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lnYamazaki(1994)，ItreatseveralcognitivevorbshavingtwodifferenLprepo‐ 

siLions,ｉ､e､Ｑ/andaboLLt,withconLrastivemeanings・ForGxample,dl-eQ77Lq/ｉｍ‐

pliesthatthespeakorhasaIuhｏＺｅｉｍａｇｅｏｆｔｈｅｄｒｅａｍ，inotherwords，ｈｏｉｍ‐ 

pliosaninterestinLhe‘wholoness，ofi,ｈｅinformation，whileaFeama6o“sug‐ 

9ｅｓｔｓｔｈａｔｈｏｉｓａｗａｒｏｏｆＬｈＧＬｏｊａＺｃｏnstitutiono「ｔｈｅdream，ｔｈａｔｉｓ，heintendsto

conveyconsciousnessofthetotalityofthoinformation・Ａｓｉｍｉｌａｒｐｈｅｎｏｍｅｎｏｎｉｓ

ｓｏｅｎｉｎｓｕｃｈcognitivcvorbsas左eZ，ノiea7-』ん"oLu,Ｚｅａ/･几，ｒｅａａ’ｓα､ﾉ，ＳｐＧａｂ，ＵＱＺ虎，

teZZ,ｔｈｉｎ/ｅａｎｄｕﾉﾉ･ite・ThisusageofapreposiLionQ/isthoughttodGrivofromthe

`partitivegGnitivo，ｗｈｅｒｏｑ/・means‘ｓｏｍｅｏｆ，boforosomematerialnounslike

liquidandfood・Ｔｈｒｏｕｇｈａｐｒｏｃｅｓｓｉｎｗｈｉｃｈｔｌ１ｏｐｒＧpositionisconnoctedwith

cognitiveverbs，LhoreoccursachangointhespeakGr，ｓｐｏｉｎＬｏ「viewfrorna

quantiLativotoaqualitativGono、ＴｈｅｕｓａｇＧｏｆＬｈｅｔｗｏｐｒＧｐｏｓｉｔｉｏｎｓｒｅ(loctshow

thespeakerrecogniscsin｢ormation,whichisthoobjectol'thesecognitiveactivL 

ties・Thodifferoncedepondsonconstitutionalaspoctsonwhichthespeakor

wantstofocusinhisutterance・Ｔｈｅｆｏｒｍｅrpaporconclu〔lGsthatthousageoftho

twoprGpositionsisparalleltoLhatofcolｌｏｃｔｉｖＧｎｏｕｎｓｉｎｔｅｒｍｓｏｌａｎｕｍｏｒｉcal 

featuroofthelanguageanｄｉＬｓｈｏｗｓｔｈｏｄｉｌＴｏｒｅｎｃｏｏ「cognitionbythespeaker・

Inthoprosontpapor，IprOposethattheidea，‘distinctionbetwoenwholenGss 

andtotality'，isapplicａｂｌｏｔｏＬｈｅｔｗｏｇｏｎｅｒｉｃａｒｔｉｃｌｅｓｉｎＥ、臼lish

ＦｉｒｓＬｏｆａｌｌ，ｗｅｄｅ｢ｉｎｅｔｈｅｄｉｌＴｏｒｏｎｃｅｂｅｌｗｏｅｎｔｈｅｔｗｏｔerms，wholonessandLo‐ 

Lality，ａｎｄｓｅｅｈｏｗｄｉ｢ｆｅｒｏｎＬｌｙＬｈｏｌｗｏｉｄｅａｓｆｕｎｃＬｉｏｎｂｅｃａｕｓｅｌ,ｈｏｙａｒｅｕｓｅｄｍｏｒｏ 

ｏｒｌｅｓｓａｓｓｉｍｉｌａｒｗordsinordinarvuse．‘Wholeness，ｉｓＬｈｅｑｕａｌｉｔｖｏｆｂｅｉｎｇ ｂｊ ｃｊ 

ｃｏｍｐｌｏＬｅｏｒａｓｉｎｇｌｅｕｎｉｔａｎｄｎｏｔｂｒｏｋｅｎｏｒｄｉvidedintopartsandtl1ere｢ore，iLis 

rGcognisedwhenLhospcakoriｓｉｎｔｅｒｏｓｔｅｄｉｎｓｏｍｏｐｒｉｎｃｉｐａｌｂｕｔｑualitatively 
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limitedinformation、Ｏｎｔｈｅｏｔｈｅｒｈａｎｄ，‘totality，isthequalityofbeingadded

