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BEE HAHEOAF) 2L, whid [FEl] oYy LTEThZAE, HH0k
WERRBI & RIS, whWwd [l OERICERLEAD (7] L) bOERL
Lol LV EIEDOFD, TYURFT LR, BROZELRDE, PFICDWTIH
LEHTHEWVEWV) ZERDTHAEY, URMERUEOREIIbA ST, Yrr bl
TONGFEHREIIERILL L) ETLRBPEAIVHEREINTEL, KRBT, £
DEI BN (53] EVIDLDODHL DS LKA EME, Roger Fowler D
‘linguistic criticism’ &9 & D & DRRICOWT, JLWEKRIZB TS [0 ] D55
ERINTVA.

HBFTEODLEN, HOLULOHRALTEIRITNERLRNWI &P, ZoHb. HIT,
AEE1Z BV T ‘linguistic criticism’ &) B, 1 FY ZAOFiEFEH Roger Fowler —A Dt
FLEORAKIET LV I EIZDOWT. BROZ LS, ZOL) LHEZTHDIZITH
At 5. T74bb, ‘linguistic criticism’ &\ Did, FEPICEELZERIZBWTE, B
52 T0RE (stylisties) | O#BFIZE L TH Y, ZHITOVWTIE, K Fowler HE
BOTVBEILERDTRG LY, ZRTOTHIFICHE, I VoBSDRAE,
‘stylistics’ & W LD S EIZEEIHE S H I LM L THIICEIN LR LT D, &
+ 512, B2 & 5 T O ‘linguistic criticism’ &V ) DT LY b, WhW D ‘stylistics’ &
FEN D b ORI 5, BHMEO [EER LT 2ERT L0012 5620w EER
SNLDTHD. Vi ELEBIIBTAimIITNT, 208 ) @M THIRICL TED
LITWh.

ETIHRL TR anI e, ARIEBVWTHERDER L2 D07,
Roger Fowler @ ‘linguistic criticism’ &V ) b0 &, [/H] EVIHIFFED T v YV EDH
BICH LT THDLEN) I LIZOVT. COBADOREILDS, Fhiah) OHH»EH 5.
Fowler HE b E-TWwA L)1, AL VI BRICRFORALEREL-T, [HET 7 A
MZEDIT S &) Rt AAskmiormLTBY, #£-T, Lo Lwv
SEICBILTC, T899 ¢ TARIERE] MLt LTz v, 2, URmIZB VT,
(EHAICEHL D S B2/ O LA, R E LTk “problematic” ZHFEL L -TBD,
ZOER, Tr Ve LTOMNRIIHET B84 OBROAMES, Thbb, ZOHREENR
OHEIUERT, Wb [REA] LB oTwbELEZLADTHLN, Fowler ZD—
HOFEE %8 L CTL ) EBYICHKATWAD L, FREROE ) Vo ZMHEICH LTRO
THY, #o7T, UTIZBTAEA OFERILIRIC, DHO KGRI S, linguistic
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AICADENIA LZHEBR* LTB ). SHEFEEICLD, HEOEWRIIBIT L kG
WZ&-T, ZORBORENLRY —= v R4V P & % > 7:MDi, Noam Chomsky ¥
Syntactic Structures (1957) DWMITH 572, Chomsky D, = DEE X, [ERDZIEL D4
BRI [EH] LI F LS EATAIEICE ST, BAAOEBY, DHEOSESZOM
UIiMERESERTLESTDOTH LD, VbWa [ERAERTE] LIFERS LD,
XHERE V), SHEDP OB LT A HRWEEA R S HE Y ST BT 20 %
ERET DTS, AMICLTERGEEBL52DT 817 ZOBBE, wobd
SELRHS, TTRHOY v VBV THELRRELBRLT, B I970ERDOMKOLE 3
TITH, ERZEEOVCOPHIERID T T2 —H, AEOY v Y MZBLTI,
FICHNTZOBRIBENIZOTH B2, HW L T0EM/ITIE, D55 LS Roger
Fowler ZOA b E®H T, Bl 213 ‘New Criticism i2BNWTE) Th o7 512, FICBITS
MDA EESDT 7O —FDONG 5L LOFEBEIWZ B EI12L 0, MO ODOH L
WIHRHREHLL L) LT 28E L5 THLAZY LTWVA,

