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HEPIRY 5 dm AN BIF5E 0D - 0D 5 i

— 7 A F L E ALY N I— )V FOFH % fic—

P i B

[. P—AFOHRE

L EITZE T, AR, WRRREEIBE LR T 2 ADEA TH S, ZNUE 2 DD KT
LEINTWAS,

ZFD 121, iEmfEDdti#z %23 ¥ 2 — )V (Ferdinand de Saussure), /¥— Z (Charles
Sanders Peirce) , 27 L= A (Algirdas Jullien Greimas) 7z EORA%, &KW “LFL ¥ VT
— 3 3 F )b (representational) Z2¥lFH" L L T&Hx, ZOHfMATILRLT, "2V - LTV
¥ ¥ 7 — ¥ 3 ) (non-representational) ZBlGn" dL<IE "L LEYF—YaF VP ED
(more-than-representational) s~ ZiEV L L9 &35 DTH 5,

L100%, REmMMEOBH SN RFERELILALIHILETH00, b LIINE
TOMEHIRD S 5% 23 L - HKERS I LTEHHDTH L, MiHEEZVLIIHELNIIBIT S
HERORALE V) LI, BHEIHARCBITZEEORAE VR S,

AIGEZTIE, IOV TT TR ki, 20192) TELE L7z, ABIEHRZFICOVWTHRE
ERARDODTH b, 1ELARTIE, ZodR TGO 0EMRE L, ek
AR B RIS D W THEKI 95298 (critical legal studies : “cls™) DA SawZe % BRI L Tw
%% %7 4 (Duncan Kennedy) M20014ED 7% [HH DOFE 55| (Kennedy, 2001) &, JLHHFES
R THE/ AL Y FT—)V F (Terry Threadgold) D19864E D% [flFim: [ 7o ¥ —:
S| (Threadgold1986) Z HULMZ, ITAEDFZEENZHISNICTHI L 2dElE 5,

. BERIROFE 5 B RS O S & O

AT 4 D20014EDFEL, EROZ A MV Tid, gk )2 THkMoisiwm] & Lk
STWEREWAS, 73574 BEOARLHOIFERIZZ IR, THEH e 5 > 7 g (theory
langue of critical legal studies) & XIEN 25 HDTH ) (Kennedy, 2001, p1147), 237 Y L WERT, D
F)ARRELEDOARL L ZATIIAREERIIP 2D AIEVERT, MENHIEINTYS D
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DEMIND, T, WIITIZRDOEIZALN S,

Thbbr A7 41%, FwETmAT2dD2RD 4 DODH R (genealogies) & L, L
PHTNH6IE, [JAFIZE 52 5NTHHYEZE | (critical thought broadly conceived) & BliE S
250DLL TS, 7y aNORAE, 74T A PRENRELE L THETF T30 THS
(Kennedy, 2001, pp.1147-1148)

O H¥K#H (organicism : ~N—%N, FRFY, K=V X),

@ HPEAZES (antinomianism : ¥V T—), =—Fx, FIL L),

@ —HETRMAMAEE T2 (paranoid structuralism : ¥V 7 X, 704 b, 7—a—),
@ El5Ey (semiotics: V¥ a—, LW =2 ba—2, FY¥),

DYFE I NS 4 FIIE, ZNZNE B EFNY R (rationalist) & JEA 3 FENYFRFR (irrationalist)
ENBHBHEEINTVDLIHNS, LB 8ODMEBRENDHLH I LI DL, B, Inb
DBDIIMHAITEELAE Y, AFRMED D (the set) IZERTAHIEDRDHY H b, TBHITH
TATAZEBEIDDEENHY, TN VMANZHRREIEINSE Z LD S, K
WCHEFRIIIC R D BRI 3 OO%AE, KOBDTH S (Kennedy, 2001, p.l149ff. : i
Tk X, ZZOFECTIEHIC “structuralism” & LKL ENTWAR WS, “paranoid structuralism” % 3§
THDOLHEINLDT, TOLIIHELTRLTH S, TR,

O BEAZR - o) o EBARR - (—3min) MG #5) (antinomianism & semiotics
vs organicism & structuralism),

@ [(—dmam) s - 5 & UERIRE - BUEAZEGR) (structuralism &  semiotics
vs organicism & antinomianism),

@ (BIASHEARERE (N M ERRIARRIN & 2 256 T) BN O—FFUREH (the

temporal sequence of critiques) T 5 b D),

DTFTIE, ThoDIDIZOWTT 271 O 8§ %,

(1) FHEHR
ZCTHBEMARR L, HAHHNERD 1 oDekE AR INOD, FEMIIZIZE D KE 2afk
DEFEEZEZLONL L DEV), ThbE [HEwmLIL, 1 208K EALRINL LD

AN%E) DS, LD RELEEKDODESTEALRINETBFIYER) (better) &35 H D | (Kennedy,
2001, p1149) TH Y, HREAEFHICBIT B HMOENT, T & LT (Xhkxiasetke LTo) HEIE
DOPHEE (internal structure) &M D % 4 J I X 4 (dynamism of groups) 122 WTDE X
DFENPHHEENLD, TNICOWTOEHERWEGRIL, ERWIIVIE, ARREIZEN
F—=oLIZb, Bl ZIEHRMEIK (hatural selection) (230 < HEALFHI TR D E 7L
(evolutionary model) & L TEBHZHNELETHLEDTH S,

29 LABRO A ERNIER L, 742741285 L, OHRPE O L HEH L (culture)
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WXhHbBETHEZRE, @QFND AN HNEAEEM (mechanically organic) 1252 ET5HD
LG, HiEIZ ANBEY (anthropology) D% T %, REIIEKRIT 2 LIRD3ED D %,
@B RIIKG, O—#HE > 25 A (general equilibrium systems), ©4f ¥ 7w b /7o W7
v baw (input/output systems) THb, Z I TlE—MEH I AT LrimEL Ty b/ T
v FRIZOWTHERT 5,