togethｅｒｏｒｃｏｕｎｔｏｄｔｏｔｈｅｓｕｍ，ａｎｄｔｈｕｓｉｔｉｓｒｅａｌｉｓｅｄｗｈｏｎｔｈｅｓｐｅａkeriscon-

cernedwithmorodetailodandcomprehensivGinformationorknowledge、Ｉｎｏｔｈ‐

erwords，ｔｈｏｆｏｒｍｅｒｉｓｔｈｏｕｇｈｔｔｏｂｅａｕｎｉｔｂｏｃauseofitsidentity，whileｔｈｅｌａｔ－ 

ｔｏｒｉｓｔｈｏｕｇｈｔｔｏｂｅａｓｕｍａｓａｒｅｓｕｌＬｏｆｂｅｉｎｇａｄｄｏｄｏｒｃｏｕｎｔｅｄ、Basedonthis

difference，theseLwoprepositionsmakeasemanticdifferbncewhentheyfollow 

cognitiveverbs、Ｆｏｒexample，ａｓＷｏｏｄ（1970:506）explains,ｔＱＺＡｑ／`generally

impliessomethinglessdefinite（e､ｇ‘Thelasttimelsawhimhewastalkingof 

retiringattheendoftheyear').，ａｎｄq/after/tea乃/moLuand7eadsuggestshow

thespeakerobtainsinformation，ｔｈａｔｉｓ，theymeanthatthespoakerhasac‐ 

quiredtheinformationindiroctlysuchasthroughhearsayoraprintedsource， 

whilehea7q6ozLt‘ｉｓｍｏｒｅｖｉｖｉｄ１ａｎｄｓｕｇｇｅｓｔｓａｆｕllerknowledgeofthodetails 

(ｅｇ．‘Itwasnotuntilanhourlaterthatweheardaboutwhathadhappened')., 

Inshort，selectionoftheprepositionsdependsonthemodality1thespeaker'ｓａｔ‐ 

titudetowardstheinformation、

ThecontrastbecomesclearerincomparisonwherethesepreposiLionsareused 

innegaLivesentences､Partialityinq/derivingfromtheusageof`partitivegeni‐ 

tive，invo1vesrelativelystrongnegationin7zotｄ７ｅａｍｑｆ,几ｏＺｈｅａ７Ｑ／andncU

thi〃ﾉbQ/aswellas7zo“/ｉａＣＩ陶兀ｏＬｕａｎｄ几○/几oLSpeQﾉ!BＱ/,whilea6ouLsuggestseu-

phemistｉｃｍｅａｎｉｎｇｉｎＩｄｏｎ'ｔ/、Cuﾉａｂｏｕｔ．

2 

Itiswell-knownthatthorearethreekindsofgenericexpressionsinEnglish：a 

singularnounwithanindefinitearticle，asingularnounwithade｢initearticle 

andapluralnounwithnoarticlG1）Genericmeaningisexpressedwhenthe 

speakerreferstoaclasswhichcontainsaparticularmember・Ｆｏｒｅｘample，

ＡｄｏｇｉｓａｆａｉｔｈｆｕｌａｎｉｍａＬ/ThedogisafaithfulanimaL/Dogsarofaithfulani‐ 

ｍｎｌｓ． 

allthesesentencescouldbeinterpretedasgenericexpressionsteningofthepar-

ticularcanineanimaＬＩｎｏｕｅｅｔａｌ.(1985:456-457）pointoutthatgenericusage 

doesnoｔｓｐｅｃｉｆｙｇｒａｍｍａｔｉｃａｌｆｏｒｍｓａｎｄｉｔｉsnotasyntacticfeature，inother 

words，genericusoisanutterlysemanticphenomenon、Therefore，itispractical-

lyimpossibletodistinguishgenericsGntences「romnon-genericsentencesby
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theirappearances 

