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& . Kg%jjﬁﬁbﬁﬁjgiﬂ P]ijﬁ_’ fiu‘frljﬂrh, fig{sﬁ N uﬁ%ﬁ

}7 RS 1Fjr* uﬁaﬂ SEE ,iL—;jF FJ?EI’FPI*,[L*EQJ{FJEQH INE
HEYZ > H - ]ﬁ%%% ~ PufiRL Quentin Skinner o AV U F TGRS
ﬁ%'ﬁifulélﬂ Skinner ﬁJ’l‘L‘éFiﬂi »N%ﬁﬂ [ [JTJ[” < TIPS AT
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& id’ FrTF;/'?IH" ”fl_lﬁﬁ 'Ljﬁm/Ji_ﬁ# FEIREUE » S Hh Skinner |
§FJ%‘I'P:§§§LH%' Hy4df - Skinner f lJ%lFI L r:{w”i; ;g%/(;% w5
Fl PFT}EW i (EH AL T 2 Pifozl i -

B§82= : Quentin Skinner ~ &% « 8= 178 -

* RS AAGHY (3HEHIE NSC 94-2414-H-034-002) » % P35 1 AR £
M2005F BB EZ G FCEEMME] IBERAZL ()M YEHEGERAMRIYE —
vA Quentin Skinner 54| | 75 &, o B AR IRALF PR E AT B HAKBE R A
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NI"??T (analytic philosophy ) £L= A ff 5l l'] 4w 17l &ﬁ[g;zll?[ i
o= FEPTE R - (RO TATRTERT “7,tuFfiF,%'FruﬁJWtﬁ E T ? 4
SROEI S L SR ﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁ@’ﬁWﬂﬁﬂmﬁwp
dhrEF*Huﬂu¢g[J— ﬂﬂé‘?ﬁuijm 7_]:@ T 7J7]:1?ﬁ':i84§{/l[§)’]; TR, ﬂ?ﬂ%
ﬁfﬁmumﬁy S BT Quentln Skinner 5} [ﬁ jg[ 55 FTEYE
Flipst Ti —= *JJ(Speech-Act)%rﬁ ?t" MRS EH AT A Lﬁ?ﬁﬁ(lntention)
Jffr?%& TE P R S R T Y LR TR (1999)
F L LT [%ﬁ‘l;{lpuﬂ‘T” N EIU R R - R ’5[ o ”F'F'ﬁﬂ it
Skinner fiv £ Frmﬂj??ﬁ i @I;{Qlﬁ Skinner %ﬁgﬁ?ﬁﬁﬂ fY TM,I’J/
AV ERIHER A I’FFEJ + Skinner (= H IR AL A
TYAAE ygufrlle (e ‘? Wﬁ;ﬁf'ﬁﬂmqﬁlr&lxiguﬁﬂi j/f\_ﬁ;rlﬁaem;

mr S pvE -HEiS ? AEIR Kari Palonen (2003) ?ﬂin:}%}{—] Skinner f 7% F:Aut?
Reinhart Koselleck fUAfEE. pli 75 #7754 » 7 2| I FIH Skinner 1 i i pURE Y

i #.iJH“]%ggl%%“?jﬁlﬁzﬁjélQ%ﬂ'%il_il'f%’\ﬁ%@m“ ];[J TJ% VEL > [Ei_’*ﬁ"::ﬁ
%L%'F[Lj’gjﬁ@ﬁ kL Skinner v £ TUHIQ’I@‘ AR Jﬁ 53 71U Keith Graham
(1988) iz Skinner ¥fF° I Ff[ — 7 *ﬁﬂquﬂJVEF'J“‘J?“%I_IH%F},’ELJF:
H 5 Mark Bevir (1994) 4~ S5f Sklnner}{ﬁj’F?YF,FJﬁ'EUﬁJt’b AHRREIpvfL
i# 5 P39t Charles Taylor (1988) [l[|5f Skinner EJ%T]JHI’:’*T"T'%{ (truth) p9
AT ?I?fﬁffd

R U i T’%‘ﬁﬂ‘?—r P R YR TAEST R A T 7J7~ﬂ‘7u ° Flj
fol LI RL Skinner J[1fff & F |5 [r[n ﬁﬁ'ﬁiﬂﬁﬂ%priﬁiwﬂi ° ri:ﬁl Sf
W fR T BT AR F{ Eﬁﬁ*’ﬁé‘“ﬂié&%&“ﬁ N R éﬁHiﬁwﬁ
Skinner g1 ELEH I FTE IOFE T 3 ATERILI AL SIS - 5V ApRR
FE Skinner {;pfﬁ;{zjfﬁg I*EJ%'Fpuﬁll 305 W dbLsszFulﬁigﬁ £ og‘j[ulgﬁ;{x
%JFJI Skinner £ [V E (958 SA1E T i (F ERLEPE =8 RV E R ) i
ﬂiﬁzj BTl TS EESR ) o R R Fﬁﬂﬁ >[I Skinner FILJ{“I—FS‘I:&{EJ
5 R - [P A R R
R IR [N R Iil‘pﬂﬁjﬁ*{%, AL S AP 2
U o Hidf - Skinner EJF;IF[ Ay r:{LB‘S«J Fl- FEEEAEL Fll”ﬂﬁl
A T 2 e
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P AITE

HESRS S T’?ﬁ_ﬁ’f (analytical philosophy ) =!I ‘§Jt A A e S R
DORRY RS A - it R
o - 1% g nd"?ﬁ%ﬁﬁlf\_ﬁfﬁ“ RS me (R H R ) fo- 7
[#(?T?f (phllosophlze) pUThE > H = F;Iﬁlifj f'%?ﬁjji/\jf@;"*ﬁtﬁl/]ﬁ%lyf[m i f[
R 2 I “%tﬁaf] I~ R AU PTEL  f4sk (Bertrand Russell)
(1 BB R PR T <@mm m
#1991 1 25) lﬂff:,zp%i:@ il alzﬁz%%%j_ﬁb}ﬁﬁﬂ AURE o BETR
AL T A R L A EAQ?UE'[E]‘%[?R@@E HAVRYE l’ﬁ'ﬁiﬁﬁﬁ%@?ﬂﬁ“
PR il ﬂl?\E'?’JEW?T%%%’I’F'EJEEIE““‘E@E%W‘“ %E*ﬁ'
BRI PR g b - (AT )P S WNV5WWM’ pi——x
(notnotx) Pl x Vi RURL— AAY - ;z,\f,ﬁ,% S F" S ]
i J’ﬁ“g{ujﬁ[,r (“HiERLEIE2E what is out there? EJF% ) o R —— e )

Freo etk = [‘JE'JW’@E?F? (RN Ul S =P IS oA ]
SRR 6 o TSR P B g RlchardRortyF’??'er—Fl

F% [VEiF)  (the linguistic turn)  (Rorty, 1967: Introduction ) F—EFJ'T“ I dEL
il + FFFORLIT A I - (R Iy o1 S T S
o BRERORE TR TR PG ﬁ%%/u\zgjg@vaﬁj T
?ﬁ% = ﬁ;:—‘ﬁ%;r‘]'f‘%’g]g[fjg_@g%;cgém%» o ",‘ii?ﬂﬁrﬂnﬁqm ST AT
ﬁ%ﬂ»%i’fﬂgéifft[ %% FERE (Ludwig Wittgenstein) (191 9] () 4 0
F PR R i (logical atomism ) » I') ¥ I'[3&571259T (the Viena Circle )
AR NINE =Skl Frlu (logical positivism ) - :Eﬁévi 3 'Hi[ Pl 3 FrEHE = RLEH
FL="H180 (atomic facts) A 55 o iﬁ[’p’: %fﬁ prlpe HIEJ’FL—J H[EEI
(atomic propositions ) I'f [ CERS (plcturmg) ISR ? E IF[ % H E'[Jéw £
FLUE ﬁ?ﬁ PRLE HFEY ¢ RISPpuaE g ('synthetic ) u::ﬁ FIJ*W"E\'fJﬂﬂﬁfﬁl%?ﬁ
WA Py ?ﬁ o F\[I%_%F/E}\f?"ﬁgﬁ #r (analytic ) u::ﬁ ) — - [



4

i

94 ?Tﬂ T” Quentin Skinner V% i’ LR S i R

p={|
L

BRI B AT A B (S A R R R -
LRI ALY - R B RRLE 1
S - PR D B SR T 017 R PSR B
*“:I%W?4~#Hg'ﬂﬁﬂﬁiHﬂﬂlﬁ&wﬁ% et o]
ST T I {15 S RCRIOR ) TR E 0 o 2 (B P
I PSR SRR Fi Ao BT SRR 0
(use) F» n%ﬂyﬁlﬁ TR B E'ﬁ ur[r,ﬁﬂ (ordinary language philosophy ) °
E[IEAIFL;EI;Q‘T"EJ—H”:[J L ﬁuﬁbﬁfﬂrﬁgu@ # o ﬁkﬁﬂhﬁ_ﬂ Flps Tosae ) @
[ fipy et £ [“IF“E'ﬁ ﬁ?i VTRl T’*;@Tﬂ fy- Iﬁmﬁ' 9T o [
LRI+ ST 558+ T A et
?F Gilbert Ryle, John Austin, Peter Strawson 35 l%ﬂéﬁ\l Paul Grice —flU3ilZ# -
E 1 Austin P - B0 ”Hf' n*taJ%{—PnJ(Speech -Act)( Austin, 1976) -
ﬁ‘ﬁﬁ'%@ iﬁl%%‘[;@§Jt" , — [[alj—‘llfl FIJEIJi ( utterance ) E[JI? =R E
( forces ) locutlonary—glﬂﬁjuﬁ HJJ Fr Epudis (literal meaning ) o
illocutionary—J[| % 3 ””?%{Lﬁ%\[[ﬁ“l ,}%L{SF:HFIJ[ FL[ » '’k perlocutionary—
HFEH F”T’Fiifﬁquﬂﬂ?dlgﬁﬁu%f%\' o * Austin P13%~ ﬁf’[q' ’51 r S H i