— IS AT AFIE, BEHEHBO D D (economic version) &, LMY (phenomenological)
B E N D Do MIHIIOVWTT AT 4, ROLHITHLETWD, T b bR —#%
BmE, $RTOMEIIOWT, Mo XToffitg, HEZMEDME (use value) 3 X U524
FHEMAATOBBELL25DDTH LY, TNIE, VY2 — VOt Oflifi OB (theory
of the value of a sign) EBIHEDIFHNEHDTH-T, [Hik (the word) 13, flik&HY %04 M &
B S B (associated) & ARG IZIZBWT, YFEHEEORE 2 (the concept) & BHMH-DIT 5
Nbo -« - (8VIHI01) HDBYATAIBITLZNENOHEOERIE, BHT AT AHIIBT
BMOTRTCOMEOERIMKTFTE225THL] L35, TLTINIEIEDTOLY %
F— AW T B E VD (Kennedy, 2001, pp.1147-1148)

i) HFEE (word) = fli#% (price)o

i) Si& (language) = itk A7 L4,

i) HFEOBEZIIHT 2 BRIE, it ORI T 2 BRICHS T %,

iv) G OBIFEITH3 5 BIRIE, B liRE Ol & OV 3 2 MO % BRSNS 5 5,
v) & AHEmEE, otk o @GrnsRadds) Thbo

vi) &2 HFEOERIE, MOHEOBE Grnehtbds) Thbo

Do, AREZFOHRDLEZH, I ) ML TD1OTHLI L EZIELZDD
LWV EFEE DO, M), BRFWLE—BHERIOVTT AT 41X, 7y — VoA E &
LEL, TNRETHIZ, TV AORFEN—HIGHGRE Y ¥ 2 — VO 7B THEHZ &
LTHEREINTWEEE A Yy ANICANT, — S s LI B EE2 b D EMEDIT S
N5 E V9 (Kennedy, 2001, p1152)

LT TRy POV TT 2T 413, @R ERFEREF2E (structural functionalism),
LM AT A (cognitive systems), (©FH 3 A5 A (systems that learn), HBIERE S A T
2\ (autopoietic system) D 4 FHEZFIFT VAR, T2 TRIEEMERIERICOVTT AT 108
CNRET B [YATLOHGH12OEED L HITHRZD, ThEhoffsE, Ui%s
AT ANERE L THAERESIND L) LT L), NBWIIXGERTwE 0] &
HELTWEEZAZMALTHL (Kennedy, 2001, p.1154)

Plbcx L, Ao IEGRE RN, AL H 2 THH A% (spontaneity) K273 4
&) AL (vitalism) \KFTAH 0L L, TONMREERERIIFHEMICHRT 23074 T
HHTERLVWET LD DTH L, ) LIARKOIEGHERNWIRI T AT 112858, @
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O v EERMEE EHJW LA HASS (romantic devolutionary organicism) &, OIFIFENIERESS R
&5 (dialectical transformation) & 200N b, T2 TlIu<x Yy EXZDLA—FIVFIEEDIEGHT
FBWEBIRGRE SN TWALZ ENEH SN,

(2) BETNESR

HEAEGE, —STviE, TABARCTRARICEH, LA LRTE RV LIy ER
W27220b 0T, TAMIE, BREMBUENT 75—t LTRIITAE2TH L &, ZORINITLEE
MBLTWARALHPOEIDD > T, ZTRICEDSOTZDNFEPIESRLENE L) HRDOT
Ev, &) ok, ZoFEHNE, ZRICHESH ET5KI21E, KRB L (n the nature), HH.
CFETHHIDTH-720, HBIEPR RS DTH-720)TH505THb, I AMIE, T
(inspiration) R TE B (intuition) IZHAS 7 < TId 7 &7\ ] (Kennedy, 2001, p.1158) &\ 95 b DTH %,

boddb i, EMEICIE HEAEGRTLIIIAHERNERLE VI SDOTHLY, 7t

12X 2 e, BEAEROFEZRDWMHIIRT DL EN TV, BETE, HEAK
anlE, AL, EAHERWHERZLDD0THEH, FEERNHEG L L UIRD X9 ITHR
ENTnwb,

Bl Z SN DITEIZOWTEL AT 2 X9 26, ZoHEN, UEOMA»E > Twb
ThHHIFEIZL o TTIEARL, HNOAHDODDOTHBHIEIT L o TITDOI TV L 5E AR H
B\ HIOMEN R R LD THBHH, BH DI EVRTTICEB SNV, EHINITE
TY, MFS—HOBIEINRIT A% &5 L) BRYGAHICIE, 2 LZAVEVDEI S ZE1S
A

ZO Rz T AT 41, FEAERNLEEAERPAONZHEL LT, H#Y) AW
BEOWERTFTHLLEDIL, AHERNLZINOI LDV OHELT, E)bIF=—F=
%éﬁ,:—%lmlo&%x:tok,+%x®zb?—®;5&A%%$ﬁ:kt&é&
LTV B (Kennedy, 2001, p.1161)

COYET AT AR, AHRERNGHEEAEROBEL LT, KA =—F 2 BETH L
“PeoE 58" (decisionism) 2 25T, FAUCE LT EIROPE F 5 L Yo AL (underdetermination),
RANEBED HEYE, ThbbWEEE KO EPE” (friend enemy diad = dialogie,strategie
diad), “REFFZEHAN" (murder) B L A (law) (IBF2HEREGR" D4 IOV T
LU TWb (Kennedy, 2001, pp.1162-1169) ,

Q) —ERABETRR

TR S R &3, BRI BT 2B K OE AR 2 0BUIZBRT 5 b D
WKOWTHEINTLH00HTY, HEGmLTEROTLHEZROBIIBINELETLHHDTH S,
ZiUd, DI & TFE (playthings of forces) DHIZIE, £ DIFAEE HOHHBRbILDb RO
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R /) —<NV7 (ormal) KPETBTETE2EIWIDONBHEILEF/HTLLIAILD B,

E3T5HDTHAS (Kennedy, 2001, p.1169)

ZhuL, BIAIE, EFLL AW (unwanted) HDOAED L) IEANEINENZMIbDE VS
TV, FATFAI2E 5L [HE, bhvbhud, bhvbhull > THE (bad) THAHDDITHL,
HHIHLT 2 L9IZLTWAHEDTHY, BRENSETE, bUbhARRMAZFELLI L
MTELRWVWTWVD] LWVWIHIDDTHb, 2N, 4DD5mFIZHH IS (Kennedy, 2001, p.11691E)

$11d, "y A-704 MEATE (Marx/Freud parallelism) T, FEIZBWTT A7 113,
(B (r274) &, BAEREMHZOBKOHG L2 ZITBI2MEEHIIOVWTORV T AT H#K
MEw L, BB 5.0 (psyche) DEFNETNDOEG L ZZITBITBHAEERIZOVWTDT
oA MEEE ORICIE, BOIITERYH S I EIZOWTERSIEETE ]l L L, RDXS5 %
F— YW T B E VD (Kennedy, 2001, p1170ff) ,

O (7uA bEHD) 4 F () O T (ego) IZxF T HBMRIE, (FVvrAEHBHICBITS) 70
LN T—bDOTNY a7 V=T HHMRICHYT %, TVYa Tk, Julb
)T — g3 FEIET L LB, ZNITKRET %,

