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—FWRINIE T

F =

(W SNEEKE BiFXFZ¥FR, K 400031)

W OE., ATHYwiaf 2R E S aAFH S, SRR S G AR F A
JESHT M REH(CxG)” TG “ Rt vs 03, B E 3 vs dE AW 50, R KM vs 4RIk
P EF R vs B, P i vs X RS, — R/ AR vs SR X EE, AmIE S F
CxG ARG R KR FRRREZ EEZ R m ke, Tt b ag— 2 2| I, EARRIL & 8597 69
J6 AR F ., 5% A5 Z AR P ARSI (R) Fe AR (GN) , 3t A RATLF R AT 25K e9 ¥
Pk iE T A LA RINE T F” SR AN FE—A—iE 27 X £ A
T W) LRI (R) Frikdmde T(R)

EER. BARY FAmIE T MXEE RIAES S

— EASMAERBIEZERA

WEFEH = BIS AT EAT R F IS, X & — DM i F 5, ARV B AR R 18 &
SR E P BOEE 20 AW KB SIS BUNFEW Bt 7 b EE IR F I W R N
(1999) KRB 3R 1 “ th S W e BURAIa TE I BE ", 4645 | IX Sl [ NTE 5 2 R e th 7 — A0k
Jila),

W2 BATZ T ISR T 27 (LG TR F 5 U5 R IR 255) B 55, S IRATETR 5 L (454
THFRFDOE T ) B Sk — WA, i B R 5 ol 5 R il PR A AT T FLEE Aty AR P9 7 72
S =) (RIEF IR 1) IR S S8 AT T 27 vs BBl AAS 7 2% K50 0 2 ) v 1 I BRI 2 JR
T CHETIeR , AT 43 =) IS 1 iz B i — 2R 1 20 22 =315 5 = S ap iy P
BEAilh

I VG 542 DU AN o) 9 B AR, B P 9 i B — I3 2 MR A Y A B 37 2 AR Y e i
T EIEL L P 4 BEECE 2 17, WU R MR RIS YT 2% (EP) 0T (Ph. of Mind) 55
TR S ONHNE S %2 (Cognitive Linguistics , fij X CL) FIAIA IR 5 2% ( Embodied-Cognitive Linguistics , &
FRECL) , W 1 Wi 5 —17 (b PR BRI G4 A SCHRHITIT Z — . FRATHE T b
“HEJGEY  F K F L H 02 IEBIE (AR SOS) ARI AAM MAIAIEF =" (REE 2R CEFR
(BB S ) AT . PR, 2 5 0T AR TN = B R AR Tt sk et 578 28 #: b T3,

EE®ET . £ B WA, WS RS E PR O R A B, 18 AR S0, ERN IR F 2 A S i E e,
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124 HED B Fmge; # Whitehead, Russell: £ W(Q22) «—p [ % SL]

Z=08 1848725 ¢, 186147 187270 1889/51 1857/13

Ea Sdﬁ{dc Neurath, Camap, Ayer
w23 188245 1801770 191089

IR ,
2% 4E AR . ”_< & Tarski; = Davidson: #— 2 Dummett # £ %
£% S0 EE 1902:83 1917/03 \ 192511
§E(v l?’)Qume, Kripke, Chomsky, Momagu& 134 TG]
< £4 190800 1924;16 194V 1028/ 1930/
’
RESHES % (41) Moore, Wisdomh,
1873/58 190493 ‘.\
| 34 #(4l) Wittgenstein(53) ‘\
. L8 .
FER = . | F(#)Ryle, Ausun \Gmoe Strawson
Bx 190076 1911/60 191)«33 tg1006
» % Sellass, Chisholm, Searfe.
191280 1916199 e Y
\BKRS A 8% Husserl Jaspers [Dutkheim Malinowski, Firth / 8 | SF]
185938 18%3/69 18581017 188442 1890/60
¢—H0 AZEMEARAME ($8): Nietzsche, Heidegger, Gadamer
1844/00 1889/76
(%3) SS ({%/5: 2 %48 ): Horkheimer, Marcuse, Adorno, Habermas /, Bakhtin
189573 189870 190360 1928 159373
IR /19 = Lacan, Sartre, Merleau-Ponty, Lévi-Strauss, Ricoeur, B
i jeoum 100580 1008061 150809 1013 191380
Lyofard, Deleuze, Foucault, Baudrillard, Detrida, Bourdieu, Kristeva
ELs -3 < 192498 102505  1926/84 192907 193004 193002 1941
ERf BEE: Freud Feyerabend; Hassan; Vattimo
185630 192404 1925 1936/
= =AW V\mgenstem, Quine, Rorty, Jameson, Hoy Spretnak
10800 19310' 1934/ 0405’
W nitehead, Hartshome, Cobb, Grittin, + 3530
186147 1897.00 1925/ 1939/ 1960/
Griffin: Pence, James, Dergson, Winleneau, Nansnome
183914 184210 185941 186147 189700