XEGORNEEZ =DM, S ERAERLIERES ) Tideh o7z, 728 213, Saussure
DEBEZITEINT I 0 A EERL D, HDVIE, BEFFGIN-OLT7 - 7 4
Ve ) XL, TOWMST, FHICHTAIEGOLNTICLY, BEERsHELED -
Roman Jakobson b 72, Rkt 7\, & 2 EIKTIIERAER CEL Lo B 0k 1o
LTHEL TS, 12, B0, SlFE=hREbE 3800, Isitnd v
Y YVIZDREDRRIT T, Wb [#F%] LW L0020 S L EELE
BEeRBLELLDVETNTEY, 2L CEE, FhonEss, Chomsky DIRFE L 78K
SRR, WPENOSHEFMBERESRIG L CULL BB 52 -0Th 5.

KENITE > T, Roger Fowler "R E L LTH- 72D0E, FHno RBEBIZBWT
Thole foT, HOWRDL, BIANTERAMEFIOZ Y- NLTEY, $7-, Z20H#
REDFEILDWT S, HA LR THO KR H 725 L DN L ERORENE B/ 1) 13
LTWw2 600, HBIORAERIE, U TEBERCER, 20, HEi%e 7 40
VU X LDWHEAD SR TR, ERESZRSOBIMCHIL S L Lisn b0, B
RO ETHY, ZRIIOVTOHERE T LI, WOBEEDO DA WA/ & S2B2 L 0
BIRICH LR LOIDTE TN HERAD—DE LT, Linguistics and the Novel (1977)
I BIFCBLL Izt 5.

Linguistics and the Novel (%, 1950FfCH-LIBE, Fowler H 45T C & - R DB 812
B3 2, Whid [RIED] LW INELDTHL. 2% 1, i, Bon & LR,
HhHviE, SEFLEEERE S ALS, N DR E OB EME S B HERR L DK
ZHIIT T, TROEDOBOED LGB L LS & LTWaBDTHLH, FOHEE L
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EnH b, [HLWHEORRWEEH] 23 4528, bbb, /NHO [FE] & LTo,
WhH W A ‘text-linguistics’ £V ) b DEFRANHEL T H7:0D0HM L L LETHEN) T &
WHotz. HoT, Hid, FIIWLBIILHLDEEL V) LDIZDOWT, [WEICITEN]
Thh ES-TWA 2Fh), FEELTE, EEABRIELZIZLDE L7, ‘sentence-
linguisticss D Z N2 EF NV E LTHAL, ¥E LT, ILWEKIZBITSH New
Criticism’ R, 5 WiE, 75 » AHEEEFKD ‘narratology’ &0, T 7 - 73 )< XL
DEBRDEAE P EV S D EERLE ) ELTnD, ETBHIL, —HITBWTI,
‘New Criticism’ DEEIZH§ M EROMME Vo2 bDF, T2, MHFITBNTI,
WEEZEL 7+ N7 A L0—R LU THEREBICTEL LB 22386 LERNERD
e ws72b0%, HCETHLALOT 7U—FOREBITWZ 2050, [HifE] LV HfE
FleBRAERHTLILIICLY, [XEHESE] Sfolikt, MO XERITH LT [
LEHEnH)nThs.

BHEOIEREL, BHIIS - T, ROL ) LREMK TV E. bbb, [F7 A ML, (X
PO SN TV BEERD), BEXNICUIBTWA], Ey a1, [(WEE ) M
fl—] THHrEEHLZEZON, E-TC, [(BEFIIBWVWT) HLADOXDOIHIRES L
TVAHEOFHEL V) LD, WL BEAPICKELT 7 A PEVIHEDTHTIH L
THMAENEBLIRTTHE] LVIHIREIZTHED, ZOLHIZLTSHH, Fowler
BHOPIZHESNTWS [HE0HEE] tvwHLnid, BBLERDIHILDHLDTHA.

a sentence has a surface structure
formed by transformations of a
semantic deep structure consisting of a
modality component plus a propositional component
the latter based on a
predicate attended by one or more nouns
in different roles

