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Cho, Kyung-sook. 1998. The Meaning of Indefinites and Pronominal
Anaphora. Linguistics, 6-1, 193-213. The purposes of this paper are to
study certain proposals related with the semantic interpretation of indefinites
and pronominal anaphora, and to discuss their differences and problems. In
formal semantics, indefinites have been traditionally treated as existential
quantifiers. However, the quantificational approach of indefinites can not
explain anaphoric relations between indefinite NPs and pronouns in the
donkey sentences or in the inter-sentential examples. Therefore, in order to
explain these anaphoric relations in maintaining the non-referential
interpretation of indefinites, two theories are proposed: the E-type Theory
and the Discourse Representation Theory. The E-type approach considers
indefinites as existential quantifiers, and pronouns as definite descriptions.
On the other hand, the DRT approach considers both indefinites and
pronouns as variables, and explains their anaphoric relations in the
discourse representation structure. In spite of these differences, two theories
have the same problem: the problem of proportion. (Honam University)

1. 4&

FH U A @R BATE, BE A FHAE FFH AY. o)
T A FAT 2hEAe & AAF Rde] otz ¥ JA}
Ze 433 HUY& F3E Russell(1905, 1919)9] Ado] w& Held
a3y Strawson(1950, 1962)% 8] J&AEL B8R VAT AAH
HAY HHE = U’A FESGD, u$d IATE I%Y BY¥HA A
AY BEY Alojd FoAA HYLR @ A& FHARG

vk oyt 49 By E¥(donkey sentence)ol\t EFFH £ Ate)
of ol Wiy FAF A} RFE =43 4L, MY AT
o] ¥ Russelld] ojv] £49 EHHE B2t EA A2 HIH



1 =73 %

o & H @A FAEI AL 2EHF AAME AAY Bl FAE
24€ B9 33 307 dEo|t :

wel u Y FAFA] iE HAAF HHE FARAA, B ¢H FA}
F-HAL 2SEAE AHH7] HE o8 1A vl 4o Az
a% 73 dEA Aol E-f3 YA o] E(E-type Pronoun Theory: ©]¥
E-#% olgcz2 H7])3 @3} EA o]&(Discourse Representation
Theory: ©l¥ DRTZ ®E7|)elct, E-#3 °l&<& Evans(1977, 1980)%}
Cooper(1979)e] 2139 Agte ol@ez A uPA WA i & &
33 4 FASAA v EH FATY dPALY 2FPLE dYdEn
2 Axgg & AdE FEHA %2 43 HATFSG 2 8&dA Qe
E-f% d9AlE, 84 71€2 dXstd sfAage2 N @y AT 4o
23 24¥€YE d9%a U

#¥ DRTY Kamp & Reyle(1993)¢] @ Atg ojlgocz2X, w3y
PYALT ol djHALE @38 A FZ(discourse representation structure: ©]
* DRS=2 #7]) U} @3} XA &(discourse referent)€& =T+ A
3 FAIG EAZ HEH | U §F AT E E4 FYAE BA G,
DRSel w2} I DRSY #yo] F45H0] HAse 23 AAERE ve A
ol £ v PYAF XEI}E UYFAE B¢ d4 HYoeE ¥
2 olgo] wFR AT BAFE ¢ AR E3} EY =
(discourse representation structure condition: ¢|¥ DRS Z@ o2 ®7|)9
A2 754 A% (accessibility constraints)olgH= ME& F3 d¥sin
AL

B =5 vy FAEY 9n] Yo @ o AHEL, v 9
Ape] B vAAY HYE FAHEH gFA 2EHFE AP gl
t E-#% o€ DRT# $4o2 4A¥En ol Y Aol 1 FAH
& =93ed I 23] Utk ol& H3d 2FAME wEA AT
¥ %33 43 A AN B A FFEE AR AG 33

t H A FATFA A F3H AL FASNEAM v Y FAFL-dF
Al 28 Q€ 493U 98 E-/% o83 IR AR dE £UY4
g&o A diztd tdFRAD 4FeMe ul®AY FATY v A 9
vjg} ¥ PY PAF-AFGARNY 23HA4E DRSE 33 d93= DRT
o] BAg A EA vpAgog 534 olg EAHE =93AT.
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2. 433 AN} QA AY

Russell(1905: 41-42, 1919: 55-56)] ¢l&tw WA= @& A (singular
proposition)$} Y ¥+ Al (general proposition)] ¥ #F#/7t JAckxn ¥k
AP oW AAY HE b7t @S} AR o|FAW FARA A
E bE o] WAl FALAT €t ojo] v AuidAlE olE Y A
Aol ZAE 2Poz }A ¥ YARAH 2 BT GYE BAY T
Haarz IHEHA Feth 48 §Y o FAEY the F7l €074 &
el o] ATl vtz oY BN AFPH F oW FRZY A
A AA(refer)s CGEHAE HARAT o8 FdHunique)F 7AA A
)& 7)€ (description)e YWIAEF YAt BE Aot