SOS

+— [CL/ECL]

B P AR = e )

B IR LR Dy A R SR O B Tk, LR R E A R, SRR BB b E AT R R

B (John Cobb) W T HATHIAN 415 S M, 518 5 1 2 i A B R [ 33Xl o [ =3 TR 2

P EMRESE TAENSCR AP h S R EIE R R BOR R IS R R R it
ARSI 1 95 RIS IR B L R H 20

Z MRIEEPREFH R

LR vs B B E S vs FERM E L
TﬁﬁﬁM%F THT 20 DS vs MEOIE™ (HURMES vs BIMEID ) 2 5 (TE T35, 1972 B8 3UE,
2001 ; K54, 2004 ;2 % | 1946 ; TR TR AL Eh,1980) , LAE 228 H 5 W6 ¥ 1) = AN ) 45 4k ok
FLfAT s AT R AN T
FEGIE T LT 2E0AT T 2000 2247, 28 55 DU [a) il — BB SF 2000 3 NS A 20T 34395 5 A7 7E
— B L X FL SR — AR A AT L (1) SRR IS —— SRR A — (2) B —R
PSS — TR FNZY 3 ( Lakoff & Johnson,1980,1999) ## & fiT#RIA 4SS M & WL = X ¥ 2%, 5 2 AH*T
A2 P T 55 DU 2 1) 1) J AR AT 2, Lo B 2 iR I 12, KO S AR R 0 32 3, D Bt R s
AFEHE— IRANAE [ 2 ) BB, B U Z BT e e AR Ak, J5 AR 0 By B 2% LA
Feruty B 5 NGB 2ot BEAE RS (S 0L ,2014)
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R 1 b3
%M T KE R 7 HER

A ML i
%M Zik HEFE b

Bt KEANEY  HEER
EAE LB <> kBN E L EE (B TE)
B2 PHA ] s

PO IE S S H LY T B3 238 M 5461 ( Robins, 1967 ; T8 ,2007) , BIARHE K 2 S AE DL R vs
FEPE” S HEME T T G R PR AR SR S0 D R T IS 2 I R S B
SRS PHEE MR MERE S TG iE RS T EONEIMES  (HE#RIE T2 3 X Haing, 5H
AEGT R S 2 TR 2000 32 U 2= 18 5 S 3e N AHE 5 % (CL) M B (CxG) FAINIE 5 2
(ECL) .

R 2
19HEAHT  GEXF RopEE, YRERFHE
91E FRHRIEE ¥
20t G E BT ¥
BEET ¥ $ 4k B

EMEET H—> EM £ NEE%¥: CL/ICXxG/ECL
(G50 SUE S HA T B S 2 16)
3 LT PIPF et 5 H 2 A i 5 2 Ak

TR RN b A 52 T AEREAR TR S 30 0 GG AR DI " B oA 5 AT 2 K 2 WA, TR
FIT V7 G52 AR 2000 ZAE R B E ARSE AR Rl EAR R T AR RO U AR T R
DB RIS E DA IC R RWE R R B = AR AR B AT R AR B TS SRS =R
BMENT S, AMUAE TR 38 A 0, X = R S gl 2 A AT iy BAR 2 B 1 3 2 R T H IR Ly
CL.CxG .ECL, 814 1 J W5 BAZC S U “ BLSE— N H—i8 57, KIMB SRS 28 50 B I 1) -+ Hoih
AN 2 CRMARIA DT 20) R E 5 iR B R E L s AEE | ail BRSO =S E) R
WP | OGHK IS (CM ICM (ECM) (IR (PRI B 5 LM VR ) 4%,