AT 89 K & E1E £ Wittgenstein (1961) o 4% 4 B ¢,4% Moritz Schlick ~ Rudolf Carnap ~ Otto
Neurath A o 3EE#F B A d A ] Ayer Bf 5l » T2 # L FE4E (Ayer, 1946) o
YR AT 3a A — R IR 69 AR X Piero Sraffa #i3hfbtg B8R T34 » RA AR LT E
Sy sb RA AR R 89 3% Ak o JLBF Sraffa Al — & F o9 F NGB ERFBRBEGTF ——
AEAR R ENIFAH R AT TG RAEA F 3 B R4 ARNT 236 18 F 3069 98T X A AT 2
Sraffa i {BF FI3E AR AT 38 £ 48 248k 3 » W48 & B 7K Sraffa 894 F3E M B 44 E 3] NL
BB TRTARA TR AETESFRAEBEY XA FESNTRAAER
&9 (Malcolm, 1958: 69 ; #%3] A AL 33 » 1988 : 70)

illocutionary ¥ perlocutionary & Austin B £| 83 o 2 4744549 & lin locution ] Mm% &
& by locution |  MEfF—# & » TR AFES —1TE (#4018 perlucutionary act) B »
Austin F4F |5 —EEE —TH A B EAE force (Austin, 1976: 99) Aafe — B4 49
propositional content AT & 4 &9 effect (Austin, 1976: 106) > 7] ¥ 35 # % — B 835 A 2 4o 74K
#7 fi2 (how an utterence is to be taken) » f 1% # 15 69 B & — B A 3B T L 4o {44 32 A% (how
an utterence is actually taken) #% 745 3] 892 % o Austin 494 4 John R. Searle & 2 i3 %
BB I F R oM o R TA =184 F : (1) Sam smokes habitually.(2) Does Sam smoke
habitually? iz =18 &) -F £ # 48 F] # propositional content : *.3F7 45 # 89 (referring) #F2Z
Sam » it 7] AT RG89 (predicating) #F A& smoking habitually (3tBf3% utterance P 89
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SELER TURNCI |Ei_|;g‘(w'*'¥zq'}§“[1_ T RL T A i SR G o )
Strawson FTEE[Y =" o5 Fi,— (oo e ey R N
ﬁ,'JP’B? “The ice over there is very thin! ” EJEf] s BESR T PRV AL TR
IR S )+ AR LA 8 SRR S e
%,f] E\fﬂﬁ?[% FEh SRR @IS i RL S g S rixﬁﬁ'[?b
W™ o FUFHUIHN for e e lﬁ?ﬂl AV » RS FS pE#E locutionary #[i-
B F'IJ SR EE“E+1llocut10nary ﬁﬁ*ﬂ pIA“JHIjEf\_F;IEE“EP:& HENR R F
lﬁ AW e RE- et o F IR WAL 1Y illocutionary
force %&l’]ﬁiﬁtd FI e i i H U &gﬁl o Y- s s +j-§L;‘>£IFP”Fu’FJIZIL‘ ;
U R R PRI A ) o O HIR LR ﬁ*wggﬁﬁﬁﬁ

F:A (theory of reference ) JEIFZZE| s :E{L}y@r] i (theory of meaning ) -
Egﬁuﬁﬁ?ﬁﬁ Hm#ﬂg“ﬁﬁTifﬁj/ﬂwrﬁlvwéﬁI}N
John Searle 3 — i J?Fk S

BAERE IR EIMNAZTAE AR MM A4 - £z —1F&F -
M4keg R [ 5535 (Utterance) &9 & I 4HE 7 ) é,ﬁ"zl
RGO YER AR HELR T G TEREGEE BR

o BEQ kB2 YR2R R o 5—ksk F‘@%E%é

locutionary meaning) o f&##E &4 L 8 47T L T AR 69 3 ML FE - AR AT EE
BB FHRE &A% ?Searle ($2 Austin —4%) BE_ZWMERAAEPHELE
( Bp illocutional force) R—#% : A1 & #9 force & —AEEE (assertion) fm1s & B & 5% H
(question) (Searle, 1969: 22-33) o iz =148} F] #9 illocutionary forces 3§ iz =18 £ 48
F] propositional content # 4] F % & & & 7~ F #9 illocutionary acts c fX h iz e B 489 R A >
fE 7> force 72— fe % 4 (bring about) T effect— R A /£ I 09355 — 178 P force
feffect A G —H o Bl lBIHEHFERTFH : TEFHR ) (—EEHNEGRGES
—7%)  TEBZTFTHOATFTIHMEGEER - LB EEHFF > TUFHZEEZTHET
% perlocutionary force (7FFBP /3788 Jf ELIE ARG 6 4) > 12 R 4p A A 133 A M
#) perlocutionary effect (7RBF-NZMALER LG HR) - MERH > BT —ITH PR
A # forces ¥ effects T R E A RIERE—FK - EREEHN L (K 88:14-5) F »
3t 8 A B 4E % 3% locutionary ~ illocutionary $2 perlocutionary i =833 » @&k
locutionary meaning - illocutionary force ¥4 & perlocutionary effect o #u3k % 3, » R 2 B ik
Tﬂi’&#)’(& ToREZFEAMGES) HEBARERE FHERETOETALLEAF ARG £
o R ERHMELFEAZI—MIFIE o
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WA BATIT B —3 My > £ 532 &5 018 A FA - i3kig
MR E TEAERZHMOMARITE? ] At T3
EAMBBEZARMER > REEFRPEEMH G HAR LA
JE? ) BAREINGRIEEREE (£K51993:19) o

RELHAST - ARSI M IRt

TR ygum._g‘iﬂfwyﬁ_ﬁﬁpf@i?“ » - S ER= 2 (behaviorism )
O o T A R e EJi HER TEApp ey, = TG
BIRRAOASRE J fOgid ol T @ S 53 M je — ﬂﬁiﬁi_ry%’?ng
PSR G—fug=d o TP ﬁ‘* '/7 g TAGHEIRERVASSE ) ST 19y
e ’ﬁ?ﬁi3'57???T§%§¢E§7ﬁ?§FWF U= SRS BRE P o U
%\_@E{gﬁ.%ﬁﬁﬂ[ F[SJ\‘E@E{!FLQ»E—F% ) 3~ [ 7 AR B A i | ] B
B0 s ] xg% O O RO P R R B Ctruth
value) Tt [*] o [ T3k AkL - l—mw"ﬁﬁL F”L“*’? %’ i i_fé"f*lﬁlﬁ{ﬂqﬁ%kﬁl
H*ﬁfﬁl ] klm%&irllJ#L;ny ’FEEHIJ$T%?TH2Fin¢§g FLRLH[ R
E( EJF{EE FY HFLRLFE > P (corresponding to facts) F”HH%: f‘@%\lﬁ
@gg,F”%%ﬁ$Tﬁﬁﬁ%(mm@mjW?%°ﬁﬁfﬁﬁﬁﬁ
e B H Rl B I S B Rl
PRt 2 S IR S g (truth)

RIS 5 DI - - R - 2
Lﬂflﬂﬁﬁﬂj’wj“ Hl ) ?TE*EFZI“ iie‘a’iffalyj > PER ﬁ%&’wj‘* 3;& SR
AR R LY 9 RSB ﬁiﬁ%WF*iﬁ " g e

—];u%j; lEIHI » Peter Laslett =2 John Pocock fi' 7 ﬂ?ﬂ‘&ﬂéxﬁﬁﬁwﬁtfﬁp fl
ﬁ%ﬂﬁﬁﬁﬂﬂipJﬁgﬁ Iaﬂmt%“ﬁﬁ,Fﬁﬂ«?T%“4§ijil T E PR HER
FBE‘E‘fﬁT\Eﬂﬂlﬁiﬁiﬂgﬁﬁﬁf‘ f&rfﬁq%hpqIJTHZIfL,¢aﬂ7Q‘M[JﬁHGP~J T

—v—v\

F 2 gk B A B 09 AZ 6 PEAE & B Laslett (1956) o % 9h 475 sk —3% 3y 691k » 7T 4% Plant
(1991: Ch. 1) »
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[ F%#;{ﬁj Two Treatises of Government® jif! { é@r S AT LA
rH ( Glorious Revolution ) Hji I&EJ@WU ("= (=7 = [[RL Laslett F‘
£§:'¢%&ﬁ$7ﬁwiﬁﬁ BERT A S8 @) L °ﬂ$%$J¥?H‘LH; '¢[ﬁﬁ§u
H B > Laslett #4M?F?“i R (B TR = ‘9¢$4415°E“t B
E?ﬁiﬁfﬂ$“i%Wﬁﬁﬂﬂﬁ¢U£¥V*?%iﬂﬁrﬂmﬂf%%%‘E%F R
AVRERY o IR - EIFﬂItﬂJEﬁ Piﬁif UjLKK?[H Vﬂq j57$1ﬁfﬁpjﬁlpjf;
TRy e EW*YQ*Jﬁiﬁiuﬁ'ﬂifiiffﬁﬁ?;fTLaﬂeﬁP FW’T‘K” J ¥ Two
Treatises % F{r (BRI PO » S PO RlIARS s i i
(1 1 FAFAE (Palonen, 2003: 14 Laslett, 1960: 46-7) © ° Rii&— 74 F
= T IR TR Laslett [ BEH e 0 RILE
AUE . L&ﬁﬂﬁ?ij Flhl f:'#‘_&@é‘rm [y Owl of Minerva » [{F| lir@ﬁ 35
VETY BIEGIREY 5 Laslett 133 » P ?T'#%W FIRURL— (=i
Hﬁijwqmﬁw¢m%§ﬁf ﬁ%ﬁﬁuﬂﬂﬁﬁiﬁ%¢ﬂU%T@Mﬁﬂ
HHERLEL @?ﬂryﬁq?T%yIQ&*¢ P FIPRL %ﬂﬁwﬁkﬁﬁﬂ%i [kRL~ i
f © Laslett yﬂﬁdwﬁé“t» ’?”Laﬁﬂ$ﬁ;,ﬁfltzﬁwj'ﬁ?iﬁajgiﬁ#;vﬁfﬁﬁﬁaﬁyﬁﬁéﬁ
ﬂTIAAO
FEEE RS Laslett #'p‘fﬁf = gRE [rJ ﬁ‘fifléﬁ & > Pocock ]| +TL¥$F,;}PTﬂ