@ x3d, WRDTar7) 7 PR E o TR, TV Y a7 V- Rk a >
797 MeFL, A FFa¥—%flio TR,

@ A—s%—T T (superego: LALHK) AFF SN S B IREAT A% A LILD LM & 25 % L KIS,
TN a THETOMESEZFL200EATH Y, LEL U TREENVPREHSINS,
DbEZzetsss, KOLHIThb,

i) 7alL ¥y 7—1F=A1F,

i) 7VYayy—=xd,

i) BT VY a7 V- = A — - T4,

iv) 7VvYarY—+ T INIE

V) TNy a7 y—=o7ualby )7 — MER=ZIDA F - TAVF— I A

vi) TV a7 y— - A FFa¥— BAX RS VIgER) = TR,
bold, THLANZAFETUAL VEEDOETIRIE FRIEEBLVDDOTIE RV,

BIZET VF 2t —)b (Althusser, L. ) b [IFk7Z F58% LT\ % (Althusser, 1971, cited in Threadgold,

1986, p.39) o
B2, AT A FHEHFANMEEEFZRICB TS AE R I A B 20 B

EIRBDTHB, ThIZ, w7 AL 704 MZOWTIIR¥EER (scientism) (2T 5

LENTVDELDTHE00, FHEERNIEGEVWIMWRIH L L1 0T, AHER

MBLER & IEA TR OMME % b > 72— FMFMNWHEEFERRITH N ID T LRI O

Thbo
83 oL, [ HEE EERI IR TIIEBEL TALNDL LD TH 5] (the
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paranoid structural paradigm is common in social theory) & & 2\ A5, X HIZE40mEE LTI —
FORH IORE R TR 1A M (uses) 3B 5 | RE I N T WD, THIE T OIHDR N T
—ET, FAT4IE B L e—dii S RO, bbb B IZOW TR S
HIENEI L, 222 L2HUE, HER 7 E 7V (models of intelligibility) & L CTHEZI N2
CEMPFELFH U TW A (Kennedy, 2001, p1175),

(4) &855

TR, ARERNHERELTYYa—VE, FYa sV NOHETEAR S — 5 — (W,
Kohler, 1947) 23%1F 5, Lol Rt O MBI R 2 b DIEY v 2 —V#iTh b Z L3
FEINBHEEDIZ, METE, FYaFVbh - EFADPFEL SN TS (Kennedy, 2001, p1175),
FYaZ Vb BTFVIZOWTKROEIIZHE LN TV S, [HREIE, ¥, »2o07, fHx
4 DM (perceptual fragment) 205, &R E L TOMEN 2D DITRIET 5 Z LI12X - TE
B9 5, 22720 2ol AHEMUELDHETO D @ (prerational), & 2 WITHFHEO LWL O
(arational), & L < IZFEMTHITN T WS LD (hardwired), F7213HHEMN 7% (organic) PR D b
DThHbBo - - - (W) MBI, BeplcofE, $4bbEL (words) R4 XA —TA, Eilk
WZBVWT120F L FHo755 (the full sign) L% b L ZAIIHD, EVIHIDIE, ZoTSut
2%, BERMICHRBIITORL DD TR RS TH D, ZOBOMBRINIT A, AR
DAy ra—NVIHIHBEIDTHB] LI DTHb,

ZN, ROXIBIEBREDZEVH, Thbh, [H5120i51E, AKX, 120
TR 7% b @ (one fragment) |23 ¥\ 25, ENAS1 DD 4K (one whole) & %\ ikZN L1
DI DELTRELIND T LETHD, ¥ ATA4I2LBL, STV ad NV IOBEND S,
SHICHEE LRI LIE, Lo THEMNZE R (allusion), B2 IZRIZIZODNT L)%
EWURBICRDLIETHD. TN “HD D LaWVEIK (an absent whole)” &\ 728 DA
MENDLZ LD,

DT L, VI a— Vi TILRIRN (selection) & A (combination) DFIETDH 5 7S,
FLay v b EROBIZIE, 2 Pa— L TE% WO (uncontrollably)” DS FTh B I &%
WELTWLLDTH D,

COERICTs>Tr 2741, o eEkol b2 HIZBnT, “Vya—Lidham- - 7rva
ZOv ML o, Gideo) FRASRZ IO TH L], Ev) Dk, (kT
2 HE1O0FKIZIYDKRELEFRLEOHBEIIBENTZOERPRTIZEEZOLNTVDED
WHL, SO ya—n/ 7 rayn bLEEHTE 1 DD4mL, #5 %2 E0RE 2 & (bidding)
XTIV TA] EEZONDD5TH S (Kennedy, 2001, p. 1176)

EHIC, “FEHERNLIL TR OB 2KkEL LT, "Bl S as v - TN
D—MAL" (generalizing) &\ T —EPRE I N L, TIFET ST, DR & ARz FEBIR

e
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WA, ChUNOSELZEDFHIZALNLZ EICEALZLDT, 2ol LTay 7oy
— 37 (Jakobson, R) 7 IR XN 0bW BB T3 (formalist), T % > (Lacan, J.) 7
EOP, & LT/ — A (Barthes, R) DFH/%RT 4/ T —3 3~ (denotation) I/ T —3 3
> (connotetion) MFL7Z EHEY LIFHMN TV 5 (Kennedy, 2001, pp1176-1178)

ZLTIIHIIHL, "RrmodeaHERMWHER" LT "“THaryAVF7 7y ar
(deconstruction : BikEsE) DG BEIFOLN TS, TNIFETBIZ, ¥V - <~ (de Man, P),
7 &, 2N b T —(Butler, J) 5 OFERE L TV 2 [HRAYFEE 5 5 B 8 22 AR A Y ZE FE (radicalization)
DEFREZV, [HGHERWLTMOTRIST28H] LMESTOLNLEHOTHY), kD
3DODT—ETREIND L ENT VD,

E1o7T—XiE, TANIZOEKRTZLIA%, Fi, @BAZEDBTERVL, ELILT
BRI ENTERWV] THb, F2oEE, [fEEAEANT I L, RHBBE T
BEHIEEZVWIBDTHL] ThHh, £30Zhid, [LFLEYF—YavidLh)v2
(thetoric) TH 5B, THFAMLETEHRGTRFAL Vidhw] LI HDTHb,

TATABRRTD 4 DOOHHRFEICOVTIRULEE L, RIC3 DDA E D DEERT L,
CZITRENENDS 1 OOBRRETH LI LEE L, LRIl OWTHLETTRLTH %,

(6) (BETERR - L5 X (FRFR - (—FRAM) WEXHRR
CITHEMISGHEON TS Z &Id, HEAEG T, AR A PR R0+t & Pl 7
ETHRMIERIERICRALIIEAMALTDE I L TH S, RIS TamE, (—dmin) f
EEFMVELEZRZENRLOEBRLTCEZ LI L TVE, TOHIIEDIE, ROT