Weshallseeapluralnounwithnoarticleingenericusagefirst1becausethis 

expressionisdilTerentfromolhorsinthatitdoesnoLhaveanarticlG，sosLrictly 

speakingitcannotbeasubjectinthGpaper､ＳｅｅＫｏｉｎｅ（1972:６４)．Thisexpres-

sionislhemosl,ｃｏｍｍｏｎａｎｄ（requentamongthethree，becauseapluralnoun 

ingenericuseismoroorlessambiguousregardingtherangeofitsreference 

anddoesnotinvolvounnecGssaryspocification；ｉｔｓｅｅｍｓｔｏｂｅｔｈｅｍｏｓｔｎａｔｕｒａｌ 

ａｎｄｎｅutralasagenGricrepresentationforEnglishspeakers・

Inthofollowingpassages，discussｉｏｎｉｓｌｉｍｉｔｅｄｔｏｇｅｎｅｒｉｃｕｓｅｗｉｔｈａｒticlos、It

isnecossarytoconsiderthetwofeatures,definiteness（[±Ｄof]）andspecificness 

（[±Spoc])，whenconsideringthelwunctionol，articlGs・Thoreforo，weshallox-

aminethero1aLionshipbetweengenericusageandLhesefeatures 

AccordintLolnouGetal.(1985：446)，definitenessisoneparticularfeatureof 

thedcfinitearticle・Ｔｈｉｓ［eatureiscommonindemonstratives（this/Zｈａｔ，

Jhese/Dhose)，genitivenounphrasesandunmarkedpropernouns、Itsfunctionis

referencebetweentwoitems1oneofwhichisanitemｗｈｉｃｈｈａｓｂｅｅｎ（anaphora） 

orwillbeintroduced（cataphora）intholinguisticcontoxtoraniteminthGsitu‐ 

ａｔｉｏｎｏｆｕｔｔｅｒａｎｃｅａｎｄｉｎｔｈｅｃｏｍｍｏｎsituationsharedbythospeakerandthe 

hearor（exophora),whiletheotherisanitemmquestion・

Hawkins（1978）pointsoutfivemajorfunctionsofthedefinitearticle，ｏｎｅｏｆ 

ｗｈｉｃｈｉｓｃａｌｌｅｄ‘LargerSituaLionUses'・TheyrefGrtoitemsbelongingtoinfor‐

mationofknowledgewhichLhespeakorandthehearerbothshare、Ｓｏｍｅｅｘａｍ‐

plesarelhechu7ch,Ｌ/icQueen,ｔ/LePrimeMiirzZsZe7,etc､ａｎｄｔｈｅｓｚＪ几,ｔｈｅｎｚｏｏ几，

ｂｈｅｅａ７Ｗｔ，etc、ＩｔｉｓｅａｓｙｆｏｒｔｈｅｈｅａｒｅｒｔｏｕｎｄｅｒｓｔａndwhatLhesowordshaving

thedefinitearticlerefertobecauseLhGspeakerprGsuppososthatthehearer 

sharesacertaininformationorknowledgeｏｆｔｈｅｉｔｏｍｓｉｎｔｈｅｕｔｔｏｒａｎｃｅＪｎｔｈｉｓ 

usagethereisreferencebetweenanitemintheutteranceandasubjectinthe 

linguisticknowledgesharedbythespGakerandthohearer，nottheantecedentin 

contexLThisiscalledanexophoricreference、Thegenericdefinitearticleis

thoｕｇｈｔｔｏｂｅｔｈｅｎｅａｒｅｓｔｔｏＬｈｅ‘LargerSituationUses'；ｔｈｉｓｕｓａｇｅｉｓｍａｒｋｅｄ 

［+Def］bydofinition・Inaddition,sincethegenericdefiniLearticlealsorefersto

thepropertyofareferent,itｉｓ［+Def]､WeshaUseethisinmoredetaillater・

AccordingLolnoueGtal.(1985:444)，specificnessisafeaturethaLthespeaker 

Rhowswhetherheassumesthattheheareralsorealisesanactuaｌｒｅｆｅｒｅｎｔｏｆ 
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ｎｏuｎｐｈｒａｓｏｓｉｎ（luesLion・ＩｔｉｓｉｍｐｏｓｓｉｂｌｃｔｏｃｏｍｓｉｄｅｒａｎｉｔｅｍｉｎｇｅｎｅｒｉｃｕｓＧｔｏ