et pl— PR RS o ﬂ% 1" Laslett Fi F"TFF'[L['EJ‘EH 2871V 9t > Pocock F=”5Er

> Jb4% i A% Two Treatises

B % EDAZ—FE > Laslett 33 {A& KR T/E6) 5 4% » &2 &9 Two Treatises 89 &4 B 8
Sgasay THRBEAMK) (exclusion crisis) A48 M 6932 45 » Rb R — 2 & 3R EH 94T
B4R ] o K Laslett 4p & /& [Two Treatises FF LE m#sl LG LR MERE
FARIEE N 0 —AE AL TAE ] (1960 : 47 ; #23] A Palonen, 2003: 14) o #:4)3%
B AXEEZAEEHAN BEXLEEREHNES > A& Laslett £ BELER
FRH T 474 illocutionary act » #8335 & — 47833409 A & R A& > Laslett f& 3t » ¥ Searle
B o BIEEMBETE (assertive) — R FFELHSELH > MILBERELME
4 (declaration) — & & M Lbf » # R EBELZE N HIEAT o 4o (Searle A T
BBF) E R TARE TR ARRE M ERIFE (1979 1 16-7 5 #5] & Fotion,
2000: 51) o % 2K Laslett & % E#EHIZ AR (uptake) 7% %78 Two Treatises ¥ Ff [5.4- 6935
T —1TH L —=F (2 & Laslett £ Two Treatises if B3, Tl /2355 — 7B LA 5
— A RIRE o fEAFARAEY L o Laslett B THRAAERAZEST - SO T ERRFRLAR
B ttob 30k 3 3F Laslett B @69 A7 » MK Rk E (o Palonen) FH @M TR L
2.
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S Y R A pIERL » BT 5 IR0 RSy o RN T R
P fEE P9 A5 (19622 190) » “iltkRLET » fEH UL EL (intellectual history )
E{U@IZF:EI -1 épyp“ U FfFJZzl;‘ .‘%gm == F?F‘JIZI‘;FDEEI TR o ﬁijzg
el e F”i_ﬁ‘?’ RUED P #2175 ]Fﬁ%’}ﬁlﬁﬁ RUEEEF P99 £ COPIF] Leslett
Ao~ ) o H IR EVIR - SRR B S DR L v
mejﬁf}@w (Pocock, 1962: 194-5) - % Pocockﬁj? o~ flt RUBEL LI F"TF;VJI
F > LA [ ?Tﬂ" i E[fj%j"f;%%%f;? « % Laslett Ml %7
¢ 2 Pocock T [ lfol iR T T&’T?f/ [P 8¢ Fﬂﬁdiﬁi'ﬁwjﬁaq;muﬁi ;1
AL EVINT fEgEpl g '[Frff HiEa bmmugmgw;r,ﬁ 0
chJ’EE'BU”%rﬁ,F“ (e %pﬁ,%ﬁ ’ lﬂjﬁi’ﬂ?‘ AR TR S oA
TR AL R R R IS TR fu Laslett
F)}?Jth F] J}l-]ﬁgal?[ljj/\??ﬂl -y K FI JdIZ[L‘ o

T‘FTF:% Laslett =* Pocock 72 ?Jﬁ 55} Skinner 3 % 7 %5 B > P

= J/’J[ﬁl Skinner Z[|— [l J?F_JI”J“ + [ﬂj Skinner [& R0 T 4 1
?T':‘QH'*WT”?FH'EUIV/IJ SRPE T Ifil ! | V5 T T~ 41 Skinner YL
I Laslett — 15 > #lﬂﬁf,ﬁﬂ i (?gm[fﬂ’f[ ) #'?alﬁ[ Uﬁ?yf bl
HE P [ #i Pocock PIFJEIBUWUEUN g DA = DR e
i e g~ B RIPORI AL T FTeIf9 (Palonen, 2003: 19-20) = (<=
Skinner 3 » (T HH[Z R 2 E,UN f9) RUAE e sy ;FT?T {L i/['&%[%f(
ﬂFrruF”Tl?”t RS S o S F”T§th pJﬁJH"jH(tﬁpqié{ Bt
3F MR AP U EF?F“ 5] (evaluatlve) F‘/’—LEEFEJ ( normative ) )[%V ,
BULPAGTTE TR & AT e om0 9t < 8 RUEGU R AR e
J“ﬂipﬁ* i 4 F'F‘ﬁﬂ II*I%?*/ffJﬁﬁliﬂﬂ [P R L A [RUFE TRl

AR [f SREYHR - Pl B R o IER T,J&p Skinner FrER H[fU3E @

ir’é&ﬁF AR s o £ R — )] Searle Y BT R e
P HHERLI R rIF”“JP"‘*HVf*\%%?*'%’ﬁsﬂﬁ”ﬁ%l| BV - fip
ﬁf EME Laslett'ﬁ"ﬁ Pocock [ F'EJ’?Sr 1" Skinner ﬁ@ﬂl’lﬂ:‘é{“ AUBTHUIES - (fLRLE
YT FORL » Skinner £22)'Y RIFTHIFTTER B — R~ AT 75
(B8 55 iz

HETRp? ‘l%xﬁ%j YAEy 2 gy DI B Skinner gru;:wmﬁ’g Hio (E L
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4 ) RUR L = o BRI B A9~ 5 #1 o 1) %) Skinner
S P T SR PO BL AR B « 74 P19 “Sir Geoffrey
Elton and the Practice of History” (1997 )[1 Skinner Frfol % BR U= LI%F4)
Rl R Y Tﬁﬁ‘\ S PRRRB &3 (Rigius Professor of Modern
History ) — FfVfj| (= 4% Geoffrey Elton - Elton ?t'v CETER s O R
TR » RUTER S 2T v BT B P R
HIEJﬁJ ufg_j ¥ [ ( Skinner, 2002: 11 ; Elton, 1970: 125, 129, 136, 146 ) -
[P ’Elton%tz#'?alﬁ g R RS GRS A T SR A }4
S R T R BFORL T2 SRR B T W i SEI %
(consequences ) ; (Skinner, 2002: 10 ; Elton, 1969: 129) - [fi| iF%FEEP’TF?HFKJ
1?%’&@&5_ 12kl (truth) ( Skinner, 2002: 12 ; Elton, 1969: 68, 86) - ]?‘Eﬁﬁ
FTIE - HERLE IO B PO IR B )
Oy - LR Ii’i(fﬂ'm“ IE ﬁ%ﬂsﬁ#mw* mgm— i 21 > [
G i AR Jfﬁﬁﬁj’ﬂ“ﬁuﬁuﬁ]. ° “HFE Elton #ﬁm R L B R Y
FLEHF Cevents) - [IZE (FHFAY) SINE 5 H Aol fE % Fljﬂg}'[‘?jﬂ[[fﬁg’gii ]
JEEFF'[?”'@E% iﬁﬁﬂﬂfQE [‘Fer(Elton 1969: 22 ; quoted from Skinner, 2002: 9 ) -
x LV ECRURL » 7] Elton Fre TEu Py 3 - Frpll 57 H UL 14 7~ 4 -
;Igipji_]%guf%‘nmj [ =0 PG PR = B iR /‘Eﬁiputﬁ@p
o SHIERT B » Blton &7 48 N G BRI FRAROIT - Y- o
EUT/‘“ pusshgy (- A[H F’?E,lﬁ#ﬁgi“f'ﬁ AURRRLISE G ) R RL FEI D B A
fY ﬁﬁll—%‘ﬂiﬁﬂ??ﬁ?@ﬁﬁiﬁ?{FW,"\\ if[\;ifﬁﬁ'%%ﬁg?ﬂ‘ (Al- e
3?15“ o T E fsgﬁg@ﬂlmﬁ\f% CHIpRE gl Ay 2 el gy UL ) [
DEE LAY "?alﬁ[ﬁjﬁi IS T‘jﬁm‘“ p Jﬁ‘[}j ( Skinner, 2002: 13 ; Elton,
1969: 190, 197, 199) ; &I »’sfr PRSIV L ) 7 7 ( Skinner, 2002:
13, 18 : Elton, 1969: 101, 111) 5 53= » FefISFH i 1) bl i a=epl e 8 Rl
ﬁ[%%]gfj o i;@ I Fr FISTER f[ﬁ{‘ﬁfﬁ DET— o gﬁiﬁifj’jpa[%%@}@alﬁﬁw
[ R Rpl e - RUSTRRIL ORI o T T AR e R
Eifl'?ﬂlmﬁﬂﬁﬁﬁalgi%ﬁémﬁ ( Skinner, 2002: 15 ; Elton, 1969: 31) -
= A PR R T
NS ORI SRR TR - R R B HERLY

Ii
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%?w%%ﬂﬁﬂﬁm%ﬁﬁ"%iﬁW%%W%%¢@W%WW@%
W‘L’%?}Wﬁﬁfjﬁggl Bk B i*u -3 lE[jE[]E[J , ?ﬁa[#%—\ FIF&HTLJ
G]ﬁﬁ‘?} Emﬁgllﬁﬁéﬁ |iE ]}lﬂ Jﬁjﬁy (total acqualntance) ) thlf ’iﬁg{[‘iﬁj\ S

guﬁyfg;,s, ,%EJEIEJPFE«44 J';"ﬁ :;ﬂf[ﬁ_@aﬂ%ﬁiﬁﬂ ﬁ MJI Skmner“f[
lﬁﬁiﬁ RS FLJ?EE[EU) AT HE o j;a[fmj FOETRY » 45T 17 ,Tiﬁlﬁfgrﬁ%
TERLIAVIIORERS o O GRS pOE v R I R ARG {1 e Skinner
%?‘[’ Elton [y ?ﬂ'%ﬁ'%ﬁ%&— U EFHVE=EY ) (the cult of the fact) 751'[
it