— AT B &9 (Kennedy, 2001, p.1184),
D UEAEG ARG + (BCoamks (—dimny) Wi 3 560
=NIHEH R b b REEFE (genealogy of internal critique : totalizing logic) 1% “3%
o 72 RPE" (false necessity) (07 —¥)

(6) ((—=&FAN) WEXRH - L) X (FRER - BETER
ZOERTIX, ROT—EDHKIT TS (Kennedy, 2001, p.1186)
D) (e A L& Ak + Gl HEAR2Ew)
=S PITEENTH S0 AREHNTH 2 DO 2 HORE “BHI R
FEk S M7 7 F0” (genealogy of “discreditable hidden logic” critiques of apparently universal or

spontaneous) (D7 —)

(7) —BFRVEESR T — €
1) T8 720k L CokME#EH] (necessity critiqued as false necessity) | (05 —+¥)
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@ [HEEA T oA B
o [Feaamkl (—3smam) %
i) [ S N-mmBEmtk e LToHREE O 59 X2) #3H) (spontaneity (vitalism) critiqued
as subject to an hidden logic) (7 —¥)
@ [ (—desmani) R 3 3850 A PG
) [R5 amwn H A 2
i) #IEH— KRS (temporal sequence)
@ [BPEDOHEEE | (disenchantment of reason)

(—HaRaRiY) A T Feam
®Fd 5 1585 (semioticism) X R ARG RL 5 T
HEA YR

(8) HBF DL

D EDOFGERIZOWTT 2741, DTOX IR LTW5, [7—a—1F (—FaHmn) #
HEERwmE Th LD, Mo (—Fmin) R 0 L THELH 2 BH L Twb 1725
HEThDH, MH, “FHEILT B I L (scientificity) &, <NV 7 AEFE TO( MROEH S
NEDZHHDOVDIZAT—H Y THb, LhL, Y7 A0 [25Y ARE] OFERwEnmo
WHPEIC OV TOGHTIE, "o 72080 g 28 e LTid, 19 TROENLVD
DTH 5o ﬁﬁ:,(ﬁmm@%LE% b, EHIIWV) F T % HEAERR R 7w
o To RN R (551 EMSRE RS Wi mmmﬁwf>®ﬁm%§o§@f
& 5 | (Kennedy, 2001, p.1186) & EE LT3,

CITIEAREZ L LTE, ROBMOAEZEHL, 7ATAHOLE2—%2&bIHOTH
B0 ZIUE, T AT A DO L BERIICEK S 723V 7 A0k % Rl L Tw
HIEThHb, LWVIHIDIF, AREZTIE, 7xIALEFHTRIEFINATVS, Fl2
+— (G Vaughn) (2K % “F7 MR- mBIERAR" (Vaughn, 2004 cf. KA, 2019¢) 205V o Th,
BREAR TR RICBIT 2L 5 XA RO RIL, HROWHEICSH L EEZ 05 TH S,

LM, BIRHEEICBIT AR5 DOERICOVTIE, T AY HD/N—H— (A A Berger) D

I, TRTOFRIEISRALFTELTELZONDZNS, Ll L bHEMHERI T
BEMICRHE N EERTL2H00H 25— (Berger, 2011, pl07), HFFDAI A (S. L]
Smith) @ X 912, BEMWHEBmORENRE L LTI —a =TV FyOHEF, 29 L7
EZHTET HIFERI 2K (nterpretism) TdH - T, Wik ) WL FEMNRRBICHRAZ & 2 H
WTXRVWERHH LN TWE DB H S (Smith, 2017, pp28-30), X 512 A I A, PLH BT
LT, BOEKRIZBIT A (theory) L W2 2HDTIEAL, —HOANLBIZIED 12D
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IR (aview) IZTERVWEVIRZLEDTH S EZFFEL TS (Smith, 2017, p.30) 6

AT A OOV TIEMEE L, RICALY FT—V R4 FFax—4ahrz izl
el FiFs, Shid, ALy FI—L FIZX B &, BEEMICIE THEH A 58
3] (critical social semiotic theory) &V hbNBHDTH b,

. A 77 0 F—BED ST & b1 LSt i 2t
— [ SRR Bl | ORE—

ALy FT—=V N, ZOHRZEOFHICBWTHLORXORDLDIZ, MAY Y (OB
Thompson) D [4 74 0 F—BlEEOWFE] (Thompson, 1984) 2> HRDLZFIH LTV 5% (cited in
Threadgold, 1986, p.15), Z 212, ALy RI— )V FigEOBEKTALE ZADKENRENTVS
LEZOND, PAYVIFRD LI IZENT NS,

(M 7FuX—1L, EIPLEPOLALIHEEONTVEELESEZHLEV)IDBOTIE S
Vo ) TIEEL, LA, ADOHEWNLR T 4 A3 — A% A2 T AR 4R (relations
of domination) DFERATE D725 L H T —HOBENHE A=A LB L THHT LD
ThHb, TN, A THOF - L322 EHTLEEICE, A 7THaF—PRPI TS
T4 A= ADFEEIZOWTOSNHEE ) v 7 3D 2 LS ICETH 5 Jo

SO TAL Y FI—=V FIE, £ 7F4Fa X —HaZ2 P Loz B L Tw o,
ZFORN OHARMPALAZ AL v FT— Fid THHH SR TEGE] & X0, HmEo%k
B ERZIZBWT, WhIZFGE OMFEIRIED & 9 123" LT 5 (Threadgold, 1986, pp44-45),
L LARERD AL LA, INRHERERBORMAZIVRLIZEDE VI LEICHD,
AR CREZOREZROIER L TBLLAPEMEEDNL, ICET, ThEE87 5,

(1) ALy FI—JL FROIHE— [HHHHSHESER] OXE

SO, ALy FI— )V FIZkbE, ERMITIE [HEDOSHWEBIRRE (specific
linguistic realization) &, EMALEMFEFICBIFT ST+ 23— AW (discursive constitution)
E DR ARSI A BMEZ MW T 2 L 2 HE T A0, RO T T —F kR L b,
bbb, BIEOMH AN, il 5, SR R ICNTEL T b & 25 @ ZHE Y (dichotomies),
OF ) FAHFR, LEW (iteral) RWLH (figurative), L7 7 5 ~ A (referential) xi#h4y
BSAL g & v ) ZHBE 20T 5 (relocate) Z L ICEMTHLDTHB), ThH5DHE
P, A4 FF 0 F—8 X O ERE (subjectivity) AR T 4 2 2 — AW RERE IS L, GE&m)
B DAL T < JIBI4R (power relations) ZEF)N T ENTE L L) RIETHrboTWV5EDH
DT 5| (Threadgold, 1986, p.44)

