et

A4 93 AA 23

(

8 3 <4
(A344%2)

Choi, Choong-Lyeol(1995). Presuppositions in the study of
presupposition. Linguistics vol. 3. The aim of this paper is to
explain presupposition on the basis that our language ultimately
contributes to the expansion of our cognitive world. We examine the
semantic and pragmatic definitions and show their defects with
concrete examples in English. And we inquire into some prerequisites
for the proper treatment of presupposition ; cognitive principle,
felicity condition and context. With the help of those concepts, the
presupposition can be explained well together with its cognitive
definition : when A is true in contexts which can be connected to a
speaker, a hearer or both of them, B presupposes A if B or the
utterance of B is felicitous.

o IS —
g 715 gttt IAFA dsE A Fe=vt
a9 31’%41 AAME AHFAY @!Q-‘% e} ol
1 T AEE FYAL A= dolg JE B ¥ F Qs
TS F FELE FAHA Ad. 7AY *}’é*’ﬂ B BEE
"3 e FEH AE2d UEE 23 9\1“ et od #3¥
ol MAAAA HE £ Y5t ©F 2F& EA

(1) 77 A box is empty.

2 EF (DL A3 BHANA By o7 AR glg. 3
AT g A Yol BA YA Bk box B FArge] F
B T ASHT UE AN &+ GES] ‘A box B
FAEIE 7b2l 7= AMAol Z1A Y] Abdol o ME2E BRI
¥ s empty.’ 9] &0} FEe|l FI Y& FRE =N M2 3
Rolth. 2x % ()2 M2E FEE AU 3= Ao EFE
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2% F4EH 3o e BHANA E o o] 3ty Y A9
AEAA o] &d 71 g Aot

olAH 39 EFZ JIAY AL E“—Hi 3o M2g AR
EYHesd FAAoR ojFe A EYU 2 1A A

H Sehi e FEE A (resuppositon) 2. BT, @A of I
Aol U FAFLE AR o] AAE ojnEe FUHA
¥ 4 AR

P

Aol HHol AU AA i A7 QoA g woE= A
B} = =Yy fALE] 93ty Al FEH A

2d A% UM FH HAAF U= (AR 2o 8§
23l= X AL H (referent) 7} U= BA| ] AL wE:= Yol
Frege(1892) & |2 3 AT E FY3E FFAAH XA RHo e
ARl st G-g o] AF %o

(2) If anything is asserted, there is always an obvious presuppositon
that the single or compound proper names used have a reference.
If one therefore, asserts "Kepler died in misery.”, there is a
presupposition that the name ‘Kepler' designates something.
(Frege (1985), P. 207)

Fregeel| ¢3l™ Keplerst $1217+8 Aol Bps AL
“Kepler died in misery.”7} F28= ¢nje] YR Bo] ozt 2
AA 7} Ao

3# Strawson(1956) & E&3% A< MPd& F+H3}AM Frege
= g8 AA7 He "'"4 FA7E ARANAY 2FHA %&ﬁk
& I AAE T3 AT EFY A& AYHE Ad F
i e ghe] F9 (truth-value gap)/id-& 2olERh.  Frege
g AN Z AR AEL TAZ o 2R gnE Ay
sted £33 e Fd 283 gy F9n 2 g9
E9€ B8 & o 2AR ol& A BHE HAFED. XA
7 Strawson® W2 AP AU Yok WAL A TS
AJEA Foo

1. o] %AF9 AA ﬂl A9

Aoy =2 g -w-°¥°¥]*‘ Zﬂ ‘:H?} =971 Al FHH 2 4G
Aol A A wj2A Qo8 FofolM olo) th§t =97} o] F
Ak, Horn(1969), Lakoff(1969), L8] 3 Morgan(1969)¢] =& &
o] &EH 19693 g L @z B 4 UG AT oo ¥
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BAAQ =9 AqRAE Aol M Y AU Kiparsky &
Kiparsky(1971) 2] “Fact’ 7} o}y £ R 197198 EE & Ut
Kiparsky & Kiparsky: E3H o2 BREE FHIE FAE A}él %
A} (factive verb) S} ®] AFA 5-AM(non-factive verb) 2 U3 A%
Abe] HEL ZAF R = o] ofll HA Y thdo]l Hof TN
Folgl AL I dAFHo| AAUYA otdANE HdE Y
4 Q= WA JIEE ANl 2B AAEH JE F AIFE
"‘°]"=°‘]7<|-- AE AL HE QAT ol =7t FA A
th 8 oo BE AW oo =9 F YA ¥ FFo Urh