“surface structure” ([EEBHEE]) Wik, [XOBREWELIRLENTE], &b EAK
Fzid TEErl, ) LMERMICE 2 [k, 230 EERWOR] ol L%
fg L, fl)5, “deep structure” ((HEHEE]) &) Did, [XOMBENEANE] 23D, X
DESEATRLBICH A [BROHE] OZ &2 L, E-7TC, —HMOXITBWTIKANE
BIARBRT A ENTELOR, [REHEEZT] ICROL, [EEEE] OfE, 2%,
[EBROEY L] 122w Tid, [a— F#me WO EMRITA] 2L TIThbh b Z &Ik
BDOTHIN, FOLI G OOBEDOMTE VD bDIE, [, CERFICBVTLHK
BHCHLY b TE 7, BREABTL W) ) — 2D HM V. EBERISHIE L Twa. &
+ 512, Fowler B3ZF DR % &L T\ % ‘text-linguistics’ &\ 9 b DDFEKRE T, [EF]
WEoTH26NA, [FEHEE] VO TRMNLEELELT, [(EKRO) EEH#E] &
WARNT R BTENEED, [3 - FEROFF] ETHPERIIOTHY), ZLT,
Tk, Tabb, N OOREOMNI T AMBRO) LIIK I TALODOI L EET
DTHA.
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LLEAS, Linguistics and the Novel I\ZBWTIREINTW5, I LVWHAOHBMIZHET 26
HTHDH. LABHOLEDOMEDHERLE LT, O, WONDEIZL BHE—H 5
BHDPORDBDEFMUEL AT AT, 727AMEV)—ED [X] 1k, H5OLMHIZBNT,
XEw?) [GE] OB HHEIIDOWADZ LW RBEDTH LD, LT, THIZFD,
‘text-linguistics’ &\  DOHGHM LFBEIZB VT, WhIFF0 [—#EH| & LTV
TWLERK LT IO —ThrLEZOLNLIDTHEY, FOLILT7FOT =15 oT
VL5R AT B % ST HE BT % BARM 2 5k 1207 - T, Fowler 1&, i ICBIF B HE Y,
TI/AMEEIIBUAENLDORFAEBGT L0, KDL LTCHEOBEIRL YT -
TWwah,

Sentence Prose fiction
surface structure text
modality discourse
proposition content

“modality” &\ ) DX [@tE], T4bb, [RIEOGEMNE (“proposition”) DAfifl - &
LYW H5E (FEF) OB - BMR], BIUOFNIHELT, [RIFBDMIT SN
BINTOANEFEEDBER] LVsbDEEKL TV, 21T, WEOKRTIZBITS
DL % TEH] 220 Tid, $LTTH [HEE E0 [EHL], ¥ “discourse”
EMEZEIZTHETINTHLA, L0 EEMIZIE, BIZECHERICBITS [HL] o
IR 2 &2 U CRBIelifiAtdh 5 & £ 2 S hTw b,

e { ZDDET, Fowler it, LEHDLIIICEBERZONAZ2DHFT) -0 b,
“text” & “discourse” 7T R 4FICHLY LIFCHREZEDO TV, FEYVOPHIZH - Tit & )
DUFEETHAL L END, “content”, T bbb, [X]| ELTHFZ X+ 2B A
“proposition” DRFEIZE L THEBIYICELD EiFS v 20w T, Bz, oL
Saag ] BT LBEPOMENTFIHEA T VAL THY, 5T, ZOHE~DT T
O —F DR 2 BARRIZOWTiE, B2 Propp X, & A\ %, Greimas, Barthes & V5
27T ADHEEERFZ - LOTTIAT R - Tw b [1EBHE] oEity, Ly—REs
ZADEHDEDL)ERBTHLEZFICEET STVWEDTH BAH, ZhZFN TEXT,
‘DISCOURSE’ L EIN/:ZODBIZHL T, TSI TFONEY 2B FIFCE4 45
VREEBZVEHICEDNL, 28%51E, ZIIBWTHERSINTVLOE, Bil2iE, 58
DMAZHLELTOT 7 XA MEBROFBEE D, wbwad 4] L LT “nodality” DR
AL, BB\, Booth ® Bakhtin @ [ | OBGROME, L CHIZIE, Fowler H&
2% “mind style” LIFATW S, 158, B F, BHEAWE V2500 RBICET 5, [T
AN EERIN] ORMENLEED, Lo SIFRN BRI OV TOWH WRIRRTLA%
WL THAL. ES 5T, Linguistics and the Novel I2HHDIE, $HL I TH [FEaIEies |,
Thbh, HROGRHMIZITTHY, MEHOIEEDIILALTNTREIES T4
DTHEB. Z) Vo IMEEDHRTHLL VDI EETHLEALSINLNE, VbW [EF]
BT AHETHL L ICBbha. 285 61E, [EH] L IaiE, [o0— Mg &
VOPEEEITR ) ECEDORLLERBRELD, DF ), [FB B & T8 (8% |
LEME, XRE) 1] 205 DR T EFRICHZ 57\ h 5 Th 5. Fowler 12 & g,
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MHEEICBITS [ER] Lv) o, —2l2id, #LT, FOREELTRICEVTIE,
(o) £BHA], 2F 0, [—EOKFOTONAEEEIC L VMR ER T RER
BANEERT B, Z200DOBHDOI L EEIDTH DA, MAMEDOKITIZBV T,
BHEOCHoTHAEL TS, [RBEOI Y2 P ary] EVILDITHBLTHAES
LB, BY BT, Fowler 28 5 TD, WEDKTLI BT S [EH] ofkL i, 20
WEIZBVWT, FHIZOVWTO [HEEEEN] ZHFEANLBLTHWLDOTHDLH, LHL,
ZZTh Fowler i3, BUEIREOH TEOL ) LMHFEOH & LT, H 352 Bernstein
D [HEEI—-FEBREI—F] LWHXNINRZZYELTWEb 00, ZhU EDZ LI
BMLTiE, RAULKEBROMADHALRETDHDOHRIEDL 5 T A,

