”

@

Ox ford English Dictionary , Second Edition on CD-Rom

o 17 19

b b

“justified” | “justifiable”

b
“
o
b
“ b4
, gavagai
”»” “ ”»
b b
o 2

“ ” (anything)

( — s

“ 2 &«
b
b
“ »
(atom)
“ ”»
9
N A
b
9
A b
o
[ ”»
o 9
9 9
9
6 ”»
o 2
o
9
2 o
b
2
“

“justificative”,

“
ne

113 »

b

justified”,

“justification”

b
”»
b
b
“
«=-rein” ,
(nothing) ,
, 2005 ;

« 141 -



2014 10

“ ” “ ”
ne ’ ne
“ ”» “ ”»
, ne ( )
b
’ H ’
b b
.
o .
“ ”» “ ” “
b o b Y
”» “ ”» “ ”» ‘“ ”» “ ”» “
A A b A
“ ” _—
o b b b
H o )
o b
“ ”
. . , week

Monday, Tuesday. Wendnesday, Thursday. Friday, Saturday
Sunday, )

, SCLM

- 142 -

..



ABSTRACTS

pendent and link up effectively by means of the two core factors in rule of law, “good
law” and “good governance.” There is a continuing process of interaction between
them, and this interaction is the basic representation of the unity between the domestic and
the international rule of law. The framework for the interaction of the domestic and
the international rule of law comprises three basic points: state actors and the do-
mestic rule of law, international society and the international rule of law, and rule of
law interactive media. Their interaction has the characteristics of being two-way, cir-
cular, diverse, comprehensive and evolutionary. In the course of their interaction,
China should establish its international position and actively participate in the progress of
the international rule of law, grasping its discourse rights in the construction of the

rule of law.

(6) An Approach to Sanctioning Data Crimes in the Age of Big Data
Yu Zhigang and Li Yuanli « 100 «

In the age of big data, data have become the core factor in networks and data
scale has moved toward horizontal convergence and vertical deepening, with cloud
computing platforms becoming a technological resource for data mining. Technological
change has triggered new concerns for criminal law, though the data scale in current
criminal law is backward and out of date in terms of vertical and horizontal trends. To
solve this problem, judicial interpretation has attempted to use technology keywords to
expand the items subject to interpretation, and judicial practice has also started to
explore the expansion of data content. Nevertheless, due to the misdirection of the
observation point from which interpretations are made, overvaluing the spatial character
of data and overlooking their value as things in themselves creates difficulties in the
determination of criminal cases. Construction of a system for sanctioning data crimes
in the age of big data should distinguish between data and information on the basis of
their essential differences, define the content and boundaries of technological resources as
the subject of protection, value multi-endpoint data resources and convergent data
applications, touch down from data to specific legal interests, and define a model for
protection of the non-real right of data. A rigorous system of tough sanctions for data
crimes will enable us to build a legal barrier to guarantee national security in the

information age.

(7> On the Social Construction of Language and Meaning Chen Bo « 121 -

The dominant idea in 20™ century linguistics and linguistic philosophy is that language
. 207 -
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has a direct referential and descriptive relationship with the world, and it is from this
relationship that linguistic expressions gain their significance. Formal semantics is the
typical representative of this dominant idea. *“Social Construction of Language and
Meaning” (SCLM) follows on the work of the later Wittgenstein, Austin, Grice,
Searle, Dummett, David Lewis, Brandom, ez al. . in presenting a critique of this approach.
It tries to answer the following important questions: how does language work How
is meaning generated SCLM comprises six propositions: (1) the primary function of
language is to communicate, not to describe. (2) The meaning of language is generated
from the interaction between the human body and the outside world, and the social
interaction between people. (3) The meaning of language lies in the connections between
language and the world and is set up by the collective will of the language community.
(4) The meaning of language is based on conventions formed in the course of the long-
term association of the language community. (5) Semantic knowledge is empirical
knowledge that has been refined and condensed, or language usage accepted by the
language community. (6) Language and meaning change quickly or slowly depending
on the language community’ s association in practice. The key point of SCLLM is that
it substitutes the threefold relationship of “language, people (the language community) ,

and the world” for the twofold relationship of “language and the world. ”

(8) The Effect on Qing Poetics of the Poetry Component of the Imperial Examination
Jiang Yin « 143

Resumption of the poetry component of the imperial examinations in the 22™ year
of Qianlong was a major event in Qing cultural and literary history. The decree not
only reversed the idea that the language of old-style poetry impeded performance in
the examination, but also encouraged a fashion among scholars for writing regulated ex
amination-type verse and inspired them to study the art of poetry written in accord
with given examination topics (shitie shi , ). Further, it led to a fashion on the
street for compiling, annotating, and analyzing ancient and modern-style examination
verse. Having been spread and popularized in the last decades of the Qianlong reign,
the study of shitie shi made great progress. Experience and skill in writing examina-
tion verse according to specific topics were drawn together and filled out; at the same
time, some ideas from classical poetics were spread and popularized through the mar-
ket in education for the young (mengzue, ), a market dominated by the shitie
shi. Thus an interaction grew up between the poetics of the shitie shi and general poet
ics. The flourishing of the poetics of shitie shi encouraged poetics as a whole to revive
and thrive. This basic issue must be taken into account in studying mid-and late Qing
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