11 o &3 9

Fregeo)l M A &5l o] Strawsong # & Keenan(1971) o2 445
= AA g FJE duE3 Hog g ojE: AR
(context)o}gt= 7l del &l &3&A 432 4 A7l % BE AAY
g9 5% BrF Folojolyt 3 AVl e Ad & AdL B
= qJgott. AAH o] AL Ad + UE e o
3 2749 Fojth o AE BAL

(3) S semantically presupposes S’ iff :
a. S |- S and
b. ~S |+ §'.
(Levinson (1983), P. 175)

YA E PAE 2L NP8
83 ohgel WA E eake] 2

9 AN S8 S'E 2F
IF = ‘entailss & 7}g}}.
grol Ro=HT)

M *= ~(TVF)E 7. ox '~T &
Fg Eat sol7lel AA7 9= FA S Agel AR
t ojg AANE £ Sd U@ F= A= € F %
dujelt. S7t 3oz 3YY F24 Yok

A U ol s 2 FAT Be TAFE Adh
Aoqzza d98x 2o e EFES A

rr B

o

(5) a. Who ate the cookies?



50 #3E

b. Someone ate the cookies.
¢. Who did not eat the cookies?
d. Someone did not eat the cookies,

- ao) B AA} A 2R GAS Aol
(5a)= (50)8 AT (5o)E (54)E AABY zLay

Aol e 28l (3ol A3 (5a)7 (BH)E AARGT ¥
g 2% S7t S'¢ AAsAD Ssh §'o) ¥FYA ~S7h BT
S'g gsiol shed (5a): (50)& Helatn oy 2 23
9 (50 (50)& BAHAEAE  (5b)%h 2EBA A
(5.8 ¥I83 ok A7 A OB e (o] AR
Aee & 5 A

B AA B B9 ()2 AA AA VALY AsEA
AP el dNE EARE A

1.2 34483 39

QoA =% AAY rjEF FAE EdE T AA A9
Aol @S Ao F U2 Stalnaker (1974), Wilson(1975),
Rosenberg(1975), Kempson(1975) 28 3 Boer and Lycan(1976)
€ FAHoR AAC W FLEF Bt FEEA AMALH
o5& EF FHA/(felicity) 3 A% (context)ol s A del ZA3}
U1 4=

121 A4

ojo] th¥ =9+ Austin(1962) 22 RE Al 3tE o] Searle(1969)
o)A Z oAt} Searled)] o & 2o Wiy HAS AR
3 Ao B 9( illocutionary speech act )& F43leid Hx =
AL Z=2A Aok 8y, AA v =7 (preparatory condition) &. 2
state P Aol W9 #AIY wjFe] HE HLELE AY
o 33, B4 F R Aol =7 (sincerity condition)¢ld] 3 X7} €]
Bool o3ty ZAHE AEHAU HEE AR viAgdog
AR 71 - 27 (essential condition)2 Aol 7t Ao o
HE ERE I UE Ao PolEAAH & Z{UAJte] of 3
FAE Fgolth. ol ¥ =97} Sperber and Wilson(1986) ] 3
A A (relevence) 2.2 AAHI A

fijo

122, 2%
RE 389 A& ¥ JAT BAE AYer ¥ Ix
BEE A MAY BHE E F A
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(6) By the context of an utterance, I refer those individuals,
participants, involved in the speech act, as well as the physical
and cultural setting of the speech act.

(Keenan (1971), P. 49)

T Aoy dojutz s A¥o] A Keenano] dFol
= AAY 2% E93A = 9?2 EE de g2 o
of FAY o AFEL U3’ IYHZ A= AAY o3
I AE AUl diF 2L AU U o] &Y I
o1y elo) osle AAZFoE glog Eojdr o A}
=Z# 2 Hutchinson (1971)& ti&9] FE¥ 4L A A $}

X

> ey 2
mlorlrLog‘-J_?i'.
hrﬁ—{ri&?ﬂ

(7) x says "A” to y as an assertion.
x believes that B and
x believes that y believes that B and
x believes that A and x believes that y is ignorant of A.
(Hutchinson (1971), P. 136)

WY xs yu AHES YE Y AL $3HA Ao ¥Y =
goln BE A9 #3E 715 o YAt od A7l BE A
A gA Aot = Hutchinsonol] 93t F¥old HA x7F 22
o FA A yE IFA BI A= Aol x7t 22 3
= AA deolt. =%¥sad &3 2o

