Lee, Chongmin. 2002. Form or Function? Korean Journal of English
Language and Linguistics 2-4, 575-587. In this paper we discuss the
contrastive nature of formalism and functionalism in linguistics.
Though the mainstreams of linguistic analysis have been focused on
the form and function, they have been challenged from each other’s
strong points. On the one hand, the formal description has been
studied in the tradition of generative grammar. On the other hand,
the functional nature has played a crucial role in the framework of
language use. It seems undesirable to argue that there is one-sided
bias toward any type of linguistic approach. I try to present a
balanced view of these two contrastive approaches. We also argue
that there should be a cooperative work in developing the mutual
growth of linguistic theory.
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FAJZE 71e7be} =efw Aol i@ FAF et sFeg
ATE dHlAoR RA” Zolnt. o] =M B9 U
3 ZeTad ¥HEs 737 A vlaste @xef dojste]
T RS BFeR %A WAL A=vtE nFs=d 2 HHo
At dojst AEAYAM FAFo o} J)eFr} vHs] =9
Hd] A= 1996L:1°ﬂ g9 233 7 A2FA dgue] e

dEgtn & & Aok o] FIedrMe FAFAxe} 7|FFRAE
Mz wEE ogzu Aojg72 Hotx Mz WEo] drpyt
ged, £3 M7t NEE ogA EFHE 5 JertE m4s
= 37} Ak o] 3o A3 Ayt thd e](Darnell et al
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43 7)5¢ F3 QA vasn A $249 477 "3 9
o ohed, A7km Aejezt AT s AT waE 2001
del 34 Hrte 449 A= 728 Past Yot

Fretoloj(Newmeyer 1998)= i@ A3 AdorlsE & FA=R
ahol, 7H3AQ F AES HHIAIIE AR FAFe V)5Fe
)

€ divlsta o F, FHFe wAt=&ES ¥ I (Forman)3t
71T WaleES & FHA(Funk)Ea 3sldgoz wWogic
LW BE &M A&EHAL FAFY oA MFA EHsA
of7bal UE

PHELENS 75FeE dulstes Aelchy
=

A3 7159 =ode age ASdME AZEHUG. ol HA
U @2 "o =AM dHe] glo] Helxe], Fe] UA
U 715l BAUY = dido] §1E Xo] Bk 237 2o
o AFdM= 715 TAHY =47t FHE ol FUY AL BAG
(A= 1982). %4 o2 2 Jide] 2o AZFolAM Beled R

'gAEH Ased BY TBHY =k
#2317 vk,

vlo] o] (Newmeyer 1999)Z
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A &(Anderson 1999, p. 122)& Qo] #3 FrE$ AES
AXtt. 27} 98 2ole|(Walter Reuther)o) AlA Wele HFE th
Al Rl B A}

B) “wrd 2] 2YAY Kolx, &MY Ax, 2AY
A iy, 24 28 o)th” (If it looks like a duck, walks
like a duck, quacks like a duck, then it is a duck.)
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Ve AYste A 23 F Ao £3] nFY dojFdA JF
ojgtal Fhd, Fd(Noonan 1999)0] 7te)7|& 7]%2 o|&nt v
Aaet A1 9] 7l == A 7] (cognitive function)o]gts gt
a Atk o]# 3 FAdd = A EH(cognitive grammar)E A} 2t
o2, F& HEY(construction grammar), 7]& W (Emergent
Grammar), 71%-f% ¥ (Function-Typology Grammar), 3] 3}& 4]
(Conversational Analysis), 8% 7]% #¥H(Usage-based Grammar)
%°] thNoonan 1999, p. 11). 7)o wlx FHY 7|5EZE
(Functional Sentence Perspective) 58 XFA|ZH = UTH2

= WA =oE Holw YT} A5 Sgol BE
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Foldta . AZZE(Croft 1995)9F +H(Noonan 1999)2 & 2]
Fo e FEFAY M @FHT 54E FAF AEA
(autonomy of syntax) & &3 A APAAd Fi Aok AHA
o Wt o} & e Foe v Zr}(Newmeyer 1998, p.
23).

U
AFsA d= AAE FEFD (Human cognition
embodies a system whose primitive terms are nonsemantic
and nondiscourse-derived syntactic elements and whose
principles of combination make no reference to

system-external factors.)