VL E, Linguistics and the Novel \ZBJ L T AATER LRI NIEL 6 20vDiE, 3 HAHA,
Fowler DERDOVITNIDPREDAIIEDL - THHE W) T EIH L TR ETE LR W, &
B oI, ZORERROKED, ) NEMBEOKE IHIZ, H-VIIKEFTH 72 h L2,
HHVIE [KEOFHFETHZALLD] THho720 T h720THLI ERBAAE»STH
B, FAMEBTNEROEEI V5723 L TIRE T, Fowler 25 Z DO AICHE L
TWAHBIIIH LT THSE. 2% 0, DS, NHD [FF] BROKADAY - PELT,
T 9§81 Chomsky DEFAERLEHEE V) dDEIY LIFTHE 4055, REMIZIZZD
ToFF—HETHhWNIRE, [HEEEF (“sociolinguistics”) | £ W) b DIZFHEL T
BEVH)ZEIIHLTTHS., L) dnd, MEILLA, BLOFERIENLIHIICLT
EATWALZEIIHLT, HBEPALOTFEZEL TRV EVWEVW)I I LIZHED0b L
hiewv, ZT 502, i, BRAERGEEVS, [30] ORI TAS 52 & & EEAKEFER|
ETAFE, HESHEFLE V), F LT oK ERIL, [ ofl» 607 7o
—FEVIBDEF—OBEBELTHHELY, [FF] Lv), H—SNTVTLR2ENE
THAHEITO—HMOEREAIIENT, MOBBLLMZLELbDEAZLTVWEDTH
B0, ZOHBEOZEZLFHH, BEOBMEGRIGEYBXHER, BREEIIM-> TniEn)
ZLIHHTH S, €L LE, TrFT-ELEW) b0, ARETT LAV EBEEICE
WTZEHEDERVHLLEERHDTHY, BT DI, £hbid, HOORHIOFEL
WHBDELETHILIZLY, HOTHOLPRIEENIIHESINDL LV ZHNDLDT
HHETEPOTHE. ZLT, EBBEICSTFHIEY, )b 8b5Bhholzt
W) BERIZBWT, WhWwd ‘linguistic criticism’ W) b DOLH —B LTz AL I &
KhPRKOBELOTHY, ZLT HEBIZEALET, XHRGEHKRIIHT S,
‘linguistic criticism’ 225 DOEFED [BHEH LT 3% TV AHEEZEZLNLDTH LD,
FINS 2 EICETAFELVERICOWTIE, BICKADEE L TEWTBLIZEIZLT,
RIZ, ¥4 &, Linguistics and the Novel DIIITHERIZHR I N, RO LF LWFEED
— D Toh b, Linguistic Criticism (1986) IZOWTHTALI EIZL L.