R LZOWEE, THFAMER-ZARLAEDOTHY, ThEEHLT 4 AT — AMBE
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ZRE LT B EIRERI MY AT & (the systems of semantic classification) % EFNMALT 5 Z &
ZWEICTHLDTH D, LOLIOBEDOT 7a—Fid, Silz B0 o 2 0 4
EADLEIBRDDOTEARLT, A3a=r—Ya MTABEHENT 4 A3 - A0 EE %2
25DTHb, €IIIHRWIEBZHMFELBHIT2005H0), HRITBIFLATA I AL
NERATRENTEHDEEZLDTH 5,

TN THMBZLEFBLAZE, ELThhbBA TAHEX L IR ZADFREGE
DY AT LAOWEIE, FOMWHE, EE, HEICB W THAEE SR (social semiotics) T &
Nz EREINL, ZNHEKEMEANLZI Y TFAMIBTT A Aa—AWIEANRSh
LHDTHHHNS, aryFA ISR, Z{LT5 )

o THARWRE ¥ A7 2121, WEO DB @ (nside) EAMHFD D D (outside) &9 Xl
BTV, ZOT7atRICBIFEITRTOER (elements) &, YATFAWHBOD LWL LX)
2BV, ZNMNBIEEE2 &0, MOTRTOERDEL (nterpretant) & L TE S X HN5,
BRI DIIIDONWT, A4 K—) (P]Thibault) 1¥, KDIIIZHEL TS, [AMICE
WTHRRPHEREE LTHRBEZADY AT AL, ZRICE VAT LERWERITE LI,
FELLBHRY AT L (the system of relations) ([2HDEREINDLHDOTHY, 22D, TNEE
LZEDLHDTHS, VI DL, TNSIEFHRI AT LG 2T EDTHENLTH S
(Thibault, 1986, cited in Threadgold, 1986, p.45) .

) LERICTR, A EBITIRKMRICB W TAEThA L 2 A0 Fido “EHEML,
Thbb3rulNLEIszulNl, HERNR O EBANLS O, FAHRERE, XEWR
HbOLWGE DD EVIHMMEE, WIZTF 4 22— A EETFTE AL T, EBICETIES D
DIF, TOHELEMENLE, ALy FT—V FiZHED L L oTW5D, ERMICIZERTHED
AEPERRAIEE VW) DTH 5o

[R5 B ORIV EET 525, ZhEL Yy FI—)V FEOKRHENZ D D
ETNE, DTRERNRDDENR D,

(2) 41 740X —HREOWKR

CIZTRALY FI— R, SOV ToOR 5@ & [ 74 1 ¥ —Ga W5 /1A (directions)
WCOWTHATAZLEZREL LTHEIT WL, TOBA T X —fRICE > T E 22 5
ZEIZDOVWT, ALy FT=)V Fidn {200 H 2% IFT\nw5,

FFH 1, BRTmIEAR ERPHEENY AT LADOHTURIETNE IO WTHET
5HDEEINTVEY, LALIOZEE, ITNETOTRTORSHIIEIIELTEEL L
Polzbwvd, ZELRLIE, LrmaXEmmaOTiliE [BREa Y FF A EEBEDOE
(realization) & DENIBITFTHIENLZBABRESEHTLILEZ LEVL D] BHo72bTH b,

2%, WHEWOLERE AL TIZbDTIE, FHlZ2WT [FT4 Aa—AgOHE L%
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25X b, A% 74 —)l (metaphor : BiIR) OFEL LTEDHZ, ZOME “FEhrSEh
7o 7 =7 747 —" (disembodied signifier) DFERIEVD L) b DI > Tz, 47
FUF—PTF4 AT—AEHLVEFHELOBBELASHREAFETLEVIEZHICH
T 2L %o TELDDIDH 572] (Threadgold, 1986, p.15) 2°5HTH B E V9,

B212, A7 aFXF—L ) SELCHSIIOVTIE, COSEN TSV ATRAMEM SR
IHMD, HBEIVEINVI A TP VAOGRRIZBNTYH, WHhIE—HWIIATT 4 TN
KOS (negative connotation) & 725> TELT &S, LI THE, LPALALY KT
=V FIE, TNEBETLEETTONEVI) EDOTIERV, HIZH2H0THb, LirLEh
3 [RADFETIE AR L, BADRE (the voice of the other) TdH 5| T & HIHFE L 5T 5,

Bz ZFHIIE, “HEDSTAR (subject) 22 LD REEASH D, FADKM (object) 1253 5[
BB D, ZNHIA T uaF—oifseid, HRCBETA5RICE > THLIMELZ 502 1
DTHY, W RARWIG O TR RS T bl b e TR ELHEVEDTH
55, LAY, A FFUF—MENEERL T LEYF—Y 3 YOMETIY EiFoh s X
I o720iF, TLBEDIETHA, LimLTwb,

BIIWCAL Y FI—=V FIiL, ZOREHI>TEBLREZ LI, A T4+ uF—RDOEGTHT
1, ISR SRR T OMEN EERE ERT 2 QBB VLD b, NENIZ»ITEH
BRLDIZHRALITHAIE V) ZEDDHDH, LIREL TV,

VEDLIZ/zoTAL Yy FT—=VFIE, /74 uF—Lw) SHEIE, @ENIIE2DO00EKT
HoubhTndEnd, 12, A 7FuxX—%28led LIIEEDHTE (systems of ideas or
belief) & B\WE Y ¥R Y v 7 7474 (symbolic practices) & & 52 5HDT, EH5MEWVZITIEL
WA 7D D (ubiquitous) TH Do 471 21F, “HHEARHZER IR (domination and asymmetrical
power relations) OMEFHIANKARHD" LA LBDT, —HIIHENLR LD, FHUPLELD
DEMBEIITOENTWVWSL YD TH S (Threadgold, 1986, pp.16-17)

2L Zom#FE, Ay FI—VFIZE2E, HEIHRLES bOTE R, €L TH
FHEDIL, VT AERTIFESINTVWE LI %, 41 7+ 0F -3 7255 (false conscious-
nesss) ¥V o2 EZ L, THEBETHLDTH S, WICINIE, SiEzE L CHAME
B 52 5b0L L2 6NERELDTHY, BEFHKLHEEETLHLWLEE
FICRATHE DL, HESNIREDDET D, TIWEATHEF—DEREN R INT
WBLDERENDED, TDLEICoTA FH X —M5TId, EROMEI SO S5ND D
DET 5B,