1}ol7l Russell(1919: 171)& H1 @4 PAF7F &4 BAT ¢ vpdzpx 2
YutdAE FAGE EIYIS FHSAD. F udAd 2EE A4
(reference)?] $@ole 7| Bt B (quantification)?] FE22 HE Ao
t} oAy AAZAGo o5 HEY Aol HHE AV BT A
S 2 ARRRA olw A}t (1a)g ZE T AFUW ol YWIA=
A (1b)sh Zo] A= 7| &l

(1) a. An auditor is coming to see me today.
b. [an x: auditor x] (x is coming to see me today)

w2} Russell& 'An F is G'&fe ¥ @AY X ¥ ou|§ (2a) £ (2b)
s} & =37 Y2(logical form: 9]¥ LF2 E7])o2 veld A& At3}
4.

(2) a. (%) (Fx & Gx).
b. {an x' Fx)(Gx).

M Strawson(1950, 1952)9] & & B VYA EL vy Y
o] AAA FPANY 715 A 532, u|¢A EYo| I3
Azl AXNY HA Alolo Fd¢ Bedda FREAC. 43d HA, A
A} 2% JonesEHe AMge €1 glov E=¥ 17t FHAE HY Aol
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e AE ¢43 U8 WE AR ol (3T} L EAe uH|EAH WA}
T a convicted embezzlere TFAMAQA YA JonesE 7HE 7w wralA o]
B4 dedAg ¥43%3n de ALz Holol g Ao,

(3) A convicted embezzler is flirting with your sister.

MR EHY AAY 3o ¥ £ Y& A%, AAE F Us
(perceptual) o18 WA EE Zx37) H3te] vy PATFE AHEse 3
Folck. 7k st AA7E Frlol ol FUE Wdun gdn &AL
old a7} (4)8) Fo] LEH o]H Y H]FY HAT a mand FY 9
T o® 538 AFE /e 3 wEA o] B deAE ¥4
a3l Rez € 4 v Aot

(4) Look! A man is uprooting your turnips.

o]2 ¥ StrawsonF 9 FFof i3] Russell@AEL, A9 &L AAH
8 (referential use)?] A5t 83 HIo2 MAYszn v eY YALF
of ¥ 433 AL AL A& FEHRAL Ag3E wgy YA
t AANH ZHe 43t olB(name)o|yt X Al AHdemonstratives)F #&
o ou] AP §F& 7 a A7) HEo|.

HA AAH FPE ETPEE TF9) F4E A¥Ed, 53 MY R
ol £39 Fo A Yt F3e o) Ay (A Y] 7}
Zile FAHA GYES & Ffolt 248 & U AU AN Y §
S ZYS ol EFEAM, £ (5a)9] Jones’t ¥ T & 77N EA &
t §% (5b)9] that man®] ¥T7UAE FA/L B2 AFolghd, P
€ A7t 28EE Y £39 9ulE AdE 9x Rie ddE @
A e Aol

(5) a. Jones is flirting with your sister.
" b. That man is uprooting your turnips.

olef Hl# HEY BHE IFY EFEL ANEL FE oY 38
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#A glolx 283 2 vzt H4E § ok AU ofH FFEL a
convicted embezzlert} a man°] J® FTMAQ A& JHEIeA BRE:
AT 1 Qv HAe] et uEH YAFE ofE dFE AA
e Aol okl od i g r1& g AFdcd 2 FFo] e
HHol7] wWEeld.

(6) a. A convicted embezzler is flirting with your sister.
b. A man is uprooting your turnips.

Iy v§Y S 931y FYPo2 ¥ Russelld 9 o] 9] 3
He ugy JATS dgAtY 23PRGA fA] 2 EAFA 8§33}
A g dFA 2888 lolq HIEAR BATE HAANY U
FA Boke AAAH BE8Y ZiHBA A BAE B9 Fa 317
fZolckl A Fu7 39 A48 4HEA

(7) a. Every farmer who has a donkey beats it
b. Every farmer who met John likes him.
c. Every farmer who has every donkey beats it.