Linguistic Criticism (2B W T, ZOWMTFOHHOPLEL - THEIEEL TW5EDI,
Linguistics and the Novel (BT 5 & 9 7, “deep structure” & “surface structure” D3XFiL &
P, & BT “transformation” & A& Vo A TIELRLCT, d&dEi3ud 7 7407
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XL OHEEMIETDH - 77, “habitualization” & “defamiliarization” & V) —HL DX T BE&
Thab. TTHRMI, Fowler id, MRIISHEMICLVEBRINZLDOTHY, RLTZ
D TIiE%V] v, Edmund Leach DEHEX5IHT 4. ThiE—KIZXIFARLRTY
BrEansEZXH, 2%h, HMRICIEOPSBHOEEL V) BDIHbL> TV, F
BIEFILHLEITHTIE I, BN ZOEKRESIENT] vt ER L%
BELT, THFIZIMTS L L ENHELEEVS DR EERL, HHDIE, AR
EHEOEBY S TENDIHE S TVAEBE L TWABEZITRDLE] L) T EERL
TWBDTH LA, Fowler i & o To, #HFEH & L T D “habitualization” &
“defamiliarization” &\ ) BRSOV 1E, EBEZOWRAIIBNTE, £DLHILT, £D
bELEDHHTHHULT + 74N ) XLOMMEBRZ /2L AN LTV D, Sif

(#HH) BHErLIFHELTHWEDTHS.

FPFEII, SHEIIHERIF TV LEALAOEHETELT, —D0F LT ook E T
BDOTHAIN, ZOBEEL, SO LVEEETEICANMPER IR TLE ) L) ARD
A%, ZORTABPBENICAEZONL LS ICLTHEHEEDTW L. DT b, ML
2 TH5DTHAED, ZOBRTAMIE, BEFAEBIIBVTHOTIERTEILRBIITLT,
FNo% [#EE] O—BlE LTHEBTAZEIZED, RoBEL, F-EWIII 227
—PFBIENTETCNEDOTHD. LeLEDDH, ) vo5ik#ikEn [FEFEME] 2,
—DODOERHEPHEL TWD., T4hbb, [#HEE] L) boid, WwFlILsr—fos 1
TTLE%RLE, #oT, BHTHSELTLE) QDLDOTH LA, #ELLT, ZhICKE
DXL APRVAMOBZERLREL T/, FHICERNMIILZ-TLET ) LW,
“habitualization” DfEf&HATTH 5.

FOEHIILT, FRBLTRR > TWITEWEWV) FERIZBWT, SHE—MOLEE
THHELEZADTHAY, AMNFSETELTEHMOERRLH S OME &b - Tw
HlwyHEER, FHERLEED [OFL] Vol U EICEKLWE Y, EBAMICHE
LTERLTWAS. T4bb, Hicw) [1F+ufx—] 2 [HHRE] 2 [HH] Lvor
bORTNT, Frdid V77 Al 2 (R TLhzweiwn) e 5254, Zh
5A%, ANEIOXALRHEEHIZE s TRWIIR T > Twhb EWV) 2 L, HNICHEELDT
HHY, FNEPOTIEMEIII VRN -TLEIDTHS. 2Fh, FhHDb25
FTEREHLEV)BDOPFHELT, AMIZZFNRSHPREL V) 0%, BRI ORI KM
LTWhEnoiBoofmicEhEL, WHhIFZFIIZFELTLES. BT DI, 2ho#
B, Wbh®b [Hi#kl V) LODERIME S LVDTHEY, HEIZNX—D20 [#
KT av], MO [HEMLERTIIBITAEHE] KTELWwEV) T EER
LTBY, bLEIRZRVELLS, ZRCFHER LT CICEHNTHEINICZ -
TWAEWV) ZEDFARLEDTHL. ZLTHEIZIE, ZOL)RAMELKICOHEMLE VS
7200, BELTLSEBRALWVHEEANEBEBLAZEICLRA. 2Fh, iR ARG,
EFOEREMPHEE P EVSTLDIIONT, —AKELTNIILEVWOTHILY, Fh
bidb bbbk, HHROHLHUMRIIBITA, [HHEE] OFEICEHBKT N GEL ORE
FHLTWAEDTHY, Thbb, AHMEEE L TOMHMHLEFR2FETELLVWESE
L) b0, ERHRABROTFIHMLHLTCNAEZA D, TREEEILHLTIE
il L, 2LCE7, 2555242k ), TKAPBOBORELTREBDE - LOZFNIZ
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BEIED, ZODOFHALEREL LTEETALDELNVEBLLDEDTHS.