S&yfy Skinner ¥} Elton iﬁ@}{kﬂ F’ﬁ b“ﬂ%lj\pﬂ?w’ﬁ%# AT RL 2 ARAY
T BHIE - Blion R JRILT - BIERE T  Fi s 0] T
[y ERLLA FLRL Elton B F"T?"‘EIUF??FI pLi ? Skinner "' +"— f[# Elton T ﬁ?’iﬁ‘ Y™
R ] D BT PORERL
ﬁﬂ?&ﬂhriﬁﬁﬁ@WﬁWﬁ%°—ﬁﬁﬁ? MBLERS »
;I{E;I 1% lf]ﬁ“ﬂg []JF % (% ( Skinner, 2002: 23 ) - #1 F[JI:I:F",% » Elton 9% [~
Jl- FEEGHEIREpV AL - ?ﬁf\?ﬁﬁligi?ﬁ'i{ﬁ@& YN RS SRR Y
rﬁfw o PP BeRLE I RRRLITHIRE T > Skinner (2002) [l f¢-- 7
ALY (Wittgensteinian ) [iY £/ % %5t Elton [UF o Skinner &7 7 F\,?j
Elton T2y 17 % + SR HEEAL » 9005 1 Sl o o |
FYRL [ e » ﬂﬂﬁhﬁ\d& Hidf ?ﬂiﬁﬁfm i = ﬁéj SHPUEHVE T 71 o Skinner
SR R i [FLHWTU iﬁi% Chatsworth House [ 7 RLEVHS » |fi]
STEEE EEAEJ?EEU:E{L}y — ﬂiﬂf\_Elton F"T?’ ﬂJ’ﬁj&@l’éﬁ Ef\l_% e
T .E’xﬂLPFT'ﬁlrjﬁggqﬁj ﬁt[g\r %ﬂru}g% ;&up g;w [74}« %rﬁ‘vﬁzi_
FERLIEVHC o Skinner BEETEE [ﬁWWW%wm%ﬁFW“ kS e
ﬁﬁll%qﬁﬁlijll?hmlﬁﬁq;é/’ g ﬂﬁ’ﬂi_ R T 2B
HF,@E » Skinner ?Jt i ZES A iﬂﬁgﬁr}[uﬁlﬁﬁ T | 'f [[Tj“ﬁfﬂij? =i
BRIV BEALT) 4 [ iﬁw¢H$wwawi?J

" JJB & Devonshire A % AL REEZ R » B—RAHZL 1688 FASEOTHBEE
BT — o
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] L TR BRI ‘MFWHE[EH%
w<wwrhrwu$EW¢?J’FM%Wli%ﬁﬁwio °
FipEpLE > & glﬂﬁﬂﬁaimﬁﬁfﬂl% ’TJI”J“:&FIJE IEJ*/%{L[H (1ntent10n) ol
LR B R—(N) ZEElton FrE EJKAE"H{@*?’I FIN2 % FIE'IJF | ZHvHr
i@%ﬁﬁzﬁﬁﬁﬁlm\%,glg U—= ’/{«_‘F’j?ﬂflﬂ %[E;I ) J'ET Hogrpy o “F'«LF;L
Rird €1 FEPIPARLT B Elton ﬁﬁfmﬂﬂﬁa}gmﬁq v &l
Y15 911 Skinner gt HIPA BT [T > 0D Laslot
= Pocock Al o Gk TR o HE] HTuW’?EUTJI“‘J’i[_ RV
Pﬁi? ;ﬁﬁ?iﬁ[ﬁ [HIKg > Skinner 4% L Te TRy = ﬁ@%ﬁ

Intentlon 1 Convention

F=GREF Elton gy #02 [ BRLTPA 1% F FrETEE > Skinner R 1)
FEPEIA L o [~ HIORL > Skinner F7 SH{IPLAE EEAIRALSE] ) AT
2 (R H R %ﬂﬁﬁyw) ﬁlF{lguﬁJﬁr[i  (ERLMETE lrﬁﬁgrrﬁ[JmhLIﬂ
Fl [ Rl 2155 T’T?Tﬁ EJE%‘JE > Elton i F’?“LL[SE_E URL Searle LI EY - A
[fil > [] Skinner LY E[Uf_ﬂﬁ PR o ® SRy %] Skinner [f JF[ gl
BT TR EHOR I o B E P RS R U
EAGTEOPRE > 5 AR Tk - B2 5 Skimer
[ifFy o e E R ATRL  9Y - PR EJ*EJWH TR
fgﬁ g 'ﬁ'iﬁ [ ¢ ﬂ*‘*f%gpﬁfﬁ FEI38  « BE9R Skinner W“ﬁ Wdf ?T
TR R

Simer i EEAEIFERT] PR BRI SFA5

o RUE PR HRAVALY 4 ) FOREALT e« P Austin 91 54—
TR %T” N ﬁ FF;[ (ordinary language ) | 1= 7 75 ##7 gk w38 1 5] e
BLIER] b S FROTEGERRL e 2 S5 CHIRH) [ F;[ P R ARfRL 2
[‘Wl"eﬂfiﬁ'%@*witﬁﬁﬁ ( Skinner, 1972: 396-7) ‘PIHHE&,;}%E”]#@

\_

—

SR BB REAEEY LR RSN RRY c FREEERTBETR
ARG T 0 Rl R BEA AT F M AR o
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Austin [V locutionary, perlocutionary I'} » illocutionary forces fi7j %5 = —
%o ? Skinner —%% Austin — 35— R Jfﬁjf‘F’, RN EER el J"F_JIZL;I ST BT
& - o 73 “Meaning and Understanding in the History of Ideas” (1969) —

HI’Qﬂmwr#[ruﬁw‘ﬂjEJJ;E?héﬂ i RUELPR P B REHIE T
W P R T A2 A (textualism) Y] FE"E AL
ﬂ*EE?‘EJZW I EPPOERL D T STV PERIR ORISR £ (EHE ﬁﬁﬁg

19t ﬁﬂ[*ﬂ QZT‘EZ,IE?EJZrif'ﬁ?ﬁ%E *ﬂi_,[J—fl%,I]é‘([-fﬁf“(Skmner 1969:31) ?
i ?ﬁi_%ﬁ ’fjﬁﬁllrmj[“ 3 oI Y ‘¢|EIJ FL ( what is the content?) 9} »
b SR Ry A puEHES FTPY (whant s the text for?) » F% ¥ "] Skinner
Fle IEJI:IF P FHM FIEE“EF FHY A pLEiiwmer |iY (what point is it?)
( Skinner, 1969: 31) -

Palonen ?‘F'I I Y Skinner ?tr' APV EE T FURLY £ 7 F" B

 wyHk > Skinner B L BB RDEY IR UADBEEROITHE ERD ik e

RoleZr BLEFEEAX R BAGATHRNF MEARF IR
& &1”]5%"" W, P 3k B % — 4% & & 0 » Skinner 4% 3] % Paul Rlcoeur éﬁ){sﬁ%ﬁﬂ'&l} ) 2% 3
hEEAMEEA LGS RGZETE T i A /\—“i’?-‘?x,té’] i# (changing public
meanings of texts) M3k [RIFHERH T (AXAL) &L (the meanings that their
original authors may have intended to assign to them) | (Skinner, 2002:92) - #2538 T
Ricoeur R B — g Z AN EEAT 1 TRAE XA EIEZTHG E 2 F
(Ricoeur, 1981: 201 ; $%23] & Skinner, 2002: 92) o L3k A, » H_FEEZ £ EE LR
AHAEH BRI o
% 4= b 4T VA Skinner 2 B & illocution & 7= B« perlocution — BP 4T ¥4 Skinner #% £ %5 7%
ERHRZMERAAGF _AAER? EH Fﬂfé’]‘u)ﬂ ?7"@775\%‘:’7 ] o Skinner B %t
8% T4 Ricoeur FARERF —HEAMTEAF HEIR?2AMHEER RA
R4 & B &R AARRIER 5 RA AP AR AR %%£%1$;§&$§%
Skinner #HiEMREZHRIEL : XA FTE IS AKBRTAER - YV LBBULRE L4
BE - FEFRNE LR (BMERAFRS) 4’Fﬁ?‘ﬁfl¥fﬁfﬁ%i$¢f%§%fﬁﬁ-ﬁ 7 B o
A 4o $e A 6832 AR4E 2 84 illocutionary acts (Skinner, 2002: 114-24) - Skinner Z_Ff VA€ #
R AR TAEMBAEIAEZ TR LA AK FHE (communication) — 235
i — 0 T o HA RN F AR IREEFLF N EETATERAILEZELRNLE
etk BURET —THEROBOHE - HAMEE SR BRI B ARG > TS 2
Searle (1969: 46-8) o

"0 fa e #4409 453TAE (2002) > BB Skinner 334 textualism 331857 € 3 K% TR > A
VAT B8 85 4% R i3 1B+ o
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REY ARG S e B RS SRR JL’JI/?“‘#&%%I (how and why it is
said) © PIETBIPORL » A BRI HEOCHEE ¢ 3 T HRY 4 S )R A
L MV R Y A EIfJ[“J?T’il_er = ( Palonen, 2003: 32) #Hfit Skinner
A B TS5 (rhetoric) ey - g fRpv pLAEENBRL (2RI g 57
SRR P4 5 OB AT » B0 19 4G 7 BTSSR e AR
FE RO SRR Y - JEJ%%[.

71{|j oA 2 « T Skinner € RTPIEY 5, F - 2 00,
o B RIpURSG “%Sffi_l*'ﬂ# ﬁ 4 (convention ) =2 quﬁ%\[J — il
5] how = why [I4fH] g o= EHEu - BRI T HRE 7t Austin F”TT":'F i Fl 1
SIS RLHELT |E£_F, [[#¥L Skinner ]ﬁ Sy PTRRRLIZE 58 lﬁl@:ﬁ&’!ﬂ"‘ﬂ?‘/t’alyﬁﬂ R
4 FE H'E*"ﬁ?ﬁ F, 53 17 & E Y T;J;EJ/ —~ o 7 “Convention and the
Understanding of Speech Acts” (1970) — < f[I > Skinner 3[' {5 S Austin iU

17 F IR - Skimner (05 Austin BEARE
locutionary force I'J 9 » [! ﬁ j#p%”fl Eﬁ[ “F| illocutionary “#* perlocutionary
forces = YRy)(1 l”ﬁﬁ (2% 35 i S R gh ] e S e 55 A i 21 (2) 9
QJ{J*‘ SR IP:I "ZRlE | (uptake) [ ﬁJ il Z fl 1 illocutionary force fi* %
o SPOFETHIE - Skinner B Bl - [~ R SFET R
%ﬁﬁ?ﬁ%, 73 T’?ﬁ%»'ﬁl‘lﬁ]‘ T ﬁl BIEJY %1'[ 2 F > Skinner | K lﬁﬁﬁ“jﬁﬁ?j‘
R H R

2V EEE Austin I GG LB Y > 7i | BEE P - B
e P b D—JFI;QT?}E#\ Peter Strawson ‘H”}f}ﬁ o= ﬁ?ﬁ A FZ,I%}'PFH‘A'
H S AUNES FHIEJ illocutionary force iV ( = 'pRL~%p1) [iX iﬁis SO ﬁ%—l—
S TR BT R R SE iy (essentially avowable) [ « ” L
%Zlﬁﬁiﬁw%’ﬁf Strawson {11~ 7EiEl i illocutionary force Elfl?ﬁiﬁﬁ' [
FL A CRUEEHRES BERE (decode) S fU T AT B RLASE Y F[HL&;\IF&%