(7a)ol X BAR 49 a donkeyt 4HAL] dIAL it} =& @A 3
Rez HHY 5 Atk ol (M)S) JohnT TUY HEAHE RAFE A
2 it7 2¢ BA Bl5 8 (7o) every donkey$} Wiz €Tl.
B 24HRAAE @A YAIFE Qi Gt dE §HE
Bt 3 (8a)ollA u@A YAT a mand Al het TLY AF S
7He7E Ao HAE ¢ e 2§ FA AHE)) i ol 1

=
=
o,

L AN B8 aRPAS vAAE FUA $3F JATIE d9A 28 QY
of AojA Ael@d RYE o AT A8 WY v U g2 BAN TE, ¥
A TE, 593 T E= B3R !"ﬂ' Atele] =8 A4l SlojAq HeolqF Byl
t} dAd clAAAM Mary$ herds 28 ¥A7} A Y3 every girl? here 1%
2 s, 48 dATE FEAl 49U AT G dold dAAE A4Y
171 HEojct

(a) Every boy that loves Mary will soon find her.

(b) The boy who loves every girl will soon find her.
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#EAE ZTUY 2 @)Y FYE BYE AR, oY =& /AL
dYAA ¥ ¥ 3 Bo)s vimdd

(8) a. A man walked into the room. He fell over.
b. John walked into the room. He fell over.
c. Every man walked into the room. He fell over.

w2t Strawsone HI @ FAMFIE dA ZEBANA BHAFE o
Y P& HYH7] A%, v YATE AAY FYo2 Moo}
g& FAAA A& ' ¢ Q)F L @AM ¢std EF (9a)s},
(st 22 @344 ¢d £3 ()9 A58 dvuz

(9) a. A convicted embezzler is flirting with your sister; he's drunk.
b. Look! A man is uprooting your tumips; he looks hungry.

19 AFAN HPAl hest M ste v @Y FAF LA E =& BA A
Yoo} Strawsonol 3A oY =& BAE, YA AAH FYHo)
o, FA7E AAEE A (pick up) 2= HPAIQ) ¥ A YAFE A
ANH F¥olgtn B o A¥E & vk Aelth dPAl he: a convicted
embezzlertt a man©] 7te]7le Atgold FFEA e 2 AL 7HER
ogn g% 5 7] fEeltt. WY Russell 8 FHA2 6§ A7}
S35 Yozt oL AAEE JHAA RdA Hi mdetr dPsx
AANEE 3A F3E AR A H7| dFoidh

a3y dYgA7l AAAH BdoldtE Strawsond FFE RE H| AL o
PALES] ¥ Yoz ¥MAE 4 U&E WA AHCooper, 1979,
Parsons, 1978). oAd EF (10)A uleAd HAF a convicted
embezzlers} £¢ T[AFE Holt WAL hex ¥ HEY the convicted
embezzler that is flirting with your sister2 #4 ¥ 4 gt a2z o
9 $¥3 BHES AANA BEWo| olvz 433 EYo: HIFEH

(10) A convicted embezzler is flirting with your sister; the convicted
embezzler that is flirting with your sister is drunk.
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EF dEgAE Y FATEEH JAES A9(pick up)@Ta e
Strawson®] F#e] Whate, Lewis(1979: 243)= =& dFAe XA &)
Mg 344 E&(salience)od o HAIY & sudn FAHAUt <)
3 (1DAAM dBA het HHAA vEA PAT a mand WE
(content)& °loj¥t: Ro| ofld, #atst Fzrt FTH3L N AFEA
(perceptual environment)e} 7|¥tsia] 24 JAAE AQAT BE Ao
o},

(11) Look! A man is uprooting your tumips; he looks hungry.

2 gy FAFE FBA BHeEA AAH EH W & YA, o9
g dRAZL S3Y ANE ANY & UAES BeE A EEE
ob7lste ¥¢ 3 kT BE Aelth

getd vey ATE ANA Edes B 4 fve oHe Ade
Wolgo, AR FATo] e MANA ANE AAHEA AFA sk
d9ld 2¢ AR 4] At G on Aol NESIUG IF
74 WEAY E-#%% W% DRTH Haog GgdA dsusz @
o

3. E-#334 A<
31. E-#9 olg&3 /YA ﬂ‘}(Uniqueness Implication)
Evans(1977, 1980)$} Cooper(1979) ®|$4 Alytol o 433 4

2 FASEA HdS A¥A P R FATNY 23YYE A
Har7] fAAM E-/% o8 ALRHG2 E-#F ol&e Ui 2 A

2. W3R WA @ EA Ry HHE FAHEA veA FAFe A
Apzre] wlkBtHQ 2 EWALE AW Y A=l Geach(1962)8) A4 WY
Bxo] 9lth Geacht &% (13a)9) YWAL he® U3} EY a manel E4Q ¥ge
2 AFY R AP a0 B2d §3 (132)9) LFE t &3 Zo] ENErh

[an x: man x] (walked-into-the-room x & fell-over x)

a2} Evans(1977)E o181 ¥ Geachs] ¥4o} thg& 434le Afede HEH



20 =2 A &
doz a%d 4 Uth(Heim, 1990: 1290 3}=).