RRELT HEMERTICBILSHEEMAIE V) O L TREBMIZZ I v b5,
—HED [HEFEB) | LV ) BOPREL R ST ADTHADS, BT DI, F)Wol-HEF
GBI Z 225, [EM %) |, B XU, ‘linguistic criticism’ W) L DD T FHE—IZB T
V5, “defamiliarization” W) FdFLDTHY, T4bh, FROEBEWIHHLT, [T
EDLLETEOSHERE] A, LD L)% TRNZRHEI L, 2LTE, Z2HUIHL
T [BE#EOLER] 2RT X/ 2 %6200 THHA5, L0 BEANICEZ
i, N oflidiid, “uncoding” = “encoding” & VI EMLFBIEE 4B L CER S L
EWl%B. 2%, [RFEZOULHMMMEDZIFANRONREORE] EWvnH 0%
By LI, ZRORPOH LTI LT, HLOERASERESL, ZBh o[
TOREGEERD (L2 HAET L] S LI2E ), BRELTHEZEALH [ F4oF— |
e E L, [FFELTW2#40a Y Y2y a v IR LT, #h6% [EEE] L,
BRI [H0HT 5] LHICBETL20TH L.

Pk & 912 LT, “habitualization” & “defamiliarization” & V> 2D DA D712,
‘linguistic criticism’ & V29 b DOMEFFHE % K& 72 Fowler 18, # 9\ o 7233125 - TLL
TOFERELEDTVLDTH LY, TIFTTLREZIILEBVLTEREIN TV LEZONE
A%, TAERNZ AR S M7z Linguistics and the Novel DF N2 513 b iz @ BT L 2
2 TWHEW) T L, BHIIHABRTELIITTHL. TTE—I, EdoTE L, vwhbif

(772N BT LFHOME L) b0t LTHICHEDR %9 5, linguistic
criticism’ E W) EKEHE LD THE00, SRRFOTLHMEAREL T NELD
B, POTERLEHIZE N SR TRERERLETHLEV) DRV DR ->TL
FoTwah TNHDFERIL, TCHRORMELT, FLECBVWTE, wWbW5
“context” & WV BDDEARWLH ) EFTIZOVTHNLN, T/, FRICEEAZEICS
WTE, R0 WL LTEOTHS TH DL LA END I LIk 572, ‘pragmatics’ R
‘speech act’ DF LA EWMAICEBH L2275, XEFLEATHEELTWAS, X hLvis
By7% “context” IZBITH SIEMFEMRDET N E L BRENY — U R ROIFHEFS LA
DLTVBEDTHHAS, TOBRHEBMOHME L TR 5 TWBDIE, BIRAERER & Tt
LT, TNOHRBALBEREERIUED TS, HASESTHALLWVI T LIL L. [H
KFIZ, Linguistics and the Novel 12 B W TIHARM LR L W) ATl ER LT A7 5
YARBEERD I, SRESICENCELZ L. FIZIE, HETEHS, Chomsky
@ “linguistic competence” & W 9) & IZFED VT EIR LT & 7= “literary competence” & V29
DI LTHE, 20N 7 )74 KELTERIIEE % LT, #7212 “sociolinguistic
competence” E VI BEEETIRIRL TWVEDTH LA, FH) W 2EH I #iL, ‘linguistic
criticism’ &£\ b DA, HEHERLD, WhO D ] L) booEREELT, HE
CHEEFE [727 A M) CHUADTLEB ) T8, 20FLFLDREEL LT TITH S
HIMNTLE - TVD LW ZLDMEDDFRTHLESZ A, M, av7 - 740
<) AL LT, [EHIZ LT, ‘linguistic criticism’ & W H H DiE, HIFRHANIIE
CHENTLIES> TS EEbRITNIELRO V. FTRA-ESI1C, &2 CHEOEBN LK
E o THBELTVLIDWE, BM»ICOYT - 74 V<) XA 20068ALTET,
“habitualization” & “defamiliarization” & \» ) — LD T E LD TH HH, FNHIZxt L
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TExD, ThODbED LRSS TOVLEMELERMLERGVEV S 2L DICEL T
BKMICHER->TLE ) R L, £, HAREHBEFNLVBIIV - EERBENSMZ N
TV EV)ZEEERTELZLRZVL, £V TE, FIZIEHELEIIBNT, wWhW
5 [tHE] ORBEIZDOWTERE T HMEIC, A Poetics of Composition {281+ %, Uspensky @