FATAT AR X (AN Ty AR G — 7R B T8 5 & )2 T 77 5 I UL X SO 5 2E P RE T —
A G WFIE 5 I, 5 140 21 T 2032 ST AL

2. RIMH vs RIAHE

AR ORI F R NK B3 TR R, S AR A RSy AR 33X S iy 2« MY
vs MEL” PHRPT R E XSS5 3k 4 20 IR Y R 45 R F51H 5 RGPS, h A I i it &
AE ) R, AT ] — B EMEO 32 SCOORTT el R, AR BMEHE QR PR RIE 5 A, BXHE =
UM T R TTER , N BETE AR — T TS 2B T TR S 97 B T AR AT MEC IR Y
i, CL.CxG ECL WK IE AW, FHERATTE AU, E5 3 32 LAY EY) LA AU SCE BT [0 31 1
EZ0EMIN)

RIVAR,IBES RERAERME, EEEE TAZ EN—HREALN LR Z T, LEET 1A,
WU, Y AT A Z AR ARG S X — Sl R Gz AT R I AR 5 X ARz, il
ToHAMERE, TRRIEEZ T RR < R, A AMTH1E 5 68 1 2 e KA 1) (be hard-wired into
our genetic make-up) , NTEH A2 IR Fogl I i 17— S8 R0 it sz T HAMA RN R ) 9 5 RE ), X
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1B F A HLE " (Language Acquisition Device, faj #% LAD) , H A% 0 5t & « 3% 30 15 72 7 ( Universal
Grammar, G #% UG, f35 5 [ Principle ] FIZ %[ Parameter | ) . 1l CL.CxG ECL AN iE 7 H A A,
KIMET e Bise RZMEAE R 3 T R B A BT DL R A5 J5 7 3 SE 0 S 7 L HIE 5
FEH I S 50 UL FN KT

(1) Gy g5 . T SCTE %o A4 1) 4 X R ARE 5 P 0 U AR 4 5 3 s 4R R RN AR 45 1T 5 1, B R A
R CEARE) " AR CARIT) ",

(2) RIZMATARUE - o€ 3RZTE 2T 2 & RO 75 8 2 L T R IR 2 A b (5 B S
BI85 MRS PR AR B AT v SEBR IV AR mT U g S RUEEPE AR 8 A L AT L 7 R 0 TR JZ 45 4
vs R (0 5K, HAOA R J5 2 ] i i & R 4 s AR

(3) HeTHIRE BURTRY A8 5 i UL R AICAS” 0 S0, LA S B i 9 TRk by it R AT RE G M 5 IR R
HEASRAE ARHE AR A AN GE o W R i BTG 58 5 WL, SOt DR T8 4 12 RN 32 451 ) R T 5
W

FIRT(2006:26) 5 i1, WA E OB “ REA BT R Wi ESE M, IERA B T
Mgz RSSO EUNEE T — T RATS AR RmMING” . RIEHK (Sontag, 1966:19-23) HLik Ny,
AN T AR 3 AR 2 AR BT SR HESS | J AR 32 S8 A5 R SUTE R 2 IRAN AR IR 2 78 3 R
UL T AR T EE R AR AR | I B 32 AR I 5 S — Ay, — o ek . Ol W 26K 4E A
HR ARG DU A5 R 48 3 M AR TG AL B B, X IRATT R U, w2 e IR b2 ik ATE i
T B A R A R S SRR B F IR RAR R B TR AT S k. RS AR BB AU B AR TR
B IR Z T 30N 2 R S HIA A