(12) a. ¥R FATFE EA F3Aloin
b. & HHAE 9dv|He2 § W ¥4 7] &(definite description)¥
T3

Z E-#% ol&d <3, WA P/t P& FAH FA4 AE ¥4
(c-command) 3tA ¥ %3} FATSG 2§ @A Y& B¢ o) A o
QA PE @4 Zles HAEY. ol WAl Wl 8(content)o] dPALe]
W 2Ho2 AdH gE& Ul Aol

A £F (132)9 dHAE @4 @4 7]€<  the man who walked
into the room22, % (13b)9] dBFAlE B4 ¥4 71€d  the men
who walked into the room2.2 22} AN E & vk Bk

(13) a. A man walked into the room. He fell over.
b. Some man walked into the room. They fell over.

ueld E-#8 o289 % tiFAle 9vie o o] Yty E
slth(Ludlow & Neale, 1991: 195).

(14) (P) If x is a pronoun that is anaphoric on, but not c-commanded
by a quantifier ‘[Dx: Fx]’ that occurs in an antecedent clause
'[Dx: Fx}(Gx)', then x is interpreted as ‘[the x' Fx & Gx]'.

aEln ) disiol AN ‘[the x Fx & Gxl'E, ®AZI€d d@
Russell 9] ¢jv] #4¢ B3 o&3t & g 2322 FARAG3

4 988 AHE 3t & ot LFe 4 (13b)9 9ovjd A&sA EA A
253 07 qEolq.

[some x: man x] (walked-into-the-room x & fell-over x)

3. ¥ Cooper(1979)} o9 E-#9 wiBAle) LFE Th&3t o) BEAE F 3l
. d7ldA Re VAR EUHE @Yy 239 AY2AY HH4L AL
Ed g8 o8 FAEGT B (Heim, 1982: 84 =),

AP Ax [Vy [R I, .., x n, y) <-—> x = y] & P(x)).
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(15) If F is singular then ‘[the x> Fx & Gx]' is true iff every F is G
and there is exactly one F.
= where F is singular ‘[the x* Fx & Gx]' is the restricted
quantifier rendering of '(3x)(Fx & (Vy) Fy Dy = x) & Gx))’

E-f8 EB4& A9 A =xdo] B FRo|, #A 7igd d¥.
Russell4] 9] ¢n] s 3z ol@7lA2 XAl &) &Hv}(exactly one)eti 3t
94 3 (uniqueness implication)& 7} 2 glct a2y olajE nAH
A E-f¥ BAMe o =AF(bare conditional)olyt FUYA e B¢
of AAM EAAR FUA FHole EAE oF78A €t

EHAY FU4 §#38 Z= AEM 9A g¢ 23EY g Y
HEZl2 @ g ZAFF ifdE Adste dE FHHY A &40
Sl AR, o= ¥4 AL A(necessity operator)d X &
o2 HAHAY == %3 Al generallyy} always& EEste TR
o2 HAHEY g AR FHE Y24 (one-case) ZAEH t}IY
(multi~case) ZA&F 2.2 Yol 4 glh(Kadmon, 1987: 265 J=).

°olF (16)% # YNY XUFA Y 2AFA E-/¥ £4& 13
AT F94 59 FAF obEtA gy, £33 (1602 (17N€ WA
A o] s EFozM, YA b MYH #4F ANE 7
27| o &olti(Kadmon, 1987: 228 3F=).

(16) I (it is true that) a man walked in, then (it must be true that) he
1s still in here.

(17) For all worlds w such that some man walked in in w, the unique
man that walked in in w is 8till in here in w.

a3y (18) &L o3 2AE] d¥ nAH E-+8 ¥4 13y
Y 94 #59 EAAE 7HA%(Heim, 1982). 439 3 (18)& 2
AAHA E-RY o8 w} HAHHY, ol ‘FIAY " Aol FolA
AAG Aol ofeidiol  Sl&& SIv|EA ok a2y £33 AA 9
ulE ‘olejvlel ojd ¥ Algo] Qivd 2 Age 242 Yo glx] ¥
e Wgoltt. olme] ‘ol & Al ol@d #UF AFE Yuie Ao
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olur] dFo] FUA &=L AP Ao] €}
(18) If a man is in Athens, he is not in Rhodes.