ｂｅ［÷Spec],becauseitistheprincipalcharacteristico｢genericusagGthaLitdoes 

noLreferLoaparLicularenLiLy・onLhooLherhand，ｉｎＬｈｅａｂｏｖｅｕｓａｇｅ，the‘Larg-

erSituationUses'，しhospcakerimpliesaparticularol)ject・Ｔｈｉｓｉｓａｃrucialdif-

foroncebotwoentho‘LargorSiLuationUses，（[＋Ｄof，÷Spoc]）andgenGricusagG 

([＋Def1-Spoc])，althoughbothusagosassumeinformationorknowlodge 

sharedbyusorso｢LholanguagG,onwhichthofeaLure，［＋Def1isbased､２） 

ThegonericindofinitearLicleisanoihorgenericoxpressionwhichisｍａｒｋｅｄａｓ 

[－Def,－Spoc］LhroughcomparisonLothofcatureofthGgGnericdG1iniLoarticle、

ＯｎｅｏｆＬｈｅｃｏｍｍｏｎｕｓａｇｏｓｏｌ、theindofinitGarticloissirnilarlvdescribedas

[－Def，－Spoc]・ＡｌthoughLheroaturodoscription「allsintothesamotype，there

shouldbeadifferencobetweengenGricuseandthofol]owingusG：ＩＵＺｇｅＬａにlZe7

かｏｍＡｎ刀ａｊｎａｄ”ｏ7,1Luo､3）ILisgenerallythoughtthatgeneriｃｕｓａｇｅａｓｓｕｍｅｓ

ａｃｌａｓｓｂｕｔｎｏｔａｒｎＧｍｂｅｒｏｆａｃｌａｓｓ，andtherefore，ｎｏｍｃｍｂｏｒｃａｎｂｏａｒｅｆｅｒ－ 

ｅｎｔ，whileanon-specificindefinitoｎｏｕｎｐｈｒａｓｅｓｕｐｐｏｓｅｓａｍｅｍｂｏｒｏ「aclass

ratherthantheclassitsol｢，andthusnoparljcularmombeTjsidentifiedasaref-

eronL・Ｉｎｔｈｅlattorcase，LhoindefiniLearLiclecanbereplacedwiLhanadjective

sonze、Adecisivediff0rencoiswhichissoonasaroferonL，ｔｈｅｃｌａｓｓｏｒｔｈｅｍｏｍ‐

ｂｅｒｏｆｔｈｅｃｌａｓｓ、ＴｈｉｓｉｓａｆｕｎｄａｍｅｎｔａｌｄｉｍｅｒＧｎｃｅｂｅｔweengenericand

non-genoricusagｏｏfLheindefinitearticle、Althoughthospeakerusosthesame

utteranceinbothusagGs，LheroexisLsthopossibloaltornaLionofviowpointinthe 

spoaker，sconsciousnossbotwoonthcLwousaｇｅｓ 

Ｏｎｅｏ｢thomajordiI｢eroncesbetweendefinitenossandspecificnessisLhatl,he 

spGakerandthehearorareequalIyrGlcvantinordertoidenti｢yanobjGctinthe 