11

BRARCHEEEAMTHERELRL - BA—EREREAEHR > 848 force RRF
#& illocutionary # & locutionary 7 o tb4e3, A M B (35 EZREZ£?7 ) BEX M4fatk
RAFo | HEAB EAAEHEE A NGB 2 RBERBHEELETY (FFF B AE
MELSABEFERE) - BEAENEEBEAZLARBAMEAEEL LR TERL
BLAT Ao B R 9 7T AgbE o
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i

g,[guﬁ 5, ﬂ )Uf\_ Austin %IFUHIF”TI?JF A Pl fgf'EJ[Jﬂéjgfillocutionary
force kL7 %EG\;IHﬁJ*ﬂIHiEL P A CTRRT "Rl S ElfJ?Ei'LQ%ﬂ' ( Strawson,
1964 ) -

RN Skinner ¥} Strawson fiN] T’?F[ T Eﬂ?’[ﬂ SRR T FERp e
fRoo 37— 'E_F"TEE' CREESENEE | (oblique) FOfpd o BUJAEIR S pu T4 BT
fFW%Lm¢Jw@WEﬁ’@imfw B TR FSR R OARR >
Sk AT S E@E?ﬁf[lﬁ”1110cut10nary force o pl— FiLL T TF:i%HE?‘J
(non-avowable ) [ o 'irxﬁ I}{inﬁdi P BEJR S U T AT BT BEAGE
e PURURAS T o (FRL T R o [ER LR S AR
T RFT i 'Fl1PY illocutionary force (Sklnner 1970: 122-3) %[’TH»*%E R
- [HET lﬁfﬁﬁﬂ‘i . FHJ%E—T{?F,EJ N EEPIEE S e TR ’S'['Iﬁﬁ iy
e o (ERLAT e i ’Eljféiifﬁﬁﬂiﬁ[ﬂﬁfﬁﬁ<iff (g8 rf??ﬁJ i
2 AREPE ? ) = HY Skinner F e l’“\’lﬁ’m? =X )f@gﬁ_—ﬁg‘zpl( ﬂatterlng)
t;gﬁﬁﬁ +fﬁ3f?z‘;§ﬁj+¢§glF41r%ﬂjfﬁqtht DRLES 11 B e

R UIEE 7 554 £ (P ER R lﬁﬁmﬁﬁ&bﬁj) S d]*ﬁl@j"sr% .
f7 jlf:f FES LT T U Skinner f e [F’?F BRI T REEIERT o (ERLFT) FE
EpURL lﬁﬂ*ﬁ KARPRIpATE T RL Strawson TS ARG » PN EL jtj;ﬂf‘”ﬂ—i
PF e HIRLE IR LR Y SRR TR TR AR
o puE q%\“”?’;ql%'ﬁu illocutionary force * [NE S [ iRl v [i J@E&L_F[ REAIE
fi%“ﬂﬁvﬁwi’Aiﬁf“tﬁﬁjﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁW$mmm~wm 129-30) -
Skinner ?FIL[' » I ‘F* }pj}{kiﬁdt L5 — »E&ﬁjglﬁ% P ASE S?N EEIJ‘P
SPEIE S PR IR T S
7 il g’gﬁgr%}il_@ FIREr Lt py r j‘ﬁﬁ WEs | (language-game ) A&
(Wittgenstein 1958)  |fi| Skinner RI:&~ ﬁyF,Ll'?tzg;ﬁjHJﬁr@EﬁJiflglﬂ
EJ’H gl ﬁtﬂ ( Skinner, 1970: 130-1) - Iﬁrl;‘/ » Skinner ljﬂ*F"TF;ITU

H

P pded S H A E—RG K BIR S BAEHE A LRRBEITET T2M7)
PP BRS BRENAA [—) Ra (B#F) Ak Ta) K (Ee) &
AA—RG T (BWH) 2%EE 5 L@ LS EBA £ (agreement) » TR S
B EBARATTIE A Fiif4e o

P m AR 3 0 R AL A o HARITI A T3k (agreement) R EiEfE
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kL > Skinner £fF° Strawson AL ’ﬁJﬁlJfflffJ CINRE i;ﬁljfﬁfﬁ ﬁEFILjTF[
— 71 (conventional and non-cenventional illocutionary acts) f%53 %1 =43
BT » (P BTIFOREN T Strawson 1957 K10 1 HEEU (AL i A2
BERVER B — T IR P s AR T P RS - B
FRAIE (rule-governed ) ’Wi%ﬁiéﬁthﬁféuﬂr[ {’?EU'U\TIiﬁ}Qﬁ?%Wé%
CE NI “‘JPIQWFE'%EJ%H RIVE i — TR SR AR Y
SR R AR R j‘HF' FI%J ﬁ Iy U%l T o = Skmner
=33 T A (Audience » 5! ) H ”"'TF J}FE%'PJZ#EJF"TE gaﬁ'ﬁ_[ﬂ | S (speaker > 3%
A H D) AR A FER AR TR 2 ﬁ%fgff P PR Csocially
conventional intention ) ( Skinner, 1970: 133)

ri:fp STPEE rl]ﬁﬂ pr]‘ﬁ,y % » Skinner LHIIH,EJET» ’J‘Frru ﬁ%’ eSS
HJﬁE@FEJ§L§;F97} OEV7$T{#gngyqa<f*"*ih&ﬁj bR @Earw
EES f;u :|ﬂ‘ﬁﬂj— ﬁr%f%I’ﬁB@ﬁEﬁaI%“g ujﬁ%ﬂ%ﬂﬂqﬁﬁ&”?¢§¢pjijgﬁ
F’ﬂ»»’jﬂjﬁ fflt"'}' 14 ’]ﬁlw ‘Z&I%Eﬁii_ ‘ " <9 Sklnner EJVA‘Vif\_F‘LEJ )
Wﬂrmm@y<mmwwwwﬁﬂﬁgSﬁA@vf
illocutionary force Eﬁ s P WET= BN (] S= A9ty b IIE IREFL -
HEIR N T f\‘_lﬁj%*fﬁﬂﬁ'ﬁ”*f |?§ C ERLN [ EE“EJPLH]F force (Skmner
1970: 134) - jﬁ[%“ﬂi‘gﬁ FE| - EﬁﬁFﬁ&?ﬂ Eﬂjﬁﬁﬂjﬁ[d’ [ ﬁlJ%Eﬁis BN
WY EPRLTFE 1 Mwﬁfu’w S R R [
LRl g g o i ek o

iﬁféﬁq@?ﬁ]m@]ﬁm e3> & Skinner WL L%~ EE P RL- ][ﬁ'w‘iﬁﬁéé =N
¥ (structuralist) o [KE} E[T’Zﬁﬁ MR LAE gty yﬁf[iﬁﬁ F“ "Rl | illocutionary

_.D

E R AR AR BARBMAFAH LREGER > BERZEF YT EANTFETFERBR
A—AERE (voluntary) 9@ » 12 R HARITIE I R JEAE o 48 RIGMZE AN Z
FgHM,] (blindly) #F# 8| (Wittgenstein, 1958: para. 219) o
" Skinner Ml B ¥ 35 E S A kR FE LS 0 LT A — AR - kA AR TR
A REZRE o WA RE AR FES P54 (sentence) f iR A AR 69 R & STA
:_z'-ﬁﬁ RAEH% L (categorical) 89 £ £ o #6)353% » Skinner 5078 £ BEAT LRSI fe
T35 6] 0 7 ik JE A Bl AT SUAR R o 3 32 A8 FE 34 L 69 £ FB - Skinner 35 ab F 244 (35
T AT ) HEARKEDT NG @R A TEHY £ (philosophy of action) o 4t #1318
i R ERIHERGTREIA -



106 Eiﬁ ﬁﬂ T” Quentin Skinner V% i’ RV = i g et

i

force fi9 4R X » HIHERIR 7, 5 F ARAL OB B0 ~ AL ML pam L
FOAG B R T AR O o SRR S AURIEOAL - Skinner Fret 1]
F Iﬁ@*flﬁﬁ%ii ( Skinner, 1969: 43) o ¥{k7) 4[[4 % J - FYF Skinner %[
RS o LIRS P IR SO -

it “On Performing and Explaining Linguistic Actions” (1971) — ¥ 1>
Skinner FfH urlr,—.?‘h":’?ﬁkqﬁl I fh EJTJ], I bijlf?zﬁ%ﬂiuﬁrl ﬁgl*&?
= [THIRE = Fie > Skinner AfHIF E[l:l]:[r[ — 7 fhhl- FERVERY S E (voluntary

action) - ﬂﬂﬁtaﬁ Fi — T R P - R RE S AR B IR fi?%z}#'[
Eﬁ Ijxhﬁ RUE L : F{I_ (A e &TF[ '] “A bringing it about that P

CTAG[EE Py ) ¥z ArEi (redescribe) [ > B F[1 A RLIF=- SRl
EJI* §9H (agency) » P oL A FifO— [ [ o FOUTHUTERL (result)
1] @ RLEEI=- PR ORI FIEOEIRRTT A pY 5 8« Tag el o kL A i
(/e ? 4 (what 1sAd01ng‘7)1H|[4% }%‘E_Tﬁliﬁi ( Skinner, 1971:3) - ’51 IR @-ing
TR T B FESR 77RO - Skimer 1R
e in_xﬁﬁl lffi_7\ E’HTE e PPV WL - Wﬂlocutlonary act
FLE SEVRERE T R 0 {1 F[ T B B Y A Yy fA “+[*] ( Skinner, 1971:
442)o;§Fﬁﬁ§W9ﬁ éﬁf’rij““‘lﬁiﬁWUm?EPﬁ—E%(W
H. P. Grice EJHF kR rJlEE [9RF%,  (non-natural ) Hi o EI;"{F&IFI%%:’
X [[H ,jgﬁﬁfjﬁ_ﬁ (ij[ Her-qﬁﬂyﬂjglj\_,w tJEJTF JI/:k o H]) s f Jgﬁ_ﬁ
%Wﬂfﬂﬁﬁhm@ 75 [P RSB AL ) B H R H AR
(per accidens) fVEH 77 & - B%JELHPFQQEJ illocutionary act fil— & & [/