ol th g =AFY UAAA Y v VY AT 2§ dF At diF 2 A
A< E-#Y ¥40] FAEE /A1 YEE RAFEH

ggez @A A ERY FHed AMur|E @) Barker(1997:
196)o 23ld &3 (199 LFE (20a)9 Zol E7I¥ 4 9th LF (20a)8
Evans® E-#3% dlgAle] di@d 4wz} (14)o] din)AlA 1A, FAYAT
'[Dx: Fx]'= [a y: donkey (12, thH ALY M#Al '[Dx; FxlGx)' & [a
y: donkey ()] (bought (x, )12, 282 YFA} ‘[the x Fx & Gx]'v
[the y- donkey (y) & bought (x, Y)IZ ZZ RHUFHNSE & & Uk 2
g3 old Y E-Rf¥ A ©& LF (20a)e (20b)S} Z& gu2 A4
g F 3l Aolg.

(19) Every farmer who bought a donkey vaccinated it.
(20) a. [every x: farmer(x) & [a y: donkey (¥)] (bought (x, ¥)]
[the y: donkey (3) & bought (x, )] (vaccinated (x, y))
b. Every farmer who bought a donkey, vaccinated the donkey that
he bought.

HEA it the y2hZ 3t F7I€2 dAAIE ol duidye 7z
FHEC 224 @ uEe FUARE Hdx e U4 $HFE ZA
gk 28y €3 (19 %71 98 ntee quAE 4 FPolx o
Eg 25 A FEF ANFow Mol E £ Ye EFelth mA TG
Egol did nHA E-#Y EHE Fd4 #5clds EAHEE Wxdtn
ALEE & + UG

32. E-#%34 u¢

2HAHA E-#Y Aol BAFE FAFY FUYAH ©H EAE A
37 A% ddez:e dse F A7 W AA Ludlow &
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Neale(1991)2] ©4-8<4 8|34d 7]&(Numberless Descriptions), €4
Berman(1987)7 Heim(1990)9] <HA13 4%  %3AHImplicit Situation
Quantifier)d o] 13 o|t}h4

WA Ludlow & Neale(1991: 198)+= E-#3 A< $33uA #d4 @
Zo FARE Mdd7] 98 S5-¥F4 uT7E Jed AGHAY. S5
-B4 H Y Vgl £FAHQA o] L& X2 AN F& I3 FAL
T, & every donkey, each donkey, some donkey, a donkeyEol x-&3}+
E-f¥ W3ALE @5 Zleoly 84 7€ ofd, dvjAHoz § W &7
-283 71€2 dAANA HAse Wholtt. A4dd FUA EF (A9
AAA v B FAF g E dYAE B A Jecd B4 ¥
Zl&o] obd, Fofl i@ vl §#&& A %t QUF} FL Jle2 EY
2 F o

(19) Every farmer who bought a donkey vaccinated it.
(21) Every farmer who bought a donkey vaccinated the donkey or
donkeys he bought.

=% Barker (1997:196)% BAMTF x is fatter than Georgeo] W¥# ©dF-
B2 u)3y 7]4& whoever is fatter than George2 H.i1 ¢]& whe x
Fx2 BEAE R ALsisd. ddd og 3 (22 (23)7% & LF2
HERE § U2 ol (242 9] A Er}.

(22) If a girl is brought up in Australia, she learns to swim early.

(23) If [an x: girl x] (brought up in Australia x), then [whe x: girl x &
brought up in Australia x] (learns to swim early x)

(24) If a girl is brought up in Australia, whatever girl who is brought

4. = o} W2 Parsons(1978)$} Cooper(1979)7F Mt Re]l #4A4 & 3
Ud £3e B3 e slot ‘lt!iﬁ ‘4'&3} 2L FUA EFL 94 ouig
g&sn A7 g ol

Every man who has a daughter |:hmks she is the most beautiful girl in the

world.
gy ole ou|Ed 3&E AMSI T oY 2k AR =7t glojeol ¥
EAZA 2 A TE AN Y.
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up in Australia leamns to swim early.

ol ¢4 B4 v7¥ 7|& whe x& FHEY 494 3¢ o )3 ¥}
F3x gorv2 LF (23)& % (22) 9@ &ule A =3¢ AFH
t}. agla NP PAFe & dFAE OF WA JleR dXE.
AR, olUA @ B v3pE J€Z YT AAAE EAFY a7
w2 APEctn B

BEAAYE F9A ¥38 e F UA WHe £330 A 48 @
B Himplicit situation quantifier)@ E=<3= WYolc. o olge
Berman(1987)¢] )M A& AEH2AT Heim(1990: 145-149)] olsl E-
3 BAE o] o wigez ¢ASHUG

A Heim(1990: 132)2 FuUHA 3 (1998 di=F (258 22 LF2
BEA @Y.