FATXTIVUES T = IUR SCE LT TIRRIE T B — D i R 5 s ok “ R
EHFET AR T PRI 00 SRR A o M A MR TR 1 AR BT (H 48 AN 2 R K, T2 S5 K98
RN S AR Y, BFfE AR ( Goldberg, 2006 ) HY BT 3% B A« Constructions at Work; the Nature of
Generalization in Language” , TA 15T HOMEFEME T BRI “ 0" B ook A AR S L5k, ©—H
“ LFECat work) ™ IR QY RIEUL™ BEIZ T b (lay off) T, 2Ll A S HERERE 1 iZ L 5E4E T HiEE
BTG A ML XA R A A T FiRFRA A, R, M =CE R 18 5 RS A T, oAU
B PE HIMERA 2 IR EOCTE R R A 20, CxG SR MURRIRRIE AT, SR 5 418 1He S5z ) 35 ik AL
A MEE S AL . PRI CxG IR AS—R M HERR X 53 P B 75

T D7 Pl b A BT 5 e DA B ORI FRATT R B AR X R L T AR A S L A
SIS AATH — 5 K557 SR BT N7 T B o AT X 9 2 A ] (SR BL) 1 2 300 5
(EERAEY) , B B IRE5 A ik SO R, AR GE SOS (T #,2009) I ECL 1420 J5 ] « B 55—
INHI—IE 7 A, D RFNE 52k B FE TSN AN, BRI S 0 i 2 =2 8 3 A ] Sl AH 38 ) A 2 Fi i
AR XA ARG LA B AT A A o FRATTIA A | MEFE P 00 107 214 SHe B ok A Rk 1, EL B SR
T (CRIE AT e BE R 4 w18 ) RIS

R I IR A IR SRS MR, DL A 56 7 A 7 2 (B2 B S0k 32 S0 Rk 32 30 B
SR BRI AW s ih W & — B I R SR R T SO g b AR 1Y
JIrh IR TR SRR T T2 B, S ST CRe Bt 5 ) W 5 HAH S S 37,
AR Y MEDL” T ANAHE” ARG 5, B SR T AR 53 X TN X R AT e iR iy
UONIEF 7 o PRICATA B S AR R TR WA AT R B Y X AR A i) T
R I ZIRIMEG TSGR F W, 185 ARERH 202, MRS AAEMZ ey, R Ir IRk
TZIeie Ul o i T XTE S XHEF & 2RI T S 8K TR, A K 22, i vk Ja BRAR 235 B
T GETGAR AL TN i B 2 BE HLA# BE 7 (Taylor, 1989 ; 87,2007 )

3. HaRE vs St

EEARRETECTIEIR) (1937) Hrdi th 3% 7 5 22 8 THRR T G 2, RIS A RRk i A5, 28
JE A Y, SR BRI X — i SRR Tk — WL T A B S B S R AR R 25
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T ( Deleuze & Guattari, 1980, 25 FHEF, 2010 141) Fr48 iy, AR, 5015 1 48 5, Hk & 7E
T F AR 2 PR 2/ AE RS B ATTAR 2445 A — o) 48 &t fir kA7 1 38 i A s 48— 1k
WIS AS R AXS S, M, T O ST ) S 6 AR B TR AT I SRR AL B O — A B (SRR ) T
Je BT 2 O EE A R B T AOe T R T B IR IX

— BRI, FRATT A AR T A B R W BN, SR 5 M S T A | 3k 2 L 4
TR A9, B . SR« — MBAFAE AR IR Z " (00 G s, AT A6 B, 3 T4 0K S B — i,
U RRIR S — M AN S G A Aok  BEOCTERR IR , WIS . CxG MAFFE ik IE S5 s v &
LT HER KBRS GRS S MR ER A 2 T, 08T HLS BT B R =X
T SCRRIE AU IR . JEZR 50K (Fillmore ) 25T 20 40 80 AR Z IR A 43 HT T 18 41 “ kick the bucket,
spill the bean, What’ s X doing Y 2" 55 2] 1E AR B0k | 223l fi BB T BQ S5 A0 A 300 % B3 i A 8 Z A0 FR)
EE S, AR X S T Bt — G B R