formerfeature，whileonlythespeakｅｒｉｓｃｒｕｃｉａｌｉｎｔｈｅｌａｔｔｏｒｏｎ0.4） 

AswohavonoLicedabove，［－Spec］isthecommonfoaLureingenericusｅｏ【the

twoarLicles，ａｎ(ｌｔｈｏｆｅａＬｕｒｏｉｍｐｌｉｏｓａｃｌａｓｓｗｈｏｒｅｏｌｅｍｅｎＬｓｓｈａｒｅｔｈｅｓａｍｅ 

ｃｈａｒａｃｔｏrisl,icJnothorwoTds，ＬｈｅｒｏｍｕｓＬｂｃａｃｏｍｍｏｎｒｏｃｏｇｎｉｔｉｏｎｏverthesit-

uationo［ｕＬｔｏｒａｎｃｏｂＧｔｗｅｃｎＬｈｏｔｗｏｌａｎｇｕａｇousers・Ｆｏｒｅｘａｍｐｌｅ，inutterances

likoAdogisu/1czjth/ｕＺａｒＬｉｍｕｌｏｒＴｈｅｄｏｇｉｓＱ/icLit/WLa7zj77zqZ,ｂｏｔｈｍｅｍｂｅｒｓ 

ｍｕｓＬｃｏｍｍｏｎｌｙｒｅｃｏｇｎｉｓｏｔｈａＬｔｈｅａｉｍｏｆｔｈｅｕｔｔｅｒａｎｃｅｉｓｌbragcnoricpurpose， 

（orthGreｉｓａｌｗａｖｓａｐｏｓｓｉｂｉｌｉＬｙｏｆｍｉｓｕｎｄｅｒsLandingonroferoncebGcausethorｅ 

ｉｓｎｏｐａｌ､ticularsynLacticormorphological「GatureofLhousago,Amutualpre-

suppositionl,ｈａｔｂｏｔｈｕｓｅＴｓｏｆｔｈｅｌａｎｇｕａｇｅｓｈａｒｏｌｅａｄｓｔｏａｃｏｎｃｏｐｔｏｆａ‘class， 

。

－１０－ 



－旭川医科大学紀要一５

ａｓａｒｏ｢GronLSinceaclassasareforonLｉｓａｎａｌ〕stracLcatGgolyLhatl〕01ongstoa

differontdimensionfromaparticularrefcrent，ＬｈｉｓｉｓａｎｅｎＬｉＬｙｔｈａｔｃｘｉｓｔｓｏｎｌｖ 

ｉｎsharodlingusticknowledgo・

ＢｅｆｏｒｅｗｅｐｒｏｃｅｅｄｔｏｃｏｍｐａｒｅｔｈｏｄｉｆｆｏｒｅｎｃｏｉｎｇｏｎｏｒｉｃｕｓａｇｅｏｆＬｈｅｔｗｏａrti-

cles，ｗｏｓｈａｌｌｏｘａｍｉｎｏＬｈｅｄｉｌＴｏｒｏｎｃｅbotweongenericusageandunivorsaｌｑｕａｎ－ 

ｔｉｆｉｅｒｓｓｕｃｈａｓａＺＺ，α、'，ｅａｃｈａｎｄｅＵｅｍ'.５）

The１℃ｉｓａｃｏｍｍｏｎａｓｐｅｃｔｌ〕ｅｔｗｅｅｎＬｈｅｔｗｏｋｉｎｄｓｏｆｄｅｔｏｒｍｉｎers，１〕utaclose

examinationrovealsLhodi(Teronce・Ｆｏｒexample・ａｎｕｔｔｅｒａｎｃｏｌｉｋｅＡ/Ｔｈｅｏｌｏｇｉｓ

ａｍαﾉﾌﾞznzaZisinLorproLodasthcsamoasLhatArDﾉ/｣Zlzch/Eiﾉeノッ/AZZdog(Sノis/ａｒｅ

(ロノｍａｍｍａＺ(Sﾉ．ＢｕＬｉｔｉｓｉｍｐｏｓｓｉｂｌｅｔｏｔｈｉｎｋｔｈａＬＡ/Ⅳｚｅｄｏｇ６ｑ７－ＡｓａｎｄＡＺＺ

ｄｏｇｓｂα『んsharecompletelyidenticalmeaningbecausetheroisapossibilitythaｔ

ａｄｏｇｗｈｉｃｈｄｏｅｓｎｏｔｂａｒｋｆｏｒｓｏｍｅphysicaldeficiencyGxistsJfso，Lhesontonce 

withauniversalquantifiercanl1otbologicaUvljrue，whilGthGsentencohavinga 