 ARAE Grice 93k R BB AA TARM) &k AELBHARE ThaKke) &
& oAb THRGBI R ATAGE TARLHIREMS ] » RITF A TR L R T K
FF o A2 RALIR EAR S (REAAE) BEBS R ARA o | ALshAF » FiaR T8 Ry
FBEBORARASEEMGMA A TARY ] EEx A2 xEHpmAx &K
5l#2 pJ (x means that p and x means that p entails p.) /2% % —48354) > fldo T (/\ﬁ
boy) BEZRERT TR LEH) o | AR TETEG] TR BER AL
#4asho BT [x &45 p mE x &5 p A A 5l 4 pJ (x means that p and x means
that p do not entail p.) o Grice #9 FE L » £ TEAR] 9Z AT » LEABELZHRBE
B ZEF XL MAFEHIMAEZEEREL  RRAENERE THELAZL
BB LN EE  TRALERMEZHAN  RATFERAARGARKAE - £ 1
Grice (1957: 378) »
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(intentional ) [—R Al [y FVERY—7 1% (Skinner, 1971:8) = [EI=1 9t -
Skinner &/ 1] EF'[L[' » A iV @-ing E'EJQL_F[ “A bringing it about that P” El {7
“ﬁ%JE%?;m_lﬁ(mmmmmw)ﬁwqmugmw ’Wﬂ*ﬁiﬁﬂi
= illocutionary act fL&J 2= f'F :Eﬁﬁ T S EH O R WG r&?fﬁ T [F :HF”[FF
i ( Skinner, 1971: 4-11) %fllﬁ'ﬂiﬂﬁ Sklnner HZ Y5 ?Tuf\_ g
illocutionary [IU5IpLRL " =B E) ST ELLT A o ) SAgESM [ S
B SRR [ pry (Sknnwr 1971: 13) < [RI=D 9 PRS- WG S
= (PR ER SR LR JEfE Y illocutionary force HRFET Y F'lji?
BT IRLE LRI AL - R« BT RL T
RLF FBUPHZ UEIE%F?IWJ lJr e > i RLEE [F £ W%ﬁﬁ?ﬁ%' I'F-’?\’i?;%f' SRS
xRy e L~ FE FTJI (causal ) PO o [f kL3RR P e e
( Skinner, 1971: 13)
rj:j%k:‘f;HlﬁgaL = F[;FT?? FFIJ {fH = > Skinner [pilEpE EF'[L[' !
TR RL- B [F[FTJP 2. F HpL I%F[ﬁ#':{#l I’;t" CHj PR
CIEFIIR ) HiE) (P&TERY) [kl%\lﬁjﬁ; (7 [ SPEHTT: EF[ 1Y illocutionary
force - 1. E?Pﬁlﬁﬂflllocutlonary force » a%f?ﬁ WE”E_FSI:‘ PR FEEEL @E’Fﬁ?ﬁ”
T FURISTSEET © B OB L - g
fip< Rl g(f ') Skinner T 75‘ CPRL A = SV RUN P (i Al
— t@,ﬂjéﬁgﬂj# %h%lﬁ_[?f‘ﬁﬁgﬁﬁ*?{ﬁ * IEIJ:;;{LQ‘E,}[ ) T FLB %Efr&?u,ﬁdﬁ HIER
HIHT o ﬁ tfjﬁk,:r%“[}{ﬁru;ﬁﬁ"l F S r[,a‘hﬁrﬁj:ﬁ:’xﬂ FL[ ) [Ei_ﬁ A
EJ’T”T F E‘@EU ﬁuﬂf' ‘jF” ' b Ejfﬁl:[ ,?ﬁi;jfﬁiﬁ?ﬂﬁ]ﬁﬂjﬁf{ ﬁ%ﬂ'ﬁ*f
fi7 = PR 5l | UL e G 8 R o A0 9 56 (meaning
of horizon) > '7 Palonen % [* P2 Skinner EJ—J B FUEIE RS £

f AT

 AMizdH a3tk > 4 L Keane (1988) o

TBLREAZ N W REELBAGERTALE R L EAIAL  FRATUAS
% 3% # 3 f& illoutionary force #9524+ ? 4% B Skinner #9373k » 3t 1 2 B M 535 & 18
AZBRHNARGZAEFRZFROZE AL EBRE—RRINET 7Y (FH
— R HER) FEFERAIAEGTERGEE @Hﬁ’&ﬂl&ﬁ/‘%ué%ﬁﬁj‘ > BpAg At
PR TR B R E & o &3 A > Skinner WHE R A SR A FTHRMGMA > &
R—RRHGFZT - THREEAFRM G o }ﬂ—‘fﬁltt"é‘ﬁi%’—‘fﬁlﬁﬁﬁ B —
EIFR o R T BRE (AEAES —THFTREEHNER) HEI BREAZE
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BT L 2 Sl PUARAS = 5 R R Y 53 AL (Palonen, 2003:
33) < RRIUEL > RL Skinner % LS (g RO R (LR AR o5
AR R 1 # UK {?k'ﬁgpﬂhﬁg\ﬁiﬁ I Skmner#'“ﬂ» ;N]"?E‘ﬁ
a7 PR [ A RS PO PG AT
HIp 58 F,?ﬂé’ﬁ @EL“*'%DF, [UEYEES > ™Ry 1T 5 FI?H%HV%*F'I?E*JFUE*J
B0 xﬁlﬁﬁ‘l ﬁiifﬁ%ﬁﬁismner#'@MVJF@F@%H IWJU JEGE =
?ﬂi_w M'ﬁ,mqﬁlr&f oy = R R g F”TE'EF;@BJDM[ .w@ﬁﬁﬁf;j’%
AT (8 RLEL S T [ B I P TJI* i%‘ﬂﬁpﬁkﬁ%ﬂ??ﬁ = Y

F'E%JEIU%%(%E o
NSERZEE

T Ol 9o BN - Skinner [UFCASHEIHLR - [1FUE JOF
r[*l*;lm T’?Fliﬁfﬁwzﬁﬂ@ﬁﬂiﬁ'gﬁf (rhetoric ) FVPH4E = o5 (ARG 1
gufﬂﬁrm FI T WE ISRV ¢ @#{%ﬁif,ﬁﬂ AERRLA 5 1@;«%‘?‘7 ?T
F'LJE?[FIE$ [ H R1kRL = ] Skinner %‘TUHI— (= fl PP #e V) -
':I:I:T]‘Fuxﬁ,: ﬁﬂﬁ-“?ﬁﬁu%i?;ﬁaﬁ&%%iﬁuﬁ%ﬁm HESUERES (P U
OIS TR ) %Fw%ﬂmﬁ?#§W% ﬁ
7 fi 1)L Skinner 35 T 2R (truth) 1?;14 i, EJ%EJP“E rj‘J = gkdﬂjlﬁ
ﬂ’” FENE = rﬁEllﬁF‘[ F,—ﬁ;ﬁ]&liw?]"? Skmner 2 EL TR ;@Tﬁ T R

g (48 S%E—ﬁ‘?/]“f’ﬁ@ﬁ;i@%ﬂ) RAFAT » —F8:— 7 o EARESL M
i &9 B 14 ( ‘ﬁ"iﬁ FREAFOEM T RERLBF LG RE) > RoFRER (AR
RO FEAE) MO MR > RERF—R 9B > @ Skinner £ LR TR BAKE o 24
BEZNERNBZRZTTARLET L FHRAHE ? Skinner WL-F 3t XA B4/ &g 18 K
,ﬁ@ o Rty 34 % VE % P R FE » Skinner JEZE RAFHG 2 o Bevir st (RIEE
W) #% Skinner 8 7 % B —4E T3 AME S k% T &1 (soft linguistic contextualism) »
B & Skinner EiR"EH ;-%Et:éiiﬂ”ﬁ & F B30 89 % H k% (contemporaneous conventional
context) 7 A T A¢3E MAAE & 09 & B (Bevir, 1992: 277-8) o
4= Ricoeur 3% éfglég\'%RTﬂbk—’f‘ﬂ; F¥ A& & > % Jacques Derrida 832 & 1E & 09 &
B &k Wiie BREIMEAFELRANBRAREANER REFELOEZRA
7 % o See Ricoeur (1981) #2 Derrida (1979) ° 5 %} Roland Barthes #2 Michel Foucault .4}
kiE@ TEEe ) a4 M9 LA o 4 R Barthes (1979) 2 Foucault (1979) o
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_.El

fol i RV IR [Hﬁfflﬁﬁﬂ SRR R A ﬁ“i_FJfE[ﬁUEJTJI
Eot xﬁﬁaﬁu{[ﬁr’?ﬁwr,ﬁi— ﬁ'%ﬁ'%ﬁ_ : Lﬂpﬁ?’f’?@wﬂj tE (U

I Jﬁ i) “JREL contingent ' context-dependent fiY o [ELRLY[IF T H 2 f\_lﬁ
BRI OIS, > e TRl R FRLECE > RIS RS MR
il_?[ﬁﬁ_ﬁ (universal ) EIfJ

[HRLEARF TR - W 3 - Weap s s

(validity ) F'Ljﬁ'%'im” (H =HLT ptgi&) ﬂiﬁf[ et 3 ?Tﬁ Sk
JRIRE iR > A [FEH‘“‘ R D Fﬁﬁﬁ%gf@gl o S
} Ji - Taylor i’ j=hL3| Skinner LT EIER Y * I'jj?ﬁﬁl'x"fir Skinner [i¥

il '?T—Fi‘b‘“?ﬁfﬂﬂpﬁfﬁrml&ﬂJ*{J'ﬂrm e 1 o I e
FTJ |*'j§i f,;}_FﬁE'T”l FF[E"%’F%HEE}? B | (bracketing the question of truth )
FLTFUFEfO - LIS E R I R A R - F U L 2% ( Taylor,
1988: 219 20) = P E P 1T IO ) 4R TR - Bevir
(1994) Iﬁ#F[H'[ » Skinner f/”’"ﬂ §F;%‘p‘fﬁ ;E’Tﬂ (Sl f\_[ﬂk”ﬂj?t”ﬁ“
fmﬁﬂ H2 ) opefy EJFﬁJEgJ (perenmal problems ) » =2 E ) o< {¥ gufﬁjf&g_
H R eI O R — R P TR PP I e T S
gt 2 p Wfr[ PR = IR - S IRE 1 R
anﬁ%\ | ﬁ AU o llﬁ”ﬁ PP RS > B P ﬁﬁ Huy E[os
[F”FWEE o TR IR = ﬁﬂﬂﬁ”wiﬁt e % J/?Ef} =) 2 bl
[, (Skinner, 1988: 65) -