Afdold TARFILE vy daksts GAsA A-E F deE
Z o3 4R 2458 dFT €art flke el o)
& ARAY A Foe  olgu  ‘axz ¥y
(self-containedness) li= 7ldo] AHA2HA WA H ok 729
A kol o) el si4o] WA} Arke Aotk

F2E 7122 4E FAFAGE g9 /5 V22 deva
T o 7ed A9 FAANME =9 god < " gl
ARG veh o), rBL AA JF mE g %
(communicative function)2 2v|dl= A Zt}(Noonan 1999, Kuno
1987).

AR Asozael AEEUE ol Byel Byo] FEH o of
Yok gapAR, GAREY JlsoeAs AsEEe TEHe of
doha ARE waA genh oAE 94 Ao w-2zd ¥
Aol tatal wejarlz B,

FH(1999, p. 24-25)2 VIS EY T ANEE H-FFREH FAE]
ZbAol she §4E AR AN A 2 TheElM Al A9 F
a3 S4vts AAstE g3 2ok
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G) a H-FZF EALE] 2y FEF| wao] ot
b. o] ¥ Z§-&(modules)s HA3}A e
c. o] Ry M= WFEo] uld&F(discrete)o] ofrh

4ol Al 7FA 5A4RHE Holkx, AT EiFA= &3] dyd
= Ag sotd & ok olad =
Bge Atk FlsFest ATl 2T A Fd
) @ AFelolA Holio} Bk,
Yol e & o AFHez w-pzie FARY AAL
oS3 Zo] Ajet dvh(Noonan 1999, p. 29).

(6) a. BALEY] 718 @9 E4(schemas)o]c}.d)
b Sute m2e el Fojz £3¢ oy W A
dszry F4sdn.
c. shte Wl e duie wolsk £49 ouig FHW

=3

T AL JIeEHY E¥A 448 " #AAHY =9E BH
= oA, 71sEde #38 28 ¥ Jdo olE¥ 5AZ2 B4
Fol2 Hdle =Fog #2849 g=Y(Lasnik 19997 )z}
st etzye JAFY =8 $£E31, vt FAFod o
g =9 1A 3 HolA £F& It U] WEeIth

TARES 718 @87t EAelgta @ W ofd =y dig
e ZleFoRuitt g St ok FEEH =42 A
TR =43 odE F#9d gt A8 F/7Y 7IsEREC] 44
AFE =HoF NFdE Bk drh ol2F A& FAFq
A UyFager #4849 F2E qAtE AHde FHEA dxd
o}

NsEgel dEA A% slon & 5 At FEEYA 245
o 2FolE nlus| A FF(construction)S AAIFolo| A Wa}

=13 (Noonan 1999)0] F#4sl= 7%
TR e dutd oeE zte
Me FZE rE = 97| dielth
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B3 g, 2 FE FoH= E2(schema)e 459
o] dpkAeltt. 1
18] FEEHY =4 UFadel ze AR 22 APHE By
A Z@dve dAE Add.

theo] EFo] FEo] ztE ¥AS B AHCE Goldberg 1995).
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(7) John kicked the ball.

BEEY CAUSE <AGT  PAT>
| | I

27 (sfulgt})  PRED < >
l l !

EApR \ SUB]  OBJ

B4} kicke] EYTFEE BEAL TR Qud 202 FAG A
o @it ol¥d EAe vhEagel e E4® AR tadh
2, Uragel AR4Y Mde BRFESHH RAFE WA, 7
2ENY =4 AYYY AEe AY RAFA Rk kol
2ahe, 494 Adol BHolge oA HrHE g 7R
zaithn waA o, NsEde AYYY AmAN HET
~

TTERE R4S YT a9 did HIY o8 dds AHE
Bd oy FAHS tS B&8IY. & 9, 4 Fto]A
(Hale and Keyser 1993)= <& (thematic roles)?] {712} U1
o)X F2&33n 03, A(Kayne 1995)2 o5 EAE 743}
717k olgx  Qow, YL (Grimshaw 1997)9F F A7)
Chomsky 1996b)= UE 1ol o8 74dd E44L AAsE=Y
43 Ut olsks frAoz, FRENC ANtE §)9 =4
o ARAGE 27t AedA 2om o frke BRe £7d o

231 oz BE AE A8 25 Rolx: et
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o 9T FOARTE, UFageld =48 AFse Re o T
28 EASAE AQLAE mdsl dsfdke sleld. M 447
o7} FEREGE QA Add o BAL T AT, I
Se FEe AYR e O 232 233 AL LT 4
siet.