(25) S
NP S

everyx/\N ' A
/\ :
farmer(x) S’ x vaccinated f(x)

that S
/\
S

NP
T eyt oo
ay donkey(y) x bought y

29 (25)914 WPl ite HE Wy y2 BAE F %3, Af ¥ Wy
(free function variable) f& 4<% 714 A3 (bound individual variable) x
of A YA )2 BAEY. old 39 9vie ¥+ fFF TS
Z) A (refer to)d =1kl wald @A Hed, f ofd (26)3% Zol
A A% s€ =%(argument)2 2 H3d oW JAME 1 e I
3te 93 232 gxolth
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(26) f {<x, s> : S is a minimal situation in which x is a farmer
and bought a y} -—-> A
<x, s> ---> the unique donkey that x bought in s.

A T3] g5 f & 3R FHE Ste TR #5424, 39 9 49
Z 8] diste] 1 FgAN FR7} A /AT FUAE ¥IEE ¥5
oltt. & o ¥4 A & {FYY FUAV EAFE H2: YY¥VL
EREHT 7] Wi 44 $& & FA%T Yo

agez A % 199 Azd e GAA 38 g g3e
ol 3&HE 2N o] EAE U

(27) For every minimal situation s in which there is a donkey bought
by a farmer, there is an extended situation s* which is the
vaccination of the unique donkey in s by the unique farmer in s.
(Barker, 1997: 200)

ojuf FHAl everyZt A 8-S A& Y F(minimal situation) s& & FF
7t & uiEle] FuUAE AHe ARE €8Y. 223 939 3% (extended
situation) s*& s& 2 ¥ ¥2o2 ZE A%E Jieq. gebd £F (19)
¢ LFE (8)3% o] EA¥EH.

(28) [every x, sl [farmer(sI)(x) that [[a y donkey (sI)(y)] [x bought
(sI) NI 2 [x vaccinated (s2) Ax, sI)]

ol 4% 7uA F2L ¥R A FUAI oY vhed FfAE
U4 ¥&& 2= E-§8 EAE& JMesA A& A3d o9 FR7
99rtel o] FUAE AtB FH-FUAR o)FoA A& AFE FAY
&t gl 99 4ol @ olw, 2 ¥R A AL 4 Ha: A%
A g Al HEeH. '
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4. DRT3 <

E-fr8 E4& vy AT di@ $344 UL AN o]s)
ZEEAE Eolt UFAY 9ujE ¥AH Je2 dysiEle el
o}, o] H]# Kamp & Reyle(1993)e] <j#] Ajt¥ DRTE JuUH EFol
Y 39 AA# Wolg u¥A YAF-dPAIZRe] 2LBAE 4P
Aty AF o3 FL Qv HA4 PYPL A¢HAHKamp & Reyle,
1990: 66-75 A=)

(29) a. W93 FATE FHEY, F3) EA I3 FYez B8R g
b. M@ AT} ZEUPALE EF BB A wgog g

& DRTOA v WA AFHAY digale nlastg, 93 5
AlE& DRSO EXRIFE ¥¥3 {AY EA=2 AFdd 489 2%
(30)9] DRS (31)ellA, ¥l@A AT a doge MZE B3 AAE x8 o
g3 AA B P =18 dog)2 EAET. ol v ¥ HAre @
3} ANEL P DRSA ZHEd Hdto, NAY B 2{FFAE
2 AANEo] oln FHAN dFez HF=H7 Wi ¥4 HA$ DRS=Z
EQ5E Aol@ BAr 1831 DRS AU dogix)e €92 HFH:
5% B4l dog@ HEATIE= A, § dogel 7t I FF(kind)ol &3
€ AA7E 3l& 4 o] F& EAH 4

(30) A dog came in. It lay down.
31

X u
dog(x)
came-in(x)

u lay down

u=x
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$19) DRSIA H| @A HALT a dogst iHAL it e =& BAAE ol F
A A 2R3A ged. g 9 2¢P¥AE DRS =AU FH u =
x2 EANEHAEH ol FojA @3 MA(universe of discourse)dA F
28 AAE W FY8 ANE YIEHE BAY) AFo|r}

@8 DRTNA AY FBE every a 8E, o2 EYUE 24 & WFA|
AL BoolEA] 2 HYE 2AE BEAUYa S ZAEY Fe
oz HMA. ety HAY FBE every e 8L ast 8 AFAN AP
8= 319] DRS& A& x ol& Alolo] everydt: 43 A28 A3
= B2 Z2A(duplex condition)e.2 EA®ETH AN EF (32) (33)9
DRS2 EAl¥ o (Kamp & Reyle, 1990: 170 =),