gGnericexpressionissLilltrueinthatcase・WhaListhedifforencG？

ＩｗｏｕｌｄｌｉｋｏｔｏｓｕｇｇｅｓｔｔｈａｔｉＬｉｓｔｈｏｈｉｇｈｄｏｇｒｅｅｏｆｉｍｐｏｒｔａｎｃｅｔｈａｔｔｈｅspoaker 

Lhinkstoberolovantingenericusage・Ingenoricexpressions，thospeakormen-

tionscGrtaininlbrmationorknowlodgewhichisconsiderodtobeofrelatively 

highpriorityLospeci[yanobjoct，ｔｈａｔｉｓ１ａｃｏｒｅｉｎＬｈｅｓＧｍａｎＬｉｃ「ield・Ｉｎｔｈｅ

ａｂｏｖＧｅｘａｍｐｌｏ，ｔｈｅｓｐｏａｋｅｒｉｎｓｉｓｔｓＬｈａｔｔｈｅａｃｔｏｆｂａｒｋｉｎｇｉｓｏｎｅｏｌＬｈｏｍｏｓｔｓｉｇ‐ 

nificantfeaturosconcerningthespeciesofdog・Ｔｈｅｐｒｏｂａｂｉｌｉｔｖｔｈａｔａｄｏｇｉｎｃａ－

ｐａｂｌｏｏ１ｂａｒｋｉｎｇｅｘｉｓｔｓｄｏｅｓｎｏｔａｆfoctlhespoaker'ｓｖiewondogs，nature、ｉｎｏｕｅ

ｅＬａｌ.(1985:459）ｃｏｍｐａｒｅＤｏｇｓｇｉｕｅ７７ｚＺＺｈＬｏＬｈｅｉ７)'ou7zgandAZZdogsgiUe77ziZﾉ1Ｂ 

Ｕｏｔｈｅｌｉｒ)ﾉＯＬ↓刀９，ａｎｄしheformorisLruoasgenericuse，whil()thelaLtorisnottrue

becauseonlyfＧｍａｌｅｄｏｇｓｃａｎｇｉｖｅｍｉｌｋ・IbolicvethGaboveexplanationisappli-

cablotothedi｢feroncobasodonthosituationofulLeTanco、ThespoakeruLtors

DogsgiUe77zi【ﾉｂｔｏｔｈＧｊ７ツｏｕ７ｚｇｗｈｅｎｈｅｔｈｉｎｋｓｔｈａｔｔｈｏｎａｔｕｒｅｂｅｉｎｇａｍａｍｍａｌ

ｉｓａｎｉｍｐｏｒｔａｎｔａｎｄｉｎdispensablepropertyofLheanimaL 

Genoricutteranceis，therolbre，ageneralstatementregardingLhonaturoofan 

objGct,andisthoL1gh“ｏｂｏＬｒｕｅwhonconsidered[romgeneralknowledgesuch 

asDogsbα7ﾉｾａｎｄＤｏｇｓｇｉひenziZﾉｾ・Ｉｆｏｎｅｓａｙｓ皿aniIsmZZibZe，ｈＧｗｏｕｌｄｉｍｐｌｙ

ｔｈａｔ［orgivenessisimportanLinthesituａｔｉｏｎｏ［thisutterancG，orraLhermore 

dirGctlyPZeasG/b7TgiuGparZic【ＬＺａ７･ｐｅ７･so7zs（oltonincludingthespeaker).6）Thus

unlikoaunivorsalquantifier，ｇｅｎｅｒｉｃｃｘｐｒｅｓｓｉｏｎｓｄｏｎｏｔＧｘｃｌｕｄｃthopossibiliLy 

ofcounter-examples・Inotherwords，univGrsalquanti｢iｅｒｓａｒｅｕｓｅｄｆｒｏｍａ
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quantitativeviewpoint，whilegenericusageisavailablefromaqualitativeview-