FAVHE ATATIE S A — & SR s 2 B 1 ) TR BE  18 5 F R A N L 584y 6, R
2 BRI — SR B TT 4R A AT il 5 b — SRR R A X RPN AN BB AR T FCTISAE L T i AR =N
RGBT Z AR VT BE N DAHE R | SR R R A Sy — AN, AT R
PR, 3k SR H R R SR AT AL Ry T 7 S B [ E B A B B A E AR TR SRR
WA AN G B AR AR, B SLAE AT R R P i 538 6, A5 AR A iR b e 1« 584
PE” X RAREL TG T HIRIG R 1, A3 a4k 2% IR ( Wierzbicka, 1987) (FE /R BE/R | BILAN B 40
(Kay and O’ Connor, 1988) , /& 15 1 % ( Jackendoff, 1997 ) HWLFIFE /R BL/K (1999) | H#F F 4% (1995, 1996,
2006) 25, [ 277 anfti 4 B (2002) | TEZE0E (2006) (VLA (2008 ) 8T (2007,2011) 55, #2200 5
THANDUE T — LR R A X (B 2T 18 ) #6107 TR 00 (2 W E 8 ,2011:325-329) , flfi]5%E Ay
RAIZA T, e B b Br 2875 11 22 1 IR X R AR E , BRI AS) XD S X P “ A5 7K (Inberit) " TR Z
T SCRFAE AR A T X RIS A A — e 65 30 S o 3k B A () — A G I A 58 35 . BT LA, A
TR B A M ARFIR 21—, B 53 AT R 2 o e e s 1 | %ok AR K (R BF 5 WT J i  — e iy ity AT

A S BA MRS TR AR S RET

X B BT MR e AR TR BRI K 2 BT AL, R FRATT
SRR LERI I 100 G T SRR IR Y 2 38 V8 B v gt i 1 Ok, LA L 1 38 2 I b 807 Bk Iy U ) = A FE )
P WEL 7T 4 P ( Observatory Adequacy ) | $# 5 ¢ 4 P ( Descriptive Adequacy ) | i B¢ 78 7 1
(Explanatory Adequacy) , iXH] W5 B BE bR mts SCE b a5 e OF5E a9 RN 15
PACER 2 AT M R XS P 5 1 5 S AU T 454 32 SCF1 TG BB e Ay — KRB, B S S an it &
IR — B B A

ECL A , WHACIA I AEUERY 58 T8 19 A BER B, AR IIR AR T RRIR 21—, (5t 4 435 DA — 2]
Feok, H SR A Z SR %, ENTE AN R I R b Al 73 8 AR B AR A, #0%
A EEREN,

4. P vs HP Uik

PGP 2B L — > LUB T B2 Ry o A RHA R E50RAS BTk | Bl |t st R«
07 IR RGERE T )IRA: 2 b0 P07 T RO ROE R OISR R A AR TE
BB (R R) L0 (BAIE AR S thoag ORIET0IE) ARE e (Fr i
)45,

FATVHE , A B S ZEARIB R SR AC BT (A SRR 2 ) i B 1R] T3R5 BOA 5 A B2
T, PR, U7 RO A T ERE TR R (DUB BRI BA) o R A IRIUH B il F 15 5 R AR 5T
TENLT IG5 B R HE A T AEIEL 1T CL L CxG \ECL WG 5E 13X P71 A