Ir

(32) Every dog came in. It lay down.
(33)

dog(x) u came-in

u=x

y:lay down
ty =X

2lo] DRSE AHEE %3 PALT every dogell tidt B3} AAE ¥
DRS Zgo], RfFAY H @A WAFY Afee e, &4 729
39 DRSel =4¢=Hz i, 2¥8Y oy ¥ DRSAME A PAT
every dog® WA} itte] =4 UAR EAHE DRS 24 y = x7t UF
512 238 92 AAEF DRS XA Alejo] ALHE H2 754 A
ok otk H2 7H5A Ao, B8 AAEFH DRSEY Aol g
e on S0 AYoezM $4¥ DRS 2P0l 49 DRSA &3t
G5 AR WS T & fen, bt e o f2 ARY 2




28 =23 &

dojd FRelx, LE8F ARy W9 DRSEHo| 4F A4y 9 23
AAA g He® + =K e Agold

Z 919 DRSAM L& & A4y U} 1= DRS =8 y = x= 4F
Ay W9 B3 AXNEF x22 BE 8757 e, 33} HAT
every dog$}t WAL it 9] REAAE AAHA R} ZAoig. ¥
PALFR P ol ¥ DRTS £4& 43 DA Z/HANY v@3
JALr e g2, £39 ZAAd dold dFAe 2¢4¥ 4+ UsE 49
8 &

Yo7l DRTE 431 WATS nj@A BATFdR d¥ E4& ugez
gt U EFol di@ 9v] A& g3 o] Axda Uk DRTE
HwA A £3F (34)& DRS (35)2 EA @t (Kamp & Reyle, 1990:
167-168 F=x).

(34) Every farmer who owns a donkey beats it.
(35)

x y u
farmer(x) every u=y
donkey(y) x x beats u
X owns y

9)9] DRSE A¥rd FuH &3 39 A SUE every a 89 vk
A2 B4 22 BYSUAY. ool #3Ee 4F AFYgol= farmer
who owns a donkeyol dj@ w3} XAl g3 DRS &80 EAHY, B
3t L8F A Yol beats it ¢ F3 AAEFH DRS £
BEAHQAD. oldl diFAl ite] @ AAE WY ust vPF AT a
donkey9l @3} AAIE y7t BUE AMZ AHEEE RodFE DRSEY u
= y7t 9u #A HYPAN UAFE 4 U, a donkeys} itte] =8 B
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A7t Ah3A HE Aol

334 DRS (35)2] DRS Z8 uy = y& 28 % A4y olo] QI o]F
dFsted B 93 AAR ye= 9% A%y £o Qv @A DRS
ZQ u=y&e 93 ANE yo| F2 71554 Hx, e GAP-AGA}
9 =4uA ALY 4 AE HoltHKamp & Reyle, 1990: 149 F=x),

EY B G47} ‘RE FHE AV A4 FUAE 25 A
ge vz HHHE AR o], A e v ¥ WATFA GhF A
AAQ ov] #HA = DRS W9 B4 z3A U5 FAHNA A9" 4 .
dd 9 DRSS EAzAL 4F ARYL YF3e RE P47t 2 8%
AAY & AFde EE 839 58 AFY W n2P ol 9Z 4}
74y e €9 Ae 93 ANE x1 yol AE AN AR ZE FSE
O 2 Rolof g %o HER x} Yyt EF AFPHQA ouz
A4" F e Aol

Hot7t FutA 3o @ DRTS ola8l@ AL E-#3 ol&o] 71
A e FLY T FAE op713%A GEd DRTE ##Y 947 =
€ dPALE %9 24 wgoz HFR7| Wt £ DRSY L& &
AHZE Y 49 itel ¥2E AT 9F ARy U9 ¥R O B3 2
#xn e FuALdE F AMANY 5 BAN &3, A} everyst
F AAESE o]FoR Ao HLHEE s FRo|7] WRolr}

5. 48

o) 4N E-#% ©|&3 DRT ¥ uj#A FATe oulg A}
¢ A 9 BAE R E-£33 2L A YATe
e EA4 F%H ANET FA%2 dPIAE o9 d¥E ¢4 EYPe=
EL2A H @AY PAT 49 =4 uAE WY B ojof n)
3l DRTE vl @4 FAT 9 dFAE Sed 93 AAEE B3 olg9
gv|g =& WS DRSTIE T2 & F3t Y93y sug.

add ol¥E E-#%¥ #44d, DRTH ¥#4& AT A¢d
(predication) Ho}A ofF M@ FHoz U F 43 YA ¥
o 2 TR 2432 e AR o1FojA A HLEHI gEo
o mEAq oy F B4 $He FFFHoz g e uE BA



200 =2 73 &

(proportion problem)& #&th F AA F(A7} opd GE EF59 43
AHE X B3 21oJA, v YA 84 (asymmetric reading)& 3} of
¥ B¥oAx WYY A (symmetric reading) & AFE TAHE o7 e
Rolt5

AJd F2FAb usuallyd EUD Qe oY AR 36)9 S E
sz o) B3 ¥ TR ot TUAE A49T At BE
Z dds9 R Lajgte Rolo)

(36) If a farmer owns a donkey, he is usually rich.