ORI Fy e ?‘F’[H Vi Skinner [IPEA AL T AL e I oL

T FLF/ d R o iqu% 59??"‘]’@‘33’? e R s T 2 TR RIRE— 35
BUVTRL  TRLEIR AP AR kL T A ) SRS 7 R
= E““JF” Rl Ttﬂi%zxﬁﬁﬁjgﬁﬂ (97 [FIE Taylor 57+ E”T?EH'EILJT’:‘F;‘“
EETRb %Ff?ﬁ?%‘?fﬁ%FEILJ?@U}% Ui o R RE O S
RS B e - RL SRR RS M P pu B g BT
B D (3 PR RS tfa SIS ESE L S g
( Skinner, 2002: 29 ) - Skinner ?FIL[' iﬁﬁ;ﬁfjﬁj} F{ul’]ﬁ“éjfail s {EHRL Taylor
At ) #$W@MQ@#WJ Wﬂﬁﬁﬁ%ﬁT%%ﬂﬁﬁrM@
CErfE =) Eﬁ% M feRli o f9ER " Jean Bodin 4 ©+ (witches)
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_”H[L

H

F”lﬁ FIERET - A5 45 :\fﬁ EAA RS L FREg i Lo LF; =h) "Aﬁﬁ?é
%5 IFEJE'EJ% Bodin [iff . ?krﬁ kX iﬁl"@u B - e Fulﬁﬂ*ﬂﬁf i
%Eﬂj » 7y ['FEJEI’?%’T%[ fukl- 78 "7 (agreement) [ Ti{%ﬁ!i’ﬁmﬁiﬁ‘
(endorcement ) ( Skinner, 2002: 30) - Skinner %%Jﬁf‘ iﬁ%’!ﬁ'lfJEiﬁfé%?%’ﬁfii’?ﬁ'
AR TP ] E | E-IEHFj Vb (cf. Wittgenstein, 1958: para. 293) -

FY S B TR A, T R AR
(rationalism ) ]EN@%ﬁ ?ﬁi[@ﬁu]ﬁ . (false beliefs ) ik I TEpyF &
PRI P (Skinner, 2002: 30) < FUSSTEBIEG Y 1
R e o [y TS~ WO L I S @ 4 g gl o KR R - R
hﬂq“% DR IRRE T ARLB RS I A (R ?ﬁﬁ'ﬂﬂﬂﬂ‘ =R

ﬁﬂ?ﬂWﬁ—ﬁil°&§ﬁﬁww’AT$@¥@rﬁHmjw
w’ﬂﬂi_‘ IR A A T f[ii Ep=TRERL A ST ORI ng
1E—- HWRYEERE (further explanation ) » {EfL B ¢ F' 3:§,IEJP¥E'J £ ’f_)fiﬁ'j%“#lﬁ—f
nq\ FaRYy fgr=" o Skinner F%’JEJ’ FLE Tﬁ%&ﬁﬁiﬂi ii“]'F IS fp ') Taylor &7 *
mﬁ@ﬁ?ﬁTﬁrWE%ﬁ%@¢J’W5§ﬁ7fﬁ¢ﬁﬁmﬂi$
PG | SRR S OIE LS (R 4
RO RLEL P IS e 05

Skinner F[ %tu%ﬁafm T ﬁ!?ﬁTF HJFE'ET IR Tf@%ziﬁﬁ%ﬁszénik ’
PRI S5 5 o | ERRRE I A G50 R Lo 1 S BRSEE [ prusle 0 (lapse of rationality )
P"’Euxﬁaﬁ'\]@'jﬂ e~ ARyl o pU IHF} RE A 2 5 R H T
??ﬂ%&“‘“‘ (L E\fﬂﬁffv’u Jfﬁ P JFE’—PUF'LJF' f\'_ %&Tuﬂjﬂ R o IR
Skinner F, 2ot J;‘H?F?jiﬁﬁ a‘ii? ~ 45@ [ > 57— f\«:;% o Fluglr%h (i & W
AUzl lE'i_P g e [P St T b R R L 5P 4 e AR
N ’ﬁlJ?E}#f}‘E?jFﬁW’E VH AR DA R ANEALT iﬂﬂlﬂﬁ’
[ ARSI IR 1) (el SO ?ﬂl%ﬁ'%&'mﬁﬁﬁ” E{’?I?ﬂ'ﬁ@ TRy
( parochialism ) =t EITJF,/?Q: PYEve TRy LSS ) ~ pu bl » — 78 Skinner
BN £ FRVETR TR ITY IR RO - b HRERL - SR
SR A 2 FEL [ H’ﬁﬁliﬁfiﬁfﬁaﬁ LIS B o

BY {1 et I - ﬂ*“ CEFP P B 6 0] IAOREE Y = bLARRY LI T 5 4 -

lﬁFﬂ Sklnner FRIV- ﬁ'@%lﬂh ?s-FUTuy —HjHlIkL David Bloor Frilifiy
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“Strong Programme” ﬁ:?ft F"TEE'"T' oG |E§Elfﬁf§?9fﬂﬁ ﬁ*ﬁ[ﬁjﬁ?ﬂ” »
ik L Bloor Fi FF]%'IQ_JEJ FEEHI (Impartlahty) "B (Skinner, 2002: 34 cf. Bloor,
1991: Ch. 1) 1?;*5 ji@[}%@tf%l[f_t ﬂgu@%ﬁ ﬂt'ﬂe[T 2 Cd IEI\J
TP T O PRS- R - (R -
1 Skinner F, ™~ 55 Bloor el ifrupl— i TEFET ) (symmetry ) 'R E[[J—[FJ
RIVRES (came) 1IN § RSSO & - PESEBONE
EI%U' = g@ﬂ’[/ EH—I F ﬁ] ?E’lI'F —fr 'J’Hii_q' [’“ﬁ[% I~ JE%[[ E [*K/I_.
Aol o TEE ) RUE LF?FE?%«TI# FLH 5 I (’U‘Jﬁti_"&?rﬁ 73
7["?|”?§[*JFII’:’I"T§FJ%J‘E\J%{LH%1') . (Skinner, 2002: 34-5 ; cf. Bloor, 1991: Ch.
1) -

PN 387 ﬁ%g’mm&—z% ok L Rl = DR R N Y
AR LT F i T+ BT T O 2 2
FI[fI[TH*Taﬁ F,*l*ﬂﬂt Eypusi T e 'ilﬁﬁaﬂjﬁLﬂ‘yj‘ ’ Sklnner R AN &F
ZEEFEE EHE (rhetoric) o

245 Oxford English Dictionary s » T {5 | - g%j;r‘F’,ElfjiL_ riﬁ_{ﬂj?ﬁ

FUIREY YA~ puZs s (the art of using language so as to persuade or
influence others) - iﬁﬁ ALK E T RIS Skinner ELJ?F??,—I*E*U? P A
VE e~ }E\._jﬁ]ﬁ{ N PE?FIL[I[’T&T%_— &.:E{Lm ]fkpj.ﬂz D ETPVELR R R
B © BV R SRS SRR, - SR BRI (SRR
¥ Skinner i £%— 5 F( A JWM‘E!HJ o =19 » Skinner &%~ S /Frruy Ry
[IRNES e e o 47% o PP R R B A o i PR
- fgjiﬁfjrlﬁ%?gu pjfﬂf\::dqr (19— AR e s g TJrF*%l”E | B
(norms ) WIP@ta['ﬁiﬂﬁF’?gi W pjf\_p-rif ?Tﬂ ’g FIEFTf gﬂgumﬁrﬁb Y|
(moral principles ) - ﬁ,lmulﬁﬂﬁiﬁ 1 el }%LE'UELJ%‘%» ?ﬁ?ﬁ"f\_]@;l—‘f TR R
iiﬁﬂf‘if@@ﬁ’]ﬁuuﬂﬁ PR U ES DH S YRR - H 7% > Skinner 1% H‘EFFIL L
jﬁ# ”HﬁT [Eri_ﬁl_lfbﬂl (descriptive ) Elf«\_“r IE]'[kaJ (appraisive) ° =
KRN 73 :LF[,A ur[ﬁd  HI "[JI:A’ ; IPﬁrﬁJ ™t = [W?]ﬂ FE‘JEH AR (D
Pl (P8RS B ) uﬂﬁﬁlfﬂﬁf (criteria) | Fo"ﬂhpﬁlnu[ifm
fﬁiiﬁ[’d (reference ) fL{1H - T‘ié_ﬁkﬂ Skinner ; %‘ffﬁﬁﬁﬂ— [l il A7 — ﬁ&ﬁ'ﬁﬁf
fU PR Ak Y CER AU S 2] [nuﬂﬁ‘(aconsequence

_EH
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of understanding the criteria for applying it correctly ) ; (3)fo! [F*##{fl F'Jxﬁ][ﬁ'?ﬁ

—\'W'

BRI T Feiiﬁ“lzguﬁTE[iﬁ:@iﬁﬁ ( Skinner, 2002: 161-2) = I'] "%}
31y, (courageous) — FFL{F] » 157 T’?lﬁﬁ il o EIJ?F[( )E 2| ¥ EIJ?F
G- @3;@3@ 7 5T S FRL RS ('?gm ORI R e T T S

=E QR %ﬁwﬂnglﬂﬁ mﬂﬁh*ti;ilﬁﬁi’wtxw
TEVF R TR T [ RO S QORI TE PR ) IR
T?Ef*ﬁJ%ﬁﬁﬁp¢%%w%%‘#%mm1ﬁ IR R