3. 34 F9 &= 715F99 71249

Z1eFdetn FRHeE HA dZoAxn YA, JFEAvt
7159 9urt 4z gzA 2d 5 Aok Hox H4A el He
7159 Ade olm Aol =g dArdE V5H AA 7150]
Aok F Zee 7eg AR =9sr)2 Ak

Z2719 HAEYL SEEH FEES B2 AFTRAM =24
o1 K dtHAkmajian and Heny 1975). th&¢ &4-& BA}

(9 a. John broke the vase.
b. The vase was broken by John.

A Fole] B AAEHAME A9 F £ IAFH FAA
(cognitive synonymy)& 7}xch Iy, o]#
AAAG 759 BHAMNE FAAE A 2 £ gk 9
Ushd (9a, byolAl Z4zke] Fojzt FA of(topic)7t H 71 W E ot
it A & o F 3L w7t G2 (Givon 1993;
Kuno 1987).

7S EHLE (9a)9F (9b)7} FA|(theme)s}t F-A|(theme)2h=
A3g zehsh sute] A Fojul2(an Firbas 1921-2000)7F 2|33
NeEZES HFHoE $43tn ALY F, Fojrt 1 R
A FA o] 4 (topicality) £ F A 4 (thematicity)o] 7} & 84
7 gk B2k, $FEH FFE Aol Fort wAHe AL F
Aolgol & 24 E vHE ZHAE et WA, g 7]
Y #HANA BY, T ES T2 2 guE g ¥
g 4 ok
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< He F& AstA ok BE J5EH] AVE BAe 9A
2 FANMA BAE AE AL MUAAW, FHolx qig )
9 gu7t gE2A REHE TEEH FEEE dEdA ARF
TANE 7HTE ARZE AASH e A YE ol Yot F
T o8 7ol AE tdz7] YE AAH FAHE HE3
ot & gdsA dAH F44e FATE = o 29
o BHolA B, o]&ut A (cognition)o] &G oW E 7}53)

T AxA HAE do] ot

Z71¢] AAEHAA AAH g7t 2oe F4L& X (truth
value)7} 2o $£02 g3lEolof st} &, &2 (Parsons 1991)
o A YR 29 Ao s W, A vge] Zos A
7} ¥tk yolrl, £27)(Chomsky 1981 ME $5EFH $5F
o A% TFXE oF "dE2A BAFeEAN F EFY AA FoAA
< o olF #HAHA Rk ol Wae Ha
et

eERE A TE
TEEA, QA AH FANE FARAE Gk o]
2, 71T ke o HFHog wolgdA F4
B4 £EES 9AF 594¢ A gevn 35 =
. 71—‘5—5—% z% FE AF7A HEetA duuE, ¥4
A A= Ze v o3 d whEoly wiste 32
o] Z}AE °] 4 AA] WEH Fge et

«IA}@% e TAHLE e 7ISEHLS FRIgE 29
& RARAE s Wy OME} N2 =48 AR o
. BFele x5 tﬂ F3tEA ot gAAE 7159
| Zejgolof e HH3n AE} ol %fs}fd, olg g 7]
A= 1¥Z°‘d7v‘a— gty e g gloe Eol7h 7t
. 238 VeFYRAE FRege A «1%6}1 Ak 7]
gAFdegte A7}t vt

o] 2yl WEA FEEH &
g

L rlo o o .
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semantics)ol] 7wl Qlth o7l FEL aF £

AA, A7te] B (AAH) BB 2ol mje} ofw|s)y
2A FRgdge KoM FEoldta REriz v gud o9F
R 2HGoldberg 1995, p. 31).

L

=

(10) a. She skipped over the crack in the ground.
(She did not touch the crack.)
b. She crawled over the crack in the ground.
(She did touch the crack.)

A9 EFANAN FEALR 20| skipped$} crawledd] oW FE
gulAle AL S WA=US ©xA] grus PR3
o] zolz Er}.