(8)

>

[

S: g7 Fejetx = A P
H AR Folgn ‘2 FA A3
D g AR BEF Folgtx ¥R AE JA I E
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BEEAEE 12104 498 AP HdFH 122004 =94
Aol Adg ENE ste] A3 Fol AAE B3 AT

(9) An utterance A pragmatically presupposes a proposition B iff A
is appropriate if B is mutually known by participants.
(Levinson (1983), P. 205)

9 WS EAAE Addg. 9A 3
A9 % "mutually known by
Z3g. o¥ % (102)& 2A.

o

AL WA AT B
A4e #BAAN B o,
participants”¢] ¥¥&o| v §

(10) a. I'm sorry I'm late. I'm afraid my car broke down.
b. The speaker has a car.

ARk (10b)e] FA7 Bolgte AUE g FSAE HAs
(102)8) £2& o5 AA2PA ¢8 & & AUk

#A (9)9] Bt SART AL AR AP 2¥ B)E A
7 it tit B Se} HY) AU CE EhE AT of fof
AL AL oy ol ot (1D)e B

(11) a. A: John is aware that Kim is in Korea.
b. B: Wait a second ! 1 just saw Kim in the cafeteria.

(11)9) di28 YE ¥ A9t B 2% “Kim is in Korea." 7} ¥t=
Al Folojof ¥hm B3 e AL okvb. AVt 4R ANLE
¥ = U, B7t Kim3} ofF wj&sl A Kimo]tx 2% Alg
& APAA B F9E gt = AE Kime] 302 %H o3
03 HIo ol A E R2X UEd KimE AA EotehA
B7} 322 Kimg A 3eA & F+& 438 £= Ao

2. AN 9

Adol7t A7A e & FYHI AT AAY BoAT AFL
229 AAAMAE HFZAFEd 714932 A BA Aoy
oo g 43T EE oE2 oFL EYALE Moo} &
720l 2t AFAAY o]EEL o]& L¥3 Af. ol E
#13te] @EA e Ful Aol Wasty.

21 A4 9 w3
Kiparsky & Kiparsky(1971)& AlZeoz2 AA VYL 4P+



A 979 A4 23 503

Aol gatgel EF FYSIE Ae A F9 3url ofd FA:
3o £ Fol2 3L UE BEE FAEE 7o ozt A
A& dote Aol Kiparsky & Kiparsky(1971) = ol & 8 EA}
T AEFAE X olEE e A T FAE HAAEA
2 Ho oY FTEE T3] £ o= REo| HA 2 71X
o] AHEAZHE dFsteiE Aol

2 £ EE o9 ¥ oF AL AAER o RS
FREE7E 2 30 ALHI U A%l o Ay e EY
2 33 A 23 f2AE 287 Ad FH7) Bely AN RS
€ B39 Aoz YL YUY Y= 29 LKL T3
g;]ﬁl?} gFT 32 AW olE Uy FAESER BEAY £

(12) see, hear, touch(:feel), taste and smell.

23 o|H Y FAIEO FFAR 2Q HEez Of FFES
ANE & UG

(13) a. John saw that Adam was making a lot of mistakes.
b. John heard that the footsteps were getting closer.
c. John felt that the temperature was rapidly decreasing.
d. John tasted that granules were forming in the mixture.
€. John smelled that the croissants were getting done.

28d %4 22189 fldd (13) #FEe] AMEEHI UE
BEAA G&(14)9] JAELS BF Foloh (14)9] ERE o3
o BHA JA S0l 71" Atdeln.

(14) a. Adam was making a lot of mistakes.
b. The footsteps were getting closer.
¢. The temperature was rapidly decreasing.
d. Granules were forming in the mixture,
e. The croissants were getting done,

ol ¥ AREL (13)8 EXE] Y F = (14)9 EFE
E 9Al Folojol & HoFrl (14)71 (13)9 AA = FHo)
o 2y dgBREY FEO H AN FA F HES
A2 ZASHE AMFARE E/E F AE AL see 3ol
seekx SAS AU FALo] 7] Bk FAMAF AL (semi factive-verb)
g Folok (14)+ (13)9 AAZ @ F gich o1y Ao F AR
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& 4987 Aol WAL oD Te AN YL P
2 B,