BN WA BERIT ST Ak | B L ) g BLAT RO — R A R DU R e, (ELT 35 b i 2 3k A1
HARZ TG HARR T2 N A TIE S WAZOIEE , XA (i B an - i s 2ul 5 E”
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S R S LI ) b A I Gy (B R B ) |, sk HLfaf 5 T e vh o {H TG T8 S iy iF
FEHARN AR TSR R RERT -, 7 25 DU 5 58 70 PR RS 78 0 PEAE S AR 30 S A 5 7 BB R JE A
bR, X T — 4> TR 3AF 187 (Chomskian Paradox) , fll—7J7 HBEE 13 7 B I = KARifE,
T3 HDOR H O R0 G R TR H RS ILE SCORTE 0007 b X BT 54 = KA e
ML A FE e 1S RAT i,

Je BT 2 I e SO 3k b W0 | AR 2 P M Z258i8” . CxG BRI R A% O 1
Pat , WROHENC s (A SR t0Ie GETE TR A ) R T IR O B il 4 1 5 i X 5 3
WE S RS, TR S T EITRE T — A AR LR AR A TA RS . (H CxG A2
H—PIH0 BT BAE BRI DA OTEE: UG O S o SRR HG e, R iy XA
SR E BB, i 5 APV LU M= S B A T A0 2 iy, B U R S R A0
[ ZRAE B

5. =/ =vs 4

A i LR, —oTie— EAE A PU T RO AR AR e ) S AR 8 R R RA JE ok HREAE 25 B 2o A
H—ZR AR B AR ZE AN 2R Al 7, ARSI 2 M 17X — A8, 2
W7 —ICIe a0 FRA IR | T v RECRIRSUAR S (B 2K R TN BT i T 3k A UL S T
tH“ ZITi” (Pluralism) , ACH T FAR IR T Z R4 5, P 2g BF 8 A A 58 W Jo 7 0 R A 3 75 1> A
AT A TR RS, g HRRT AR R A < B AR R ) o FE— A e 2 ] B AT —
Lo 5 E e A B RS e T E AR AN S A G B AT R B 2 oTiRTE R
FEVEH] . AR A Anything goes” — B [MIRTE 24 4 S SR R NI MER —KZH AR ESF
— M2, KU B HR 527 (5 iX — & L,

X5 A B F e oY, R IV IE 1T 322 i — 3k, e U1 R b ), — 40k g
AL, HoRBGE — I — iR, XD IYI T e, 6 S Z NI A 05 IR W I WS S NI, X
GBI ER Y« BBFE vs FITAR” ARSI < B4 G vs PRET  JFRE T 4540 £ SUE F #0208
JriE (S W T8 ,2014.; 265)

TR RN A o E—HOE R, g erE“ i F e Mt S 7 2T T —J1, H¥ =
TENTHRIE M &G # . TS Fa R, O Fnad SOk AT T oo vl 4y, HER T
Ho EAEMISR LAWREE T 2 A2 B HEE R, 0 NP+VP V4+NP Det.+N 55, fthid 5] 10028 1ot R [
IR “FFS T IS LR R R, it IE X vs X, DR m)k vs 1 X7, HUOH T A &
S HEAFNEARE L . EATHRNLE ARIE S5 B0 5450 b X A AHE A 1R X
TrRAYTRNE B O N 2R

RICH“HETR vs IIrds” KA 3 B B IS O BRSAR  RAR — TR AR —FF , AN B AW R Bk e
I X BRI L, AERRHR 407 1 ( Wittgenstein, 1953 :107 ) I\ hy, M4 36 1A 5 R B BR THE S
IRRZH A 2R L ERTRAOCE Z T 155 B B2 R 8K, XBUIsiED 78 X"
AR ESH RN CL CxG ECL WINGUH FEUES | AR St ) 7 G 1y — e, KOE I8 U7 5 B 27 — 1k
WL, AT FE SCBERAA B« RAEFAAL” (Symbolic Unit) KR, HAS I UE AL TR T2 T 2 DRAEAAL, fi
Ry R G O B A R T IR E RS R RSB, XA IR S TP R — DI B AR AT I 4508 ¢k
K7 BRI e R AF B AR B KB (Inventory )  DUB R A “ FARNL AL TR ANL /)
AIARL AL AL S B AT EH,2011.81) A, BATERAT G —AE“ M AR 2