WA o] E3e e ge& Afole A7k Hojob @k AR 10089
FR7t e, o3 99 F¥EL 4% @ vlds) PuAE A 3
on shdstc B¥ 10084 FEE 20079 FUAE AN Yo 2
£ ¥xolch

ey 4% 74 E-4¥3 g2o B2 100049 $37 §4
T FUAE FE H2 4L, FUAY 24 B2A 20049 A9 @
o 294 W 999 %7 22 Y4Re 2 A% 99 Feu
% o ®7 g usuallys] ¥4 ojul@ HEFAIE ol Hol ol
& 2RY A4e A 9o

DRTS ZA$ols E-#8% P23 vldzixe wagads okl
DRT7b Y%&3toiol & AM Agel A& 5% 2 %7 2482 31
£ FUATGE F ANZ olF)d ApanEolt BN WA AM %
20070F A4 200749] AN Ao] £%F VIAF =2 (Raelnz) AA
%9 A7 ol Wrkn #E ARH oAv|AAE $HAA HE o]
.
@ ual EAE HAs7] Ashel Berman(1987)€ %3} 2go] W4
St 43¢ BY 9&¥oz ARY Ae AL £¥9 WY za
e, 4%olgts H9 Y(domain)® %A Fah=rkd YEHT U7l 9
golth. A 3 (36)d) MU A AYe, ¥ F¥7} 2000k P

5. Kadmon(1987)€& ¥8Al7t A 4ol HE5c A58 ANA A4ole s,
ool Ela FAl7l AWH AMA HEHE FHE WAYA Aol FIsQ
.
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E A%t %L e 4 FRez FEY B+ 49 JtEdde
Aelth, oA & e+ 100719 Ha 48 FoM 994 HA: o] #Hrt
Heg AA 3 (36)°] H47F HE &ulE 9n H4 & ¢A =7 GE)
o} metA Berman ol @ A HE ‘A B %Y(coarse-grained
domain)'olg}t 3, £F% FUAY <ATFY Ha: Y¥E A= A
49 ‘Ang e Y(fine-grained domain)'® TEE A& AG3 Ul
2y o]2i@ Berman®] AL AA EFoAAM B #HYo] MrHE o]
ol dsiMe A3 dF3A] Rée EAHEE 7HAR Aok .

¥ Kadmon(1987)& &% (36)9] vl &A1& DRS @AM w¢AA3
' 72H FY40 d&std A3 vk F APE F A @A
BAITE e Y ZAFL qurR oz fFo A iR HAHE HEE
gdxn 2o AA {4 %3 FAZL AA A H_HE Foln, €A
HA L FRAIZE HE e v AT HEHE Fgola, A
A AN FAFAE F OAA YeE A YALFR HEHE Fgo|
=3

°]& DRS (3NolA A9sd B4, B4 Fx9 7tedd A 43 FA
usually7} o|H @ B3} Al Bo| AL uke] BA7E doh WA RA
e %3} RA usually’t @3 A|E x y o HEH, o] BFHAIE
FuUA -5 o] throld A o] Ho] HE Afolth EA MY
& @3l AAE xol F3A7F HEE A2 ool 9 st &
BAlo] 93 HuE AL YFZAY ZFS HA EFo] o Ak AA
4L @23 AAIE yoll FAA} AEHE A2 FYAY st F
Te 20& BHFAIE AN £F0] Feo] HE AFolth




22 A5

(37

xy u
farmer(x) u is rich
donkey(y) u=x
X owns y

o]2} @ Kadmon®| #|<te, 282 HEE 3t 3l Bermand] Aol
& 2o o FAAA el ¥ 4 o 23y Bermand] A<t v}
A71A 2 Kadmon? AYE F3 Yol Mz HE olF& HstA X3
t ¥#44¢ 7HA2 Y. F Berman? HSS HA A% dE e o
& 2Rz oA EAHA 849 (L EFH 7|7 ojHE FPE v
Ae7td A4RY F glojof ¥ Aeolu), Kadmond] FI& 2z on] #4
Eol 99y FATRYG oRA 2AHoE AHE F AL AE AHHY
of ¢ A& 7t gle Aol
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