(15) QA4 ¥y
7 == AQAREE B39 $27 A= Aol B4
BBAAE Holth3

22 234

1200 A =12 8 ups} o] AA o] 3 EEF Foj= A
o AdH EAFE ¢ U ¥ F “mutually known by
participants”¢] R¥o] % 72},

Gazdar(1979)= AA S of¥ EX& Y o 1 A%l #9
= 7o) ol 1A X (consistent) 3719 A ¥
B3 golsl dxe ol & o o] 4P T

(16) a. A sentence ¢ is entailed by a set of sentences I just in case
@ is true in every possible world in which all members of r
are true,

b. A sentence ¢ is consistent with a set of sentences I just in
case ¢ is true in some possible world in which all members of
Ir are true.
(Gazdar (1979), p.107)

Yo th¥ Gazdare] Bedl A A i Feo F
“mutually known by participants’ HE& ‘A% YA EE
‘A= APA"Y BHoZ iRy 2R3

23 3% '

122914 AFHEel AAe) A 823 P ¥PE £9
A AFAL Aok FAT A Y7t dyFY AAUFE )
Fo Utz UE AR 29A FIAUL 4. (119 di g
7} ol & 38 Fo EHFY oguF2E AW 9F EXE &
W3 ez BFT Qo

(17) John is not yet here, and in spite of what you said I don’t think
he is coming.

83 (79 Aure o
) &3 (7)) Feva
CEERER TS

g (8)& AAHT D A2 (18)
T ¥293 Qo mebd £4 (D
3 o4 7ol ok,
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(18) John is coming.

ol AogFol RN Y= AFE (B)AA AN A
d 3Ast YA 2RI} Folgt B3 UYE JAESE o] R F
Yotz B3 A7) g ot 48 IdNY Hujgojof g,

(19) 4
<]

So Co Ho

S1 H1

(19)¢] =%ojA Sox A7 EAHZ A HAAANA 2
FAE] JYPoz o]FojFAh Hox HA9 ZF92 AAANA
QY YA S FFPold. wEtA Cox Sost Hod YYo= 3}
A A BF7E AAAANA Felgtn B3 YE YAEToE
o] FA MAZH wl$ TPt 3 TIHE FHE A AA
oltt. SEY =g gle W /e ZE FAY BF FolE:
AAZ 29 Ao AT B)dAN AAH FFAE @8 (19)9
E%WL:%-E gatgt A BFAA AAM AA 7 28 g3
F Ao
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AFAAN =3 S AZEA FHAYLE EUE Y A=
&3t el B3 FE3H.

(20) JA AE Y FA EE F AG BFAA 928 F U= A
:l';:l})‘i #Yd W % B E= o9 wsprt 23@3d BE A€ AA

(2004 AN AAS Bl AojARE B QoA o)
$ ¥e 497 894e A4 9X AnEF P AR
& RoZ (59 ARE 47 43Nk JEANE o848 9F
Fol YAz ol URE Bid ATY + AT A7}
A AR FAA X £ U= o T shte] IuE 7
JAY AT & W oL Y= AL T2 HA5 (52)E
(50)& AAAH (5)E (5b)E AN UgE 2u ¢ 5
AT} o & (209 BslE AA AFHT AE Bl
92 A4E3 FYE £HEA AFE (12olU (119 A==
Fgol 43¢ 4 Y8 =Y & 5 Ak FIAAE (1D
F& 422 (209 B47t FAVLE VPPl UM S
& 497 By AU 9 ¥EsaA ot
W E AWAAL Wb o= M2 FRE LAY o
W IR ANE FABO DN 29 ANEFE HIAA
WrbA Do} Gazdar(1979) &= o8 AHEF £47 e 2
g 2.

(21) a. The entailments of the uttered sentence S.
b. The clausal conversational implicatures of S.
c. The scalar conversational implicatures of S.
d. The presuppositions of S.

(Gazdar (1979), p. 58-58)

Gazdar7} £33 (21)8] €M & wolgold ¥4 (17)9 Ayy
= AAEAM (18)& 2% SEAA A0 ¥d (17)9 FHF
A #9 (implicature) A gl M =F 4 & A9 think
g A ASE R JEd g (222)9% (22b)E FAPe=
W o] EZ BE Fd QEAANA B4