point・Ｔｈｉｓcontrastremmdsusofthealternatiｏｎｏｆａｖｉｅｗｐｏｉｎｔａｂｏｕｔｔｈｅｕｓａｇｅ

ｏｆｑ／mentionedearlierinthispaper；Lhroughaprocessinwhichthopreposition 

isconnectedwithcognitiveverbs，thereoccursachangeinthespeakor'ｓｐｏｉｎｔｏf 

viewfromaquantitativetoaqualitativeone・Henceanutterancewithuniversal

quantifiersandthatwithgenericexpressionssharethesameinterpretationonly 

whenthespekerisinterestedinbothaquantitativefeatureandaqualitativeone 

aboutanobject． 

A1thoughQuirketal.(1972:147）explainthatthedistinctionofdefinitenessis 

neutralisedsinceiLisnolongerrGlevantforthogenericconcept，ａＬｔｈｅｓａｍｅ 

ｔｉｍｅｈｅｎｏｔｅｓｔｈａｔｔｈｏｒｏｍaybeadifferenceinpresuppositiondenotedbythear-

ticlesingenericuse､AccordingtoQuirketaL(1972:148)，theindefiniteformim‐ 

plies`ifitexists，，whilethedefiniteformimplies‘extant'．Inaddition，Quirket 

al.(1985:281）statethatwhereasj几ekeepsitsgenericfunctioninnonsubjectpo-

sitionsinthesentences，α/、z，ａｎｄｔｏａｌｅｓｓｅｒｅｘｔｅｎｔｚｅｒｏ，tendLolosetheir

genericfunctioninthesepositions、Weshallreturntothesedifferenceslater、

Ｔｈｅdifferencebetweenthetwoarticlesingenericusageisbasicallythesame 

asthatinnon-genericusage：thedistinctionconcerningdefiniteness、Therefore，

weexaminewhatdilTerenceoccurswhenthespeakerchangeshispointofviewto 

expressagenericimplication，ｔｈａｔｉｓ，whentherooccursthealternationofthe 

speaker，sfocusfromaparticularreferenttｏａｃｌａｓｓａｓａｒｅｆｅｒｅｎＬ 

ＳｉｎｃｅｔｈｅｆｕｎｄamGntalsignificanceoftheanzﾉｰformisindefiniteness，ｉｔｉｍ‐ 

pliesIhoexistenceofpluralentities，anditworksasarepresentativemembｅｒｏｆ 

ａｃlassingenericuse‘ＷｈｅｎｏｎｅｓａｙｓＡｄｏｇＺｓｑｍｉｔノリiLZa7zZmaZ，ｏ几ｅａｎｄａｍノ

dogispickedoutfromasetofdogsanddealtwithasasample．（Ｂｕｔｔｈｉｓｄｏｅｓ 

ｎｏｔｍｅａｎｔｈａｔｉｔｉｓａｍｏｄｅｌｎｏｒａｔｙｐｅ，orratheraprototype，whichisafunction 

oftAe),Thisclearlyshowsinrestrictiveuseofattributive,Abstractnounssuch 

asadmj7.αtio几，a7tge7，ｃｈＱ了acte7，edLJca6io7z,/tmDh,／ｍｅ，i77zagi7zatio7z，i7zte｢est’

ん"CuﾉZedge,thenamesofmonth,肱，ＪｏＵｅ,siZe几Ce,uaZue,etcrequiretheindefi‐

nitearticlewhenthesenounsreceivemodificationwithadjectives,forexample,ａ 

ｇ７ｅａｔａｄｍｉ７ａｔｉｏ７ｚＪ/bハａＬｕＺｄｅノb7zoLuZedge，ａｄｅｅｐｓｉＺｅ７ｚｃｅａｎｄｓｏｏｎ・See

Kanaguchi(1972)．Additionofadjectivessuggestsclassificationandsubdivision 

ofanobjectbymeansofattribute,ｅ､9.ifonerefersto`agreatadmirationfor'， 
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theoreticallyisitpossibletoimagineotherkindsoI`admiration'fortheobject， 