A fr I %ﬁfﬁi%ﬁrj‘rﬁ*ﬁ,IM“ﬁlLJFﬁ ;FTﬁ F“HH*‘—:&JEIW Nﬁ_fﬁfh FLE”F”TJEHJ
PRSI = fi et o E Euﬂf’T
Skinner [ EL - & @RI TR BLEAT TR LA e A
= (ex post facto rationalisation ) £l i~ [IUFHE - Edil—ifj*ﬂ?pﬁ??¢ £y (per
se) Y E R T BHER O p = & (19 Pt SRR TR TS0 H 1O B R
E'”ﬂ;ﬁﬂfﬁ?ﬁ = ‘*JEIUE*J@? ( motive ) —— ﬁ%ﬁ’]ﬁ%ﬁf fEfE B - ;_F;H[E{FT
3?[?7 JFP”F“#F[PL?F T 1] Taylor &~ % T =1 2RI il EE?”?‘FEW J puR
| &'EH[ BENZ I TFIIJ?P']EI*JE&@:'L@}UE_[ [t > gR{7) Skinner
Fl I IRl Llﬁﬁ'@gﬁ EERIRREELA I Sl AT YHEY ﬁﬁfﬁﬁfrﬁlrﬁ%ﬁﬁ
- R R L AT BRI R ) R
SRR [iﬁul[ijt{ﬁ:ﬁp ﬁl[ijt”%;ﬁllajﬁﬁ E"IF'J ( Skinner, 2002: 98) - Z (7]
R IS 152 S TR P B
iﬂ’ﬁ%&imﬁlﬁ?l‘ﬁﬁﬁﬁﬂf,ﬂ e EOREFR Y PR B R
F i 4‘*’%%’[?' o DU g “’r%ﬂ%{ PR E R TR I E Y —
FRERLI S Tpy "F‘I [ 3 8 Sf = A Ak F;[J—%T Sklnnerﬂmﬁ ) ;L—Fiﬁ‘d:‘i_lFF%
s ?} FITAr AR e o (R O EUR > 9 iRkL Austin FTgL[Y - illocutionary
force ° fi?%(i?ﬁiﬁulﬁhy 7HFY > Skinner - = HIFEEVSEET o *F“ ,Lsr\jﬂ
?T?ﬂ (F Eiﬂ‘ﬁf FITFS S FJLE‘[JDF,ﬁ ) AT fcﬂj . q'ﬂwgwgfjgm;és& s Sy e
5 7 g TS ‘a”jtf\_lﬁﬂ*ﬁ,ﬁ =l e A [
(legitimate ) AT {EATELIOL IV ERLIEH UL - “kﬁwf?ﬁmT
HURPBLE A =5 ﬁﬂ'%?ﬁ#ﬁ’ r ﬁ'ﬁlﬁ?ﬂjﬁp k%’*’Jf\L_ Y i ’5 B
Eﬁjﬂﬁ}%“"[@’jffﬁﬁfj T o #D i — IS ST TR > R R
T ALY r: jﬂ“}fﬁ_ﬁt" % | (Words are deeds ) ( Wittgenstein, 1984: 46) o
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G5 — ok — 12 jA 2% 7

FUBC o5 F7 > Skinner #57F ( 2 fIkL Austin Frgl sy ) ?ﬁ%l ﬁ%& ;
FIFri s TR EUEJFTJV Fg‘ituﬁ S H IR o TR 2
E’?ﬁ F’YEJL*?Y ﬁgﬂibi ) “ﬁfﬁﬁ 5 £ Thomas Kuhn A iy it H

(mcommensurable) pruz g (cf. Kuhn, 1970) > I') f‘*']ﬁ%l] Hi Pyl
Ejaisi A iEe Flﬁ,lﬁl’g R Palpl L E = AL [‘esytiz j:EJT ugL[ﬁl s I 7;&%&
(e AR [JZIFF FIJ%J (linguistic convention ) —F[‘/ﬂ fETHT IR ’g EJJEF“’?EU
T%5& (historical context) HEYR Skinner [ £ gF@%]":?f F’j,[‘EEJJ”FIJF#J?[i& mnt
[FildL T EE =g pugis ﬁﬁ'{W?{:ﬂJ%Mlﬂ*éxiJ Fr U -~ T
b%ﬂﬁ¢¢wﬁ%“# U2 S BRI
FpIHi S SR _‘] ’?Fb’ﬁm HIEV T B H ]ko[ 17 Skinner fHZ[|I'] ™ AUsH
i+ BERLATE ipﬁ?ﬁiﬁ% &~ [P RURE L Pk TR T
R -

AR 'CIF?EJI?@* a1l é”f%ﬁ@%ﬁ% » ARy pLAE (]
T B TR RO AR P
pd >~ TP 25 1M %Ti?p['[ﬁ'ﬂ] Pl i R ’:'I’?ﬁflfl E14 (representation ) ~ 7%
( conventions ) -~ Fﬂpﬁ_ﬁﬁﬁ (political discourses) S ﬂﬂ’fﬁﬂl%ﬂ
REfYE AT 7 (the ubiquity of ideology ) =I4% ’E' REIRE TN AP
& (Norval, 2000: 313-6) - E\FIJFF[% : rjﬁﬁjﬁq (AR LT W T 2 P gl
AT AL SRR TS ff'ﬁfl’,[‘ﬁifhlﬁﬁ%ﬂlﬁ@E?FJ?E%%%{%F'JEI’FEIL['T?H
gfjﬁiﬁ{fgﬁb S?Tuﬂﬁ:k o 7SR iﬁﬁ'{fjﬁ “'%7\*:»;w, ?

BpIRL Skmnerﬁ\l’fiﬁfﬂ:%ﬁ]ﬂ Eﬁ[g;]ﬂj uaﬁﬂ,u F. RN j[iél;ﬁ
ﬁaﬁd ( Skinner, 1988: 283) - u;lfu%ﬁig};tifg»uwﬁ P T
BRI EEOTTR AR, o P BRI ﬁg{m AT
AT P PO Rl 1 ?’if l%lf'ﬁﬁﬂ%i;'ﬂ“u RIS LY FI
[fil =l AR = WOl Ay T~ @5 G Nl F,ﬁﬁv 'ij?ﬁ r
’E BI% YA BT, (the nature of the just state ) EIUFEJ@ ° %Pljiﬁ?ﬂﬁﬂ ”rvfd%’fﬁb

Y SR E B B F A% 0 4R 8E KI5 18 R o
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a4 F}‘F{f,q TR, s TR A A kﬁ”ll':ﬁ[H[E E A B (R
PR e P IS PR fFEJFﬁJ?EU;’“?J ’ #'I%IFEJF{I Ry i 2 H AR R~
A 141“]%1 ﬁﬁ[[ f JEF ILJFFI %;T’Zﬁf\«_j [H F(IEJ ( Skinner, 1988:283) -
lFJ‘E Skinner lﬁ | RERERIEE, £ ] ?* MRL I 27 PR
%’FF— MG IR - [R5 F;l%}zﬁi ][ﬂng EERSHENE RS ¥

- Wl N S (Wlttgensteln 1958: para. 11, 14 and 23 ; cf. Putnam,
1981: pp. 19-21) - J}f/mfd ﬂjpl FK?:%‘EBIH]EIJ ﬁ HIEEAY]=" > “What is the point? ”
e TR RR IR LA 75 == R Al S = W ETRilod < UM BRI R Y
A1 WP P B % T AL B
Al [EIF”TE'F” T ﬁ o R E R S RS I’*FWLFIIFATF'UFHJ |

wﬁﬁiﬂif |7 %7 Skinner [ 3 Fl R Bf9- gﬁ SR R
illocutionary force F’V”W»’*Eﬁ%{l%“jf RLE TAYEE—E AL Skinner F1ASESE
H"’T"ﬁTuE FF'Z[;J i rjif"]“ﬂ#[r:ﬂﬂ i B FE R & A58 (cluster concept ) e
PERLE > IR W A0 S R FREE (5T A
EEHIVREBHFEHIVER (570 ) I B - e R
f@la,:gaw¢ﬂ%ﬂj R pUES (312 ) - UG A R e - o
BRI #A 5= v o lﬂﬁiﬁf JRUE T PR 2T FERAAVE
[ g = *E' R £_7 HE T %?{Lﬂgupr oo

(SR I Skinner ﬁfrﬁf‘ﬁlq%ﬂ'?ﬁfj’tﬁﬂ%j\ fF[JgFJ EJ‘FIJ_EJ o EHCH
o I I 1% Austin [iY ?ﬁ?l méﬁ%ﬁﬁ@ﬁ%}— [ APy A= I -
FIT) Austin e TAYF]=" (1976 101-2) %> iy ~ S5 F134 | (Shoot
her!) | » =M R ?EID—FIFI—I*E*J : — fl locution : EF[1=*~ I') T 5158 |
TR [0 D - AR R SR referring
= predicating FTJ] Ay 3T FE A IEL perlocution  ELF[1E A RS
AURER 0~ RLi=* FUIRZS (persuaded me) FF7%4D 5 — RLI=* 5EIff (got me)
S FEED o PR APV AL F’?ﬁ'ﬁfﬂdi SRR BEIRI |
SR H T B AR CHIfE S BGERR OATRI Y R ) o =AY
illocution &% » F[LRLI=* (Rl (urge) */ﬁ—ﬁq (advise) P&Hﬂ ] (order) *%
2GR R TR PV DR " PR - Skinner B Ffr%ﬁp%*ﬂ B i [
?%iﬁlﬁfj‘[‘ﬁiﬁfll s PIN S . 2p& 0 illocutionary force EIU?EIL%:*“ THERL (e Y
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T 25 (P A S PR B SE T o o
Fﬂ?[wﬁﬁ(#@ﬁﬁﬁﬁbb)ﬁ#ﬂﬁﬁﬁﬁ> IRNTIEEE
IS T e IR ’ﬁ%uﬁ ETRSAT > SRR (LR )
Tix?ﬂMWﬁwﬁ PSSR T ALY S S 0 IR P
SRR > 5 AL 5 H RNE S o [ Skinner RUED- 4
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Language, History and Philosophy
-- On the Methodology of Quentin Skinner

Yu-Kang Liang™

Abstract

One of the most prominent developments in 20" century western philosophy
was the outburst of analytical philosophy. Not only can we find its influence within
the fields of linguistic analysis, the philosophy of science and the philosophy of the
mind, we can also see its impact in the study of political philosophy. Quentin
Skinner stands out as one of the most important theorists. Besides making clear the
implication of speech-act theory in Skinner’s methodology, the purpose of this
article is to respond to a common critique of Skinner: namely that Skinner seems to
overemphasize the importance of the author’s intention to restore the meaning of
texts, since this accentuation of intention leads to a seemingly unacceptable
conclusion that the literal meaning of the texts itself is non-essential. The author of
this article, however, tries to argue that this critique is based on a misunderstanding
of Skinner’s idea. Since, for Skinner, meaning is a cluster concept which contains
several levels of significance, it would be far from enough to merely focus on the
literal meaning of any text. To fully understand a work, it is necessarily to take into
account the author’s intention.

Key words: Quentin Skinner, meaning, speech-act.
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