(22) a. P (John is coming.)®
b. P ~(John is coming.)
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27t &bz WolEol X Sl Gazdare AHEFwM w2
o (22)A X AT FAE FUA &3tz (18)9 FAE vi9
Ao &%k meld (22)9 FIA A AFe ARARGDIL
(22b) &% (17)9 AR o0& A48 fstoq EaH
ARl AHA (18)z 43=H7 oo AFozRE AA3}
(222)9HE A% QEA A3 FEE AAE 22U AW
oldl N2 27 EF (179 drz oz U dAAB
o Ha IdX&R gt o Ao A osd X (17)
o] AWMRGME (18) 2 (22,2)9 FA 7} FelA T FRIRGA =
Aol Ak (22b)7} Fe] HI UE Aol :

o3 uH AL AA Y FY (200 o HHE £ Y+
So] Bolx 9 T¥A gt ARE (1904 AMAE ZANFE &
3w stk A7k AUE A% YA = A%e 2@
F 9o s AT dd AEGE Fo == HAAE Ad F
A7) o Foltt.

3 (179 RSl AlA A3 32 P (John is coming.) I}
P~ (John is coming.)2 #=x}s} =27} A Folalx AR EE= B
A7b ol 3, FAE AR EA el HR TAA Feojgta AF
32 gl FASolt "ol A F PAF P~(John is
coming.)¢] 238 ot FFsIA il Ao !

a2z HurRe] AA “John is coming”E =R} Ao o
ME el 8 5 AAT siate FLolE B “not’d] “John is
(already) here” & PAE B3 ey AA “John is
coming.”o] WA E FHAYL ¢ + Uk7 ‘

WA (19)e] AR & d HAe A$ AAHEYo) o5y
¥l 2= = JA) P~(John is coming.)& (So-Co)2 EAHE A%
2 A FAZ S5, ANREA YehdA R AA John is
coming.” & YEUIA @AY 45 dehdtt #x2E (Ho-Co) 2
BASHE 482 %438 JA7 Hel 2eo) wAsiA gt
AR A x FuRoA vdehdA A A3 33 ¥ FA
= ASHE ofd AFEA AU U3, AWRAA uEFA AA)
“John is coming.” %h& AFskrle) Eeel WAY ol gk ol
g—%;gm; ool e 2ol AojFPo] e AN YA e

o |

ol & Yol FH5E £ YUY AL Ao A 4y, FIA
23 AP P A2 Z¥L EdE ¥ AA Fo oo
At ?
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z =

dele] 7150 dyrAA AANE RoAT = gr & Ed=
st 229 AAMAE FFAAUNE Aol 28 o] AAA
Ao gL oln] &I UE AT} MHEE FEE AEAT
doltt. wetH o7t Ad wie] B w3 ol & Y3
F A dg dolof 3t v UAH AANMARF &2
Aol H e 7IAY AN 2 AATE FAANE B&H3A B9
yals 48 FROE 8% FA 7} obd F gl A o
T ARAN AN L8 EUE T A4S Y ARt
ZE A8 23 AR AP ARE 299 AXNE T A
AE C0ANAY BT o= 71&9 onjEF Fy 5EE
3 A7t e ZIAESES LE¥ET BT ol Ao a Yol
g AEIE AEY B9 AAG T+ JAA

4 & F

1. Kiparsky & Kiparsky(1971)%= o471 71&E& AA 83
RAed AFE AMYLE =8 9 PolEAA R A+ AL
ggel aupmeg,
Presuppositions are constant under negation.

Al g 99 J1EE BE FAAE ¢ AT

2. E949 zA0ozE A HAY reflexivity,
transitivity, 228} 3L symetricity 257} 493 zZieg AW
o

o ZE30.
3. Rosenberg(1975)9] t}& FZ3 nlzs) w=x
Unless specified otherwise, sensory information is
assumed to be correct.
A= AL ZAZ dARLE 4382 st ey
FAE AFAQA ABAME FYHT Aol 98]l
(15)9] 943 & MAHU
1 think that Mr. Choi is handsome.
=Mr. Choi is handsome.
4. 332 #Z49 (1992)
5 A9 A} RE Foeg 23 = JAER o Fo4A
“shared knowledges”®] MA& ¥Z =1
6. th&o] AE27) ol & FF3L A
Who did that work yesterday?
What did you do yesterday?
When did you do that work?
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% What did who do yesterday?
% When did who do that work?

EE 9EATL oY BQAT Y HE O& &
T2 Yol

Who did what yesterday?
7. Py $A=E o] YoM oF on .
8. Horn(1985) 0] F3 38+ Aol 9 d A (metalinguistic
negation) 22 & + Ut}

F 2 & 8

HZY(1992) Yojo HA S} ofrjsiyo] B A7 AEW
8 wALYg) =&
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