CxG PNy JEXAE SR AT 3 TR B &N — D RAERAL” X W5 26 AT
S NP B AR A 1, BE IR G SC R, e AU Bl T AT — MA R R T ( RN T
) A REN HL AR B TEAE . 15 55 72 (Langacker, 1987, 1991) FIEF % (1995, 2006 ) 254Kt G2 AiF B0 Fi A =X
R F A R B BEAS B T 5 A U 1 5 2 K R BRSO R AT R X R A e S B
G TR 2 BB AR X — T B AL TR A TS R, B — TR AR Xl
LSRR (2006 18) B—HR) 44 5 TG AU “ 1t s constructions all the way down” (“FJ:=U—FE|E”) . &
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1 (Taylor,2002:22) I\, JHEAE SR FIR ARG — i &, XA Tl R EERN wE R, il
IR XA CxG 1 50 7 SORBRS M E 2 T 7E

“X—Joie” A AR BWAN T R, EIEF R AR IRADAN 20" H R
UL T ARHE & ARG b B R o 5 A T At 2 e Xt R E KA B ABIR E
BEWLE I B Y SR

KRIEKRBG ALY, 3 ADE  F RO IR, P8 B SR G — AR “ B 127
RIEFE A« Kb Zooie”, BCA % E 5 M Z oo e /28 I 1 2= 09 180H, 404 5 1
( Whitehead ,1929) 45K ( Quine, 1960) 4% 57 #% ( Strawson , 1959 ) 25 #RAE FEMe 25 FE i b 22 A9 00k, 6
PR PE GRS SE7E) Hig i T HERG R ()8, FLAE 7 T S 2 8 TR 0T L2 % A5 00 R B S5 e K i
e bR —, R TA OB ¥, AT 2" H 50 & fe ks« —
), ECL #l CxG S WFATHEN 115 5 10— DB A Bi— AR A A 2L

%iE

T AT EAT AR X B F Wi, HARZ 2 C P22 2 Tk T i IR AU T AT
AR T B SR T, AT AR, B2 PR IE A TE T AW TR E AN IE AR, AT
A2 (R Je BRI 2 MR T 27 ) AT 1838 CxG TR RO AH JC T 22 0L, LAGE R B %0 & Jie
5T S AR 1) 555G 2% [R) A 300 A5 8 B TR 22 Ml DA SR T 2 3 T T A B B A B Sl
({5

R

(DCL AN BRI ZS B TR IR KA 5 06 2R NS 200 X TER & T R BN A sk, F i CL 2 MBTRA TR KN, #e— A
YL, BEA AT — IR AW S B BCR RERE IS CL, 53 8h, BoA — 2 IR0 2 4% 11 A 50 R RE R R L Dh BT 5 2, I L 23
KL IS T

BE K
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A Research on Construction Grammar from
the Viewpoint of Post-Modernism

WANG Yin
(Sichuan International Studies University, Chongqing 400031, China)

Abstract: The present paper, based on the brief history of four turns in Western philosophy, attempts to explore the frontier
study of construction grammar ( CxG) in human science and analyzes arguments around it from the advanced post-modernist view-
point between “materialism vs idealism, objectivism vs non-objectivism, nativism vs embodied cognition, particularity vs univer-
salism, centralism vs de-centralism, monism/dualism vs pluralism”. Cognitive linguistics (CL) and CxG have been developed
on the basis of the rethinking of Saussurean transcendentalism and Chomskian nativism, and a series of its new views have clearly
mirrored post-philosophical standpoints, with emphasis on materialism ( embodiment, or ti) and humanism ( cognition, or ren)
in language studies, which is just our recent proposal “Embodied-Cognitive linguistics (ECL) ", a nativized theory in China from
foreign CL. Tts kernel principle is “reality-cognition-language” . Constructions originate from the interactive embodiment with real-
ity (#i) and cognitive processing (ren).

Key words: post-modernism, Cognitive Linguistics, Construction Grammar, Embodied-Cognitive Linguistics
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