[77 A MA] BRGBEIEE L2006, BOOEROTBW 2 BEE LTI, [Haa]
EA7F+uFx—] Lo, [77 A CBFHBHRIHFLTERP LTS LV 2 FE
PHOOESBICHETHEITTH A.

LlE, $41%, ‘linguistic criticism’ &\W) OO HREE L, BEEICBITLAZD
FEHEDOBIZHD (B0 sz bDIZOWTHNTELZDTHAD, FOLIHIZL
T, [F272AMVAH] %, bbb [a— FEZEOFHF] L LT ‘textlinguistics’ £V b
DOTERDP L, FNE T 72K ERND, [HEMLEXTICBITEEEEH] LvwHbo
KL THIsE s 3 AFBEHOBRANLFE LM bELDE LT, Fowler HE,
Linguistic Criticism DBEBEZEOBHEIZBWT, Fh L b SEFNICHR S NI, Literature as
Social Discourse (1981) £ W I BLDFEIZIBIILAERIIFLTERLTWA. 5T, X
12, AL, Literature as Social Discourse HLY EIFT, ZZIZBNTHD LN LI TOHK
OHFHEEL V) BDIZOWT, HICFLIRANTWL I LT 5.

Literature as Social Discourse | L TETHE—ITFEH L TBP LTI RS2V &I,
% O H T Fowler 4%, Roman Jakobson & DA & % i L, ‘Closing Statement : Linguistics
and Poetics’ (1960) THFICHEIC EIFTHEL, 207 v F7—-EL LTHLOHGZ*E
BLTWwBEW)ZLIIHLTTHA. §ThbbH, Jakobson & FDFH LD, “objective
fallacy” & “‘poetic language’ fallacy” &9 ZOD[E/B| # DS THL LN TV DTH
5735, “objective fallacy” & W29 DX, XEF%, ALk rEHZREFE-MEHAL, HEAEL
TWH—ED [EE (‘object”) | LALTEZHTHY, FHUITEDIHIME A OLFIES L
VW) b0, TEBEOSM] 12, [HEERERGR] 230L LTHFELTWAEWV) T LI
eh. DFD, FICEALTE, wWhid [ZhBE| & LTHRbhauEa s 2nwe 35,
[R83Z] o2 L %2383, fii)y, “poetic language’ fallacy” &9 Dix, LI, FHEO [§
HeEiE] OFEXBOLBEOILTHY, 23, XFOSHEEV) M)ci, HH OO
TR GiEE i, 2320 [RRHICRL ST &5, [BEl oz & 24T,
FLT, FIVHCHERE - E2ZHERELTWVEDD, Fowler (2 X i, Jakobson &iED
FEHRLTHAL V) LR DBDTHLY, FORLIIBIIAEINLBRBORLWHLE
bhd& LT, Fowler I¥, Jakobson DIE L T L SiBmE T A 8RERICOWVTHLY |k
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WbWhH [EiE] FEDEENS, MHTLEHTAY 74 H Vi [l (kST 5]
EHEINLBDIIFTELVDOTR RO L VS BT THS. BT 512, Jakobson D[ 7
F1EWIDDODEREE, [HLOEFRKE VI SDIZELT, (FEMI) SHEFOA A —
VIHY, £, SHEFOBYSLENELAHOLOL LTZIFANRT, 20O#RLE LT,
Pl ELSREEMIBEDL S TWABRYIZEWTIE, FFEEHEMICELLEINS] LT,
[HATHBHN KT Vo bDRFHRELTVAIITELRVEWV) I EIZRLDT
BHHH, LIAHNVEBEIFIEVIE, TRHOPBLOMMETRT A-DICHH LTV AL
LTO [EfEF] LI o, FREEPS L TRLTEREL LD R ETERL, Fhy
CHDHKALZET [RE] ORBIZHLEDTH T, BAROI LihsH, —HOMy LIk
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