TEEHolZte ZIeFddA olF= Ay AAdes 74 £F
AstA BAstE Hl QoA rdsitteE Aol
FAY £ Qe A5 g ‘3121 T @8 J7ke E9E 7
TFoE Fopdn ojs & Fo= LEPB_, f‘é ‘1«17} Z}%* 01
e dAE e AFge %}Bl 71%E
H, 274 WY TS FEHoE &8

o9 T 9,1‘:}

—E-—'E*‘ﬂoﬂlﬂ g 5 e 7Ty = Y £& 5EALS
3t2l¥H 33} (subcategorization)e] &gty T& 4 Ao WA o
59 & HX}HGoldberg 1995, p. 11).

(11) a. Pat kicked the wall.
b. Pat kicked Bob black and blue.
c. Pat kicked the football into the stadium.
d. Pat kicked at the football.
e. Pat kicked his foot against the chair.
f. Pat kicked Bob the football.
g. The horse kicks.
h. Pat kicked his way out of the operating room.
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g 7 Ao FEEHAAME oAE dFY FHE E2(fused
schema) 0.2 /4% 4 Ut

o]¢} fAMRE o FYAI = 8w Y(Walinska de Hackbeil
1986, p. 200) M= LA 5= Qi)

(12) a. John swims.
b. John swims across the river.
c. John swam the river twice.

d. We swim the horses through the river every night.

49 2%
& AEsl Aese FHS F2 BEY 5+ Je BUE 29
oA stk % seppFsele st E2 E4E 4 gt 549
shtel ol FH(scene) o2 EAF wet Azel ¥o] £
M FAT & Y=vhs Ao FUAA A g, 25

9 #7b ol Futel dvke FHT HAWFHE FUHoE ¥

FG 4 gt FHol N2 13 BAE FAH B

Angog, 757 J1ge] B FAFIY Fxo A
Sohn 2Y 4 Ak FReE Mol Jvolat ¥Eg owi
gopge et ARl e & Atk olHld 5T g5
d9 Fie BrASE AAY BolRN M2 1Fe Fujs,

71
M2E o]2AARZY BAL AL F AS Folth
4. AE: oiste n 7

dHo] F27)(Chomsky 1957, p. 5)& $-&7t F&stA T4
Aol7zd g mge FHH)A FHHold T2¢ 9¥¢ &
T Tl BAHoR o ek FAY FHos W AE
ol mgdnd, v 2 FHFY AR 2S4S A4 F A
A Eoe Aotk a2y7tk ol2d 4RE Lolsod, AT
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Sabe dolg 4udte Fol st BAE BAsty st
e ARl Bl AEHYA BYA A7 I B 5 Yok
EF 579 e dojel ofY AR WAl theted FAW

BHYG A& AT 2TE & szlt}

59 QAoEAE Bzl TR FAFoel MR JleFrt
Z8 U2 45 712 vl E § doh FEEE AME AR

SEAE 7hed Adde FHEARNY FAEC] Bue Ao
thoolgg MiAS Y W F A ol P WEe
73 A LA Ao=w Bl

olA UM &S M Bzl 200199 FF0jsty
© 21417] Foighe] HH T AdoEe] v E FAH FAE AT A
th dolgAEE Jojste] wmgd) gty Fulsta v B 5
Ak ol2igt A mEgo] i At AL 2 s HRE A
A azz E F Aok olEHY, "5 Y, $YE oyg,

z A7t AAST Eol, ByATY nlge W
< ggatA 28 doh

-{u:

g:_l OBL

rlo
T
&.
rlo m

479 dojgte] Evt & wHAHD, F15F dojstel Wy
o] & 4RUTH, dAojste wele wokn Azt ¥439
Al ¢ AYIAL ¢ £ Q€ 2RgE IAF AT 2

Fol e Ao IAA Yx, GE G2 AP FPe F2
5. A2 ommz 99 thakg ARA Eort YEpnin 9l
o Hgel, Ha A& BE Ay YAl 2 798
du 94, g z,fm_ £ ASFAE YA T £ UE 5

o9 - PHA W. 1999, FoE B4, 9L oAU, olFH @ HZ
e =E BARHAL
olF . 199. FAeet FBH,. Zax e
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