ａｎｄthoutteranccimplicitlyexpresseｓｔｈａｔＬｈｅｓｐｅａｋｅｒｔａｌｋｓａｂｏｕＬｏｎｅｏ（ａｎｕｍ－ 

ｂｅｒｏ｢possibiliLies､ArepresenLativousageofcL(〃ノalsoimpliestheexsiLenceof

othermembersthatareinparadigmaticrelationship，Lheotherelementsina 

particularseL 

Inaddition，ｔｈｅｒｅｉｓｔｈｏｐｈｅｎｏｍｅｎｏｎｔｈａｔＬｈｅｉｎｄefinitearticleisneededwhon 

Lheuniqueoxistonco，０．９.Ｌｈｅｍｏｏ"’2ｈｅｓﾉby，meansonoparticularmode:α几eLu

nzoo7z,ａ６Ｚｕｅｓﾉby、Thespoakerreferstoasingleparticularmodeoutofpoten-

tiallypluralmodeso「Ｌｈｅｕｎｉｑｕｅｅｘｉｓｔｅｎｃｅ・

Ａｓｗｅｈａｖｅｓｅｅｎ，genericusagehasthepresuppositｉｏｎｏｆａｃｌａｓｓａｓａｒｅｆｅｒｅｎｔ 

ａｎｄｌｈｅｉｄeaofarGpresentativememberbasedｏｎａｃｌａｓｓｄｏｒｉvesfromthetotal 

investigationoverasetofobjectsthospeakerisrefGrringLo・Inthispoint,gener‐

icusageinprinciplesharesthisfeaLurewithspecificationofnounshavingadjec-

tives・However，ｔｈｅｄｉ｢ferenceisthaLthe「ormerislessunambiguousbecausoit

reliesonthosiLuationofutterranco． 

Ａnotherfunctionoftheindefinitearticleistoembadyabstractnouns，ｆｏｒｅｘ‐ 

ample，ＷｉＺＺｙｏｚＬｄｏｍｅｕノej7zd几ＧＳＳ？ｏｒＳ/ＬｅｉｓＱｂｅａｎｂﾉ．Genericusereflectsthis

function；ｉｔconvoysconcretenosstothehoarer・ＷｈｏｎｔｈｅｓｐｅａｋｅｒｓａｙｓＡｄｏｇｊｓα

/UitMLJQ7zjmqZ，thehearorwould，imagininganydog，ａｓｓｕｍｏａｓｅｔｏｆｄｏｇｓ 

ｗｈｉｃｈｓｈａｒｅｅｓｓｅntialqualitiesofdogginess・Thisconcretenessisbasedonare‐

ａｌｅｎｔｉｔｙ，ａｎｄｓｏｉｓａｎｉｄｅａ，‘ａclass'、Ｔｈerefore，thespeakorpresupposesthat

anyonowhosharesaminumumofinformationorknowledgeofarealobjGct 

wouldundorstandareprosentativelGaturoofaclass、Ｉｎｓｈｏｒｔ，thegenericindefi‐

nitearticleworkstogeneralisGbvmeansofaninductivomethodSimilarly，to-

tality，ｉ､e・thetotalviewthroughgenerBLlisation1comesfromthetotalinvestiga‐

ｔｉｏｎｏｆｅａｃｈｅｌｅｍｅｎｔｗｉｔｈｉｎａｓＧＬｉｎａninductivethought，anditalsosuggeststhe 

existenceofpluralGntities・Ｉｂｅｌｉｅｖｅｔｈａｔｉｔｉｓｐｏｓｓｉｂｌｅｔｏｓａｙｔhattheessential

functionofthegenericindefinitearticleisbasedontotalcognitionoftheinfor‐ 

mationconstitution・ＴｈｉｓｗｉｌｌｂｅｃｏｍｅａｐｐａｒｅｎｔｗｈＧｎｉＬｉｓcomparedtoanother

articlelator、

AccordingtoPerlmutter(1970:240)，thoreisaninterestingindicationLhatin‐ 

definitesingularNP'scannotoccurinQfphrasesasin： 
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＊Ｉ且F1ｉｄｏｌａｂｏａｖｅｒＬｈａｔｉｔｂｕｉｌｄｓｄａｍｓ．

ThisisnotthGcasewithdGfiniLosingularNP，s： 

ｌＲＨｉｄｏｆＬｈＧｂｏａｖｅｒｌｈａｔｉｔｂＬＩｉｌｄｓｄaｍｓ 

lproposedthatQ/r-phraseswithcognitiveverbsimplywholoness，nottotality， 

intheformcrpaper・IthinkthaLthisismoreovidonceoItherelationshipbe-

twoencogniLivGoxprossionshavingq/-phrasesrelatodtowholencssandLhose 

havinga6ouL-phrasGsrelativGLotoLality・

NowweproceodLoLhogGnoricdofinitearticlo・Ｔｈ〔）fundamentalsignificance

oftheLhe-formisdG｢initeness，andaccordingtoHawkins(1978：166）ｉｔｓｈould 

becalledinclusivenoss・Thisproportyisthemostclearlyshｏｗｎｔｈｒｏｕｇｈｃｏｍ‐

parisonwiLhtheindofiniLoarticle・DefiniLonossdorivesfromthefunctionofref-

erencesuchasanaphora，caLaphoraandexophora，whichtheindofinitearticle 

doