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X-31 4 | VEERRRROEE B A AR BLEIRE 22 1 DU 5 DU S Humboldt —Kawi-Schrift
excerpts

Xl -07 5 | PERRFRNEEE K LA / Humboldts “Brief an Abel-Rémusat”

XI- 14 | 6 | MEFEREF SRUEMETFE RO EFEA

XI-21 7 | FZEFIN B R B N E R () /
Jakobson‘s ,,Parts and Wholes in Language”

XI-28 8 | BHEEM MR R BEF N TR (7)) /
Husserls Logical Investigations, Fourth Investigation

XI-05 | 9| EMRETEERBN [FESEN ] MEGRITEE S THRESH]

Xl -12 | 10 | #E7 K s 3 2 & 2@ f#/Bernhard Karlgren, Schrift und Sprache
der Chinesen, Kapitel ,Die Schrift*

XII-19 | 11 | s pO 7 /e A | ACBRE RS BUSEAE i [ 47 ) B

XI-26 | 12 | ¥ K 4ask

ER TR PN
Main figures discussed

¥ Wilhelm von Humboldt (1767-1835)
¥% Ferdinand de Saussure (1857-1913)
¥ Edmund Husserl (1859-1938)
Nikolai Trubetzkoy (1890-1938

Roman Jakobson (1896-1982)

Martin Heidegger (1896-1976)

Emile Benveniste (1902-1976)
Merleau-Ponty (1908-1961)

& Noam Chomsky (1928- ) oman Jakobaon [ 13-
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T EIEE =5 7 RS PR A
Margins between Philosophy and Linguistics

LPTER RS B 2 HAM B R4S AR 2 4%
Gy Biology, then and now
- & Theology
biE: Mathematics
LB Physics
JE S5 History

2 2

EEE Linguistics the new science (general linguistics) =2 =

EEEBE AR TS ) B

FEE R [ THF] aTool of expression (Instrumentalism) ? =
e i = Th4t& 2 4 a Social Institution, i.e., a means of communication
SR AL G 2 HIE As a Source of deception!

) = S1EAOREETT As Intellectual competence

S AE A1 S8 As World-views, as means of discerning the world
BT [AERIE 2] | “House of Being” (Haus des Seins)?

* EEMEA— [AHi] Language as a “system” D

FRIEH) [ &%0] M

Kant's concept of system

#Kant’s distinction between system and aggregate

System Z:45¢ Aggregate i
28 T REY AP N ]
Grgw from Within Assembled frc_)m_without
per 1ntussusceptionem per appos1t10nem
Eg. [BZEEE 9. B

4Plato and Aristotle on Parts and Wholes =
Platon: Whole > Sum of Parts by what he calls Structure (cupumhokn).
Avristotle: Organism > Sum of Organs
Ganze, whole (6Lov) # Summe, total (ndv)
UberschuB/ surplus = telos (téhoc)

&Part-Whole logic in Husserl
Two different kind of parts ...
Parts as moments (Momente) # parts as pieces (Stiicke)
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B pl 2 5 7 5 Whole-Part Theory

¥ Plato: Content of the whole is greater than the sum of its parts by
what he called “structure” (copmdokn)

¥ Aristotle: Whole (8Aov, holon) # Total (rév, pan)

& Husserl: LU, 3rd Investigation/4th Investigation

— Distinguished between two kinds of parts
+ Momente (Moments) {4 > structurally dependent parts
« Stiicke (Pieces) ¥/ - independent parts

& Jakobson: “Parts and Wholes in Language” (1963)

- Discourse — sentence — words — syllables — phonemes — distinctive features
language > ,,multi-storey hierarchy of wholes and parts*

¥ Structure of Written Chinese (25 1 ¥ 55 HI 4545 )
- [i&5E&4] ] (formation of sentence from words) = syntax H

- [ H5A | (formation of word from characters) = morphology

- [#HR=] (formation of character from script components) = “Six Ways’
7

l

T:l;l? P3P LJ B@Eg%‘rﬂf

?ﬁﬁi"“ SRR RS R MRS [E—MWEA} 5
—4% )EH/T‘jiJ , R AIE RS T ’TLH’]%*ﬁnD = WAt

EE RS T S HRME: ES# S5E (lalangue # la parole) {E B —fEAE M S © SES AR
FEIF TR AIEMESISE - (B SBNES  AIWNVEHESELRMERK - D
TER—(ERE A DIBE 1 AY o B BRENEHE T F TR AR TE - —EEk
FRHI ~ FI—EeECASEZL (phonology, syntax, lexicon ), 3 H 52 1 LLVE I (= Saussure)

BT ABUERREN: HAEHETARAR > (EEARNEN - A DELEESIES - D
Himra = AT EE "B (uniqueness) - #E Y - TREE M\%a% EEM
HREEGEE) AR ZIaeE S — M > BRIEE - sES S4EEE T (W5EY ~ 3BL - sBRTE
) Z BB AR AR R E - D

YERy—TEEES] (competence, faculty) IS » FBS & EH —EMNYERHE - —fKims > #45
AR HSR MR T AV NS (2ER75% A0 HIMERE S - KISSEE AR EREER
B TEIGESREIIR H*E’*”ﬂ]&f“ HIEE  tENATREAY T 2L5EHE | (aphasia) - 2
T [BE ] ESHELAIS Y EEEE - B85 AR T
(acquisition) » A A& EES?J?*%DTZE%E%SE’J

FEENEELSE—(E RSN G R EERR - RIL& FRra RS EEZ L A S
—7fE @A | (social institution)  FTEEEEREGLE NJEF B R A FE AR S0 25 IR T
BISHEES > MINERI G RN ERNRG TGS - D

AL - SESHIRAEREE A ERA > MER SRS 2 R e AR LSBT -

9
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Weisgerber & Ricoeur on Language and society

| eo Weisgerber (1989-1984): Menschheitsgesetze der Sprache (Humanistic laws of
language) FE S KA =4
Gesetz der Muttersprache (Law of mother tongue) £} 5 & £/ thrownness
Gesetz der Sprachgemeinschaft (Law of linguistic community)gE 5 ¢ 88 & 2
Gesetz der sprachbedingten Daseins (Law of the linguistic conditioning of human

existence) 2% KR & & e ¢ Menschwerdung!)

&Ricoeur: “If language is a system without a 'subject’, we can no longer take for granted the
primacy of the subject which Western philosophy has asserted since Descartes, Kant and
Fichte, and into which Husserlian phenomenology has breathed new life in the name of the
intentional consciousness, of reduction and constitution. Far from constituting the sense, the
subject himself is instituted by language. Like society, man is the product of language rather
than its inventor.

¥

=il

5= B 1 [E)JR T Gleichurspriinglichkeit, equiprimordiality
-0/P

A Broader Understanding of “Linguistic Turn”

IR [EE:N i E
i AT, TR G Frege, Russell,
(ILP, OLP) (Therapeutic model) Wittgenstein, Austin
ii HEE %R EfERES, (Constitutive model) Brentano, Humboldt,
i - /Gestalt Theory, Husserl,
Heidegger
Husserl/Merleau-Ponty
il BE 5% TR Saussure, Nietzsche,
Post-Structuralism (Deconstructive model) Heidegger
v JiTpEaE] B EYIEEAIEN Plato, Hegel,
Gadamer (Hermeneutic-dialectical model) Humboldt, Heidegger
v (RS (EEET T RO B PN Kant, Humboldt,
Habermas (Transcendental-pragmatic model) | Peirce, Husserl, Grice,
Searle, Heidegger
Vi pigeEn B R Leibniz, Kant, Hegel
W. von Humboldt (Formative model)
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Language & Brain

Homunculi according to Penfield

I — Lawar [j
E I —Tealh, gums, ond jaw

—Tongue

\_ Pharynx
~\_. Intro-akbdaminal

¢ FIGURE 150
Motor homunculus (Penfield and Rasmussen;
1957, p. 57, Flgure 22).

FIGURE 149
Sensory homunculus (Penfield and Rasmussen
1957, p. 44, Figure 17)
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The Human Brain:
discovery of speech areas

- MOTOR TRANSM) TTip(—
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itive Sci th d
ognitive oclence, then and now
(George A. Miller, Psychology Dept., Princeton University)
Philosophy
Philosaphy ‘ 1
Psychology, Linguistics
Psychclogy Linguistics
Artificial \
Intelligence An:l‘wnpulugy
Compuier
A Anthropology oJo
Neuroscience
Neuroscience
TRENDS in Cogniive Sciences
. . - =
Fig. 1. Cognitive scienca in 1978, Each line joining two disciplines represants inter- Flgure:llustrating the fislds that cuntrnbuien:f toithe
disciplinary inquiry that alraady existad in 1978, birth of cognitive science, including linguistics,
neuroscience, artificial intelligence, philosophy,
anthropology, and psychology!'l
George A. Miller (1920-2012): “The Cognitive Revolution: A Historical
Perspective”, Trends in Cognitive Sciences Vol.7 No.3 March 2003 Based on File:Cognitive_science_heptagram.svg (without education
corner), originally adapted from: Miller, George A (2003). "The
cognitive revolution: a historical perspective”. TRENDS in Cognitive
Sciences 7. This revised adaptation more accurately reflects the 26

image as presented by Miller. [Wikipedia entry]
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Aristotle: On Interpretation
(translation: E. M. Edghill. McKeon edition)

" Spoken words are the symbols of mental
experience and written words are the symbols of spoken
words,/Just as all men have not the same writing!, so all
men have not the same speech sounds?, but the mental
experiences3, which these directly symbolize, are the
same for all, as also are those things* of which our
experiences are the images."

The Platonic background
“Truth lies not in words
but in things”

(@]
Q , =)
EN ypupopsva graphomena  writing 3
K’__:‘ Joviy ~ _phopg speech sounds .§
& | mudfpata pathémata mental experiences (HII]JIES.HDH.S) g
oy
=1 p
g | mphypata pragmata things g
=7 o
= o
a

Aristotle’s implication:

* Things and mental impressions are universal

- Language as
“organ of thinking”
- concept of Bildung

(A i)

e Chomsky'sreply >
» Saussure’s position >
* Humboldt's position >

* Sounds and writings are relative to peoples
* Conventionalist view = Instrumentalist view
* Language acquisition is possible through piecemeal learning

Related Philosophical issues:
* Relation between mind and reality (adaequatio truth?!)
* Any prelinguistic clarity of mind / thought?!
* The role of language (sound)

* The role of writing (script) a

mniversals - JLHfIRIR
- AT [ HAHER

| AmPHE ¢ B

2E&E
S $rﬁmi

PRy > HE
SEAHLE rf@’*”ffm

AR | 3t

oethius (480-524 CE) % [
FL.BT3 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.”

LA 3+ (Controversy over universals, Universalienstreit)

—REHE - [ « »

ot S j:%ﬁﬁﬁ B Whatis the nature of universals? N A7
T R o 70 JUTTA ORI : TG (realism) % i

LA S et (nomlnallsm)

BT Ry & (realism): fE 4, B2, R I R ALy
TR, B (S . R RO g e
?ﬁ?ﬁ;%%iﬁg - extreme reahsm Plato ﬁﬁﬁ%ﬂﬁﬂ PIAY, sEFAILARNT [HEHEE] (separateness)

B HHEE
HfS | - A
1M BB ILAR T ¥
PR R AR T B
o R TER
#117] 5 (Occam’s
Razor)fyJFAI » T5EE
ERERH S
g HYfEt% !

P4 E (nominalism) : FE5RILFA

- moderate reahsm Aristotle BT EER, JRE A FWIIFEH, 58 inherence.

S ASE L 2B B R (L [ F s A
g, AR Z4H (nomen)
- Roscellin R 21842 H H A& /2 “I\vox flatus vocis ( blast of sound).

—  Abelard % Roscellin (LG {EHAZIE, fEIEAIREH, P2
— RS, T meanmgful sound , 7 A 7 4 Sermo — vox sigificativa

~ Occam fRFEAH & conceptus (BegErllff/ begre|fen) oncept SREDIEGESS
conceive, ‘“-ceive’sg i 2 3y e . Kk, Con-cept
17 EJEETU» pLEE T )9 ?E%ﬁ@@ HIAERK o

32
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roblem of Universals - ;@Tﬁﬁi’%

- philosophical implications of ,,conceptualism*

["5 48", concipere, conceptus e th . A f B G AR ) Wl 1) E 44 ST 7, 42
ﬂi£1?§%3?§ﬁAﬂEBTtt?‘fﬁﬁﬂﬁiﬂiHﬁﬁﬂi&«)ccann s *HFﬁE_EGALEﬁﬁﬁjﬁ'E%/\HE
#2"(conceptualism). ¥ l:[:hf"‘ﬁiliuﬁ ] ?idF'i?E £ 25 nomen. i Zysermo 5k
FE 2 conceptus, H-mqEms, HE _Him NFEHL A" (ex hominum institutione)
MEAN . s — R R ME 4 R B ?Iaﬁa@zﬁZEﬁ;, ARLEAE 20 T BT L
DRSS S R @zﬁlﬁﬁﬁaﬁ Ty BRI 2, BB —
PIRE, TEE IS RS, (Bochum) () Kurt Flasch $tH 1+ 0k & RIEVE: [ l[F] L‘[ﬁ:‘j
fﬂfﬁAWWﬁmmdﬁﬁMﬁ%ﬁmﬂLﬁﬁMh%o@Kﬁ%kﬁm
iR, Aﬁf%ﬂﬂﬁimmﬁﬁ@% W&h@ﬁ%?kﬁﬁﬁLfﬁﬁ
) 2 BB — ptdE R &, Bl B AR A — UWﬁﬁﬁHEﬁﬂ %
[.. ]JE“Jtt?xlfﬁ%J\TAﬁﬁaﬁ%ﬂ’Jkﬁj\é%ﬁiﬂ’lé%‘fé ARG R —mHNRE S
[]

TR SR AEE, LR IR sermo —FR, T4 EEE TheEAIE” ﬂﬁi@
ESZ%?TT%%UH’JE%@E?H%T&% WHIN—MEE, sermo HmER T, NJHE

SRS EES I HIEDRE IEE R Z FE AR 5] (meaning discrimination). #5 %5 %E'J

5’§§EEEUIbHu7 B N T A A (R R A B AE Y T ShRE T E R,

- DLEBokEERE R (EERBAE) . p224.

[FREMRIFPRE S (5] M 138 MERFRE, AT5iE s S 2 Pphonetics 5%
phonology (phonemics)Z % & 25 &

33

=

Sidenote: Phonetics vs Phonology

% Two kinds of study of speech sounds:

- Phonetlcs -> Natural scientific (physical-physiological)
EEE >

— Phonology - Social scientific (psychological-intellectual-
si(’):cigl
= HRER
+ System by system
* Concept of phoneme
* 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) N
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Quotations from Chomsky (1)

[ 4= Bahv2: | “Erzeugung” (17) -> generative grammar. “Spracherzeugung” (20)

LA PR &E R, 1F 8 FR{E ...« [die Sprache] muss daher von endlichen Mitteln
einen unendlichen Gebrauch machen.” (17) “The fact that every language ‘makes
infinite use of finite means” (W. von Humboldt) has long been understood”. (LM 127)

“The generative grammar internalized by someone who has acquired a language
defines what in Saussurean terms we may call langue.” (10)

- Concept of “Internalization” 55 §&/12 [W4L] (CIL 11, 112; LM 119, 170)

“For Humboldt, as for many others before and since, a word does not stand directly
for a thing, but rather for a concept. There can, accordingly, be a multiplicity of
expressions for the same objects, each representing a way in which this object has
been conceived through workings of the process of ‘Spracherzeugung ...”” (CIL 20)

“Consequently, a language should not be regarded merely, or primarily, as a means
of communication..., and the instrumental use of language ... is derivative and
subsidiary.” (CIL 21)

Schopenhauer; (PP-11-620) «.. .Polyglottism, neben seinen vielen mittelbaren

Nutzen, auch ein direktes Bildungsmittel des Geistes ist.” p

/ >
Saussure =» Aristotle

» “Without language, thought is a vague,
uncharted nebula. There are no pre-existing
ideas, and nothing is distinct before the
appearance of language” (CGL 112)

* ‘“Instead of pre-existing ideas then, we find in
all foregoing examples values emanating from
the system.” (CGL 117)

m m A

48
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Ferdinand de Saussure’s

Course in General
Linguistics

51

) D
mile Benveniste on Saussure:

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

4 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)
52
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F.de Saussure'
Object of Linguistics &5 = £ [ %

¥ Le Langage (nn = B %) Phenomenon of language or speech
— Lalangue A S &% Language system
- Laparole L Speaking
e 4

& 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” € Benveniste on Saussure

53

.[:F (= rm’.‘f;J .Sionl' (' .Slc_?a”;; veuliel

p&omﬁm physie [o&'rmf/ psgehophys! ca)

—
) awdiTven,
—

Fromsmissho PL‘fs;m'j
§ ovendd g

%  Audition more important than phonation
% Vocal organs are as external as the Morse Code 54
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anguage (langue) as the true object of Linguistics

Language (la Langue)
= Speech (le langage) minus the non-psychological
minus the executive (la 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

If 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)

56
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