(3) EfFICOWT
ALy FRI=VRIZ&LBE, 29 L7205, IHROMBIM AR ES 2 B2 72, —HEo2AE
Mg LB L § 408, LI EEFmOBNTEZ S L, Zhid WY % & 2450
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Fi5m (critical social semiotic theory) &\ dDIZh b, 72X LEAKNIEELAE2 5L, 17
FuF—wigeix, Bifla D O (politica) 7217 Tk, ZNPHA SNAEMT %51 (the
way) b RELRMETHL05, CINFTOMELLEZLE, LIV ET 74 VAHGE
(film theory) ASERZERHRICZH S L\,

Sl A TFAu¥—, BFREOMOMBRSO CRHEICHES N0, 74 V2AD7*
APMRERKRICHE L 2R ICBNTThHo72le FLTENE, ARFEROZ VAT T 7
(JKristeva) 1ZU 0%  OFEICHEEE G- 2725 DTH - 72 (Threadgold, 1986, p19),

EEROEZZITNSETEHE, TTIELYA =2 Ma—ARN—2A % EI2E-T, iE5 Tl
BUZHENRKBEI NS 7213 TlE R L, BERPMMFTMb S, HrVIdEAMEINLE LV EZT
PREIN TV, 29 L2EZHICDE, @5RTw)) Y7 =7 1 7 — 7 3 ¥ (signification)
& (I TR 2 20 Tcidad) RO L W) TEEFALZLDIIL S, o TunbiE
REOEROBFECTH -7 TR LI B0RERLARD, HOdD, ThbbiAS,PrOERK
OBND Z L VBEITR B,

COEMRIZ, KEERZRD O (nstincts) X, 704 FFHTWI A FTIE%RL, 74 VAICBT
BLTFVLEYF—2arvbk v rog4 5= a Y OBRBIZEDSSIDTH D, INEHELL
boix, —IICIET A VFIKIL L 72 A v Y (C. Metz) OFa XTRIER > 7= 7 7 4 7 — ] (Metz,
1975) L WbNTWAED, 4 T7TFaF—1ChhboTINEHLZDDITE, T TIKI974ED
TIVFab—VOmX (4 74uF -4 70X —WEIZRKEE]| (Althusser, 1971) 233 %

FITTNFat—Nid, H5WEALFFTOX—DBEIE, UFIFEFEDII LRI
FoTikFEBL LML, /174X — - FAZAT=ZAIMEMTE 7L ACBVTRET S50
(interpellation) & X OF, #KIF4 5 F 4K (hail subjects) & 44217 T\ 5 (cited in Threadgold, 1986, p.20) ,
LAL, TRH0Th VHICESERFTENL L ZADERDE L ZHIE, ALy RI—=)LF
&2 E, BYBITTRTHPERMIIIRLENZ BFIC72D b O (patriarchal) T, 4741
F—BZHIL7dD, TLDLLERXENA TIEF—DdbnLLbzbhs,

L L2k, BHMEYRICI2MHLIEN, 2B 2MEO &KL, /1 FFHuF -7
YER 9 % BEHE (the mechanism) & f# S 2 FLIE S $EE S M7z (Threadgold, 1986, p20), S MEY) G
W2E DL, ERZBERIICHEE SNZEEMR (mode of production) &) T &ITHR B 25, X
Ly FIT—VFiZ&aE, ZRICHLTWZIE, —#IIZWv ) EK (the subject in-general) (2
DVNTEDLHIZLTEENSE DL W) MEEROMGRIC L - Tid, BRMIZHESNE
AL DA RRERARIZ BN TIERIHEN A TAHaF—L LTED L) IIHEET 251
DWC, T&ZLZHIHEEINTIhh ol 2F D [FRBHK (subject formation) DILFHIL,
29 L7 RHER G BEER O VIR TH 255, LI LZORG R, F223h Tk
W72\ ] (Threadgold, 1986, p.21)

ZIZTALy FI—V FiE, THEBEARRMIZ D D (phallocentric) &) REZILY FIF,
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ZLTERMIZIEA FFoF—ik, AEMCZOL)BMEOLDOTH o728 ) 2 L3 HF
TEDLN, GHOZNEZ DL b0 LTHBRTLIHABEIRVET S, ThbE [RX
Eillid, ZHEICE > TATHNZDDOTHYHLTELWERNZLOTIE, kLTEW] &
BLTWEY, ETIE, IHABBIZIEZ ) AT 738 Kristeva, 1974) I2BWT, 4 FAHaF
— 12T BBV TR VbW B FEFFIIEI S (the avant-garde) XU D D EMEBEIIF STV
WRATHA), Ll TW5B (Threadgold, 1986 p21),

COLETALY RI=VFiE, 74 VAHEGEIhPboT, H4D) TFAEZOHAT
EVIHREN LB Z S 5T, ERICOWTORENY 2HEGmAHNEND LEEZDDIIHETDH
o LHALIOMERIZLT, “TFAM—@AT OBRIIOVT, IhEMOTTOMHE
PO RM LM E R ENLWVEEL, FREFOIDE LTHTLILIETNRETH L, L
LZNE, BT AICREG (empiricist) OFND D DTH 5 L FEL T b (Threadgold, 1986, p21),
2F ), HANAGmN BRI LE, LI DTHL,

(4) HEMB=DES 2R

ZITEALY Fa—LVFRIiE, 7, (A FFeFf—3 2727747 —2BwT, T4bb
FTEAMIBOC, BT LLEEZ20N500]w) F—Ex2IERL, L2LIhig,
T ANV AR EOBFEAL (realist) 12X V) 2z o THZEFLNZ: B @ (unconscious positionings) &
HAHZEIZEoT, M SNz O (constrained) 127 5 L HET 5. WU I NZT TR, ik,
L BE (semiosis) & FARE OB OBREZHAT 5121, BT X250 £75,
LD EIHNT, THRAI-ADEHEEIRI D LT 5, #IZ, HlidRaed 7
(v. N. Voloshinov) 12X D F5 D7 7 £ ¥ b % Mk (multi-accentuality) ASH§ 2 5 41 (Voloshinov,
1930), CHUICXDBIZIETT 4 AT — AL, “G Oy (arena of struggle) THBH I &, ZLT%
NITER, RN A FF 0 X — OMiEY; (monologism) 12725 2 &R INTWAE Z & 2840
L, [ZHERS#E, 5E%5 2 —7 27 & > b (uniaccentual) D b D & § % X 9 ATV 5 J(Threadgold
1986, p23) LFEFHEL TWbH, T, ALy FI—V FHOFEERE V> TV DTH 5,
RRELIOYEAL Yy NO=VRIE, 52056 vwoT, 47+ aX—%2BH—EkY)o
DbDOERDLEZITIIMBIZTELEFRL TS, ALy FT—V R, ZOHIZOWT,
W&, RLEOERMAERE OMIIZENICHE N ZHENH L, LrLINIIOnTIE, Y= ¥
=R RLEW AR, A (race) RREM: (ethnicity) e &l Vo ZERGEHLTWS L
EZBRETHHETEEL TS, bo b ZoOYE, 29 LEHERZ DO K
A BGRIERIZ BT A5 (class in a broadly social and political sense) &9 & 13TX 5
THH9H EFRLTWD (Threadgold, 1986, p25)

COLEICZoTAL Yy FI=)VFIE, LAY (. L Lemke) 253 7B L N)VOHGHTY 7 1
LARVHGZ KT 2 O0HEETHZ01E, 22134 FAuaX—2MElT57256Tho L L
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TW5 (Lemke, 1985) & ZAEMANL, LEMIZOVTHEHADY ZF=T 74 7T—DWgEEL T 7
ZTTAVT VAT LADORLIIELRLZDDEEZDLONFMY L LTS (Threadgold, 1986,
p.28),

B, V=UZXALIIBWTHHENF Fim (social semiotics) DF 2 MW TH 5 Z & 75,
20154E12 b /Ny > (H Hassan) (2L DB Z 5T 5 (Hassan, 2015)

ALy FI—=NVFRICHEZE, ALy FI— NP EO RIZBWT, SEMmoikAR i lEnol

DThAHTFA ) T—Yavea)r—a yOREIZOWTE L TWA (Threadgold, 1986, pp.28-31) o

(B) BED22O0OLANN:Fo/F7—=area/r7—a2ilonT

COMEEZABIIE L 7201%, HAD LI, N—ATHoHH, ZOREMEL, ALy F
TNV FOARBEZAH, Dl ldba/)F—varTiR, TOBRLHFICL> THERTAAL T4
OXF—PRLLZLHhHY I LxRELZIOLBIEEINDELDOTH S, /N\— AFIL @B
RSBmO —MEETDDLEINTVEDY, THLHDIE, ALy FI-VFNIZksE
[H A2 v (untenable), 7 SI1X, 234 T F—BHEN LY ST 74 ¥ 7
WP LTHE e RELIOEIZOWTIE, TIVFat—lokHil, "—2A#HIHTY
b —FITH DA, LR FAOF—OFAEEICHIELZ2 D THS, L) AR
& 5 (cited in Threadgold, 1986, p.30) ,

CHICHLTAL Y FI—=VFIE, [frew)dbold, E%bE A 74HaF—HiedbnT
HHY, FOERIIROKNIZH D, Thabb, ZOMRLZSHEETEENICHAERET S E W)
MTHEIZZWE VI DOTIRERL, FA4ATI=RICBWTED L) RIENT 7 ¥ F 25K
HRbDIZHDZPIZDOVTORNYEDHE, L) ETHb, R LARLELIFFHEIIODVT
WzIE, FNEAFFuF—-LIERLLDOTIER VY, 2, 1 FFeF—i2onwTit, Thi
BIZIET A4 A=A LB THHT I LA ELDTH S| (Threadgold, 1986, p.30) & Hiy
TWa,

6) “bDEIEH" ICOVWT

“YDOE ) FK" (speaking subject) &, BHIDIHIZ, ZVAT T 7D T IR bimh &
THEZON, MOSNZHDTHDEA GELCRAME 2019, ZZTIEZYATFT 73IZONWTD
ALy RI—= )V FOFHFOAZRY LiF5, ALy RT— NV FEE, (279257 7 DFA
BEVELOREZNE LD TH L, LWwI)DIFENIE, ik 41 74Ho¥—, ERMEICET S
RSB T Ao EE LM, HAIE7 I X2, BUMNBIOLENETF4 AT —R
DFEE ) 7 L7zbDTH LD 5T %] (Threadgold, 1986, p30) EFFL TV 5,

ZLTODTT, [ZVATT 7k "V F7=7 74 7K (signifying practices) 122\ T
B LOBEEZBI Lz, FiUd “BROBEE" (eap of understanding) & \WhbNbH DT, (%



BRI RYRL S L R JE O Ot () 91

ZonT) HLVWERPAINDEZ L2 VI BDOTHSHDS, FHUEHBHET = I = AL FRHP—
FEONWEHE (nter crisis) DIRBIEAZINTVE L] 2VWIHIbDTHY, ALy FI—)L
Ficka e, Rud /) 710X~V 7 AERNER, ThbbfFruF—%24480E
K (social subject) DILEDBFIZBIT LM77 (material force) & BET 5 b D & ARAKRMIZ[6ER
BEDbDE EINTW5D (Threadgold, 1986, p40),

(7) BEBF DR

A FFaF—idfirl ) METIE, FAYO /5T b (W Noth) 2520044EDF#% (Noth,
2004 : FEL CIEAAE, 2018) TRFAL TS HOVEHEMNERbNRSE, 22T/ + LML, 1740
F—L W) SEPND THA ENZDIRI9764E, 75 ADPEEFK, V- b5 (ALCD. de
Tracy) (X o TTHAH2, V- b7 ik, ANHITERIEFRMIC (sensualism) B D TH D,
ZORBED1 OB THUF—ThbEHEL, BIMHEATRELZPATIIAXT4 TIZLD
Hi7p 5FRM7% (denotative) X v —IJITMZ, ZRWARLT VAT AL LTEENLERD
b @ (connotation) VSEHM EINB LI WX HoTWA I L ZREL, Ihit Tt uF¥F—L XA

JFIPCEBE, THIZOWTNA—RGF—H, “a/)F—Yary=A4AFF+u¥—Hirin’,
Fu ) T—=varv=FLFFueX—-NLbn" L) F—YERRELZD, BRIIZIZIn
EFWMFE L WbNID (Noth 2004, p.17),

L»L, By ¥=7 74 (F Rossi=Land)) 25\ X HIZ, SAAT A TIZLA Ay =Y
OFIZIE, —BARPEF LUBROZ L E L TEZIIZIENL D ONH L —F, XEWNA T
FUX—WhdDOVH b, %L DHBEBETIE, FNRRHIZ, POIRHICHEAT S L )R
WEC Dbkl ENG, bbb [LEMKHKIZ, BOCbEOVLEELTHI) LAy
t—VERADHBIFEDR (redundancy) THIAH LTV 5 | (cited in Noth, 2004, p.19) Z & 1IFRD 5
NRERSRVTHS I,

ZHLlemnrbwn) L, FLEEEREVWISHTIE, A 7HaF—lonTid, Wz &
L7 4NA, THEDLLBBEOEEB S LIRS DT ENLDOBEE Lo BRAICHT S, LA
7Ny FREDS J A2 (G Genosko) 1&, 20094FEDF [7 =) v 7 X - Fv %] (Genosko, 2009)
IZBWT, Fy 4y (Felix Guattar) OFTFUCHLY A5, Wb L 2 RO3IFEIFT TS
(Genosko, 2009, p.134) ,

O TAVION) Ty FITRESND, 72 AEREAR (US finance capital) % /3y 7 & L

725 o,

@ NY 7y FIBLE 25 OM 2 HA L TWA 25, EBRICEZDI=FaTlERoTw5

EZAHD, bW DM RNEBOES (F kv =) auteur),
® FEEEEOFEEE NNy 7L Lzb D,

L2y A3, SOLETROLIIZHRIEL TS, Thbh, #y 5 ) OF#iTldHM
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IFF2RAYFY =BG & EINTVEDTIE RV - » - DFEDH Yy FVIX, NFTITT 4
WEAZRF2 X571 =1L EZRLTIEVED, LHALZEZITE, BE—fKIZOWT
ROOGNZOEFUMERD, T4bb, BH—RICEAONLOLFE URERN, BLO, B
AY —DFENZOWTHH T REMELT DY, L TENLHIT “KEFEFKR (familialist), D
) ‘TF4FRAT Ly s R (oedipalism) ZBIETALDTH S, ftoTENLIE, ‘W
B EFRAEM" (reformist sentiment) 5| & 32T, f&JF, “PBYF 380 % KO 2 &I 722
LZAD, BARBZERIZOWTORSHIE" (reactionary countercultural abdication of concrete
struggle) 2RV DDEMEDIF LN TS EEHELTW5S (Genosko, 2009, p.139)

V. fi—F &R T

DEEZBWTT A7 4 EAL Y FI— )V FOFEICOWTREELEZER L7, TNENOPTH
WZoWTHI AV ME, ZREFNOMPFICHERTVE, 22 Tl, Mmmcib@mza 2 v b
kX, fEDLY ET 5,

TATA4EALY FT—=V FOFF@TIE, TNENOWMAEENR L L, T2 T4 OFa T
&, MR o X912, HARFEERIC» D S EENRERMICOWT, SRS ROV S
@%%ﬁﬁ&%hfw%o:n:ﬂLXVij~mefi A 74 0 ¥ — O & AR
MEERE LT, ThE ToORTmIMZEORBAMII I T b,

O, FATABTIE HHD L FHENT AREEHICR o TWwEA, ALy FT
— WV FHTIE, SHITEAT, ThE "HED LIRHAN ChosTwbeEIONL, D
), TO20DEVHEBIIEARIEN DV I, A7 &b BRSO 2 RS
%5bDF, —FTWRE, HERWEGITHLHH Lw)boThreExbN5,

2 L72maIlid, ARERELLTIE, ZOMANTEEE LTRALPDOB TRV A F 5%

@%xﬁ# ZREINEDE[EVIDIIRDEEZD, TATAHNUTIE, SNV7 AER
AT AN AR ERR L SNTWEY, Fo—F, <IVr A0 E
RAEZICBIT B EREBHOF I b0 LTS Tws, 29 Lzbzae
DTV, GHIZBWT WIS L3 oA, AL 2OBRREICE
WCY V7 AEHRAGE FERRICHEEINDL I LIITELRVEEZIRE DLEBDNS,

LB, YVZAD [EERG] ZOLDICOWTRSRIADI R L1d, Pl td
F 2 (J.Kim) &3 » 7 )L< >~ (P. Kockelman) {Z& o TIREN TS (Kim, 1993; Kockelman, 2006;
FEL CI3KME, 2015), 19934EIET V) V' F KRFEDI/N=4t ~ (A Bergesen) 12X 0 [FLHmmI~ L
o A F.3%) (Bergesen, 1993) ORAPRIREINT WD, TNIZL B L, B~V 2 A F 3

CIERDAERED S B & STV D (Bergesen, 1993, p1) o
@ (w7 Z2EHFTVI) IH (base) & LEREE (superstructure) ¥z (inversion) @ FED

unﬁ
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I BRErIay),

@ A7+ uF—pmHEIcoOnT, BUAMRBIZATR T 5 X9 FHIICILRT 2lA (B2
TIVFat—)),

@ (THLTHEINL) £ T+ F—HBIANG T ORBIZOWT, TN 2N O
THILT BB TR ERBRA BIAET—F 7Y 7 R, 2ELT—F vV 7 2dVDbWSIE
IR~ IV 7 AEFRUICH L 728D Wb & 5. B2 13GClik, 1980, KAL)

@ [ARDO<IVZ 2 FHBEH TSR A EEBIC BT 2SR ELE T L0
EEINTVb D%, LWLV AERAGRE VDN LEIAD, ROLDIHMENVER S
b D (recasting), T HRDOEFERT A 7T 47 14 (subject identities) DRFJIZBIT 2 FFEIYFH
£ (linguistic relations) 2> SHEBL XD “F 4 23— AR ITHEVEZ DD TH S
IhHiE, —F TR, [ RSO EA e L TOMSHRAOTIIZ 2 % ] (Bergesen,

1993, p1) TEEWVIBDTHbD, FHBR—FIY—VORALEL, ETHIZ, THL7cd

DENH T EDNTEL A 2019b),
BEIDVARELLLTUL, 2 LIV AEROERFIROON VLT RAMBE L,

POBDTH VWD DTH S LIIHTHEAELTVDED, Wb L HEHILEEAE SHITHEA T,

RAMEY VIR GHRNEZESEOAL FAruF —HE L vo TR EZHICT 5 &, BRI

B AHEABHNHCHOBRARER L LTV 7 ZEHEHOEH INLE 2 EHETE L& BR

5o
LRI, AFYTODEFF - Ly Vg - TIYTREOETVFIL 20154EIc0y ¥ =5

VA OFRIRICEEL, [FiEa3Ia=r—2a YOG HICH LTIV A EHREH

M3 52 & (application) (&, 4%, HHARICLTHICHICZ L THBLEME (urgency) (2

LN RETH D, LWVIHIDIE, TI2=2Fr—3aryTRETVSLI LR, HITATWS/

FTREFEINZVDDONPH L5 5HTH %] (Bianchi 2015, p.15) L FH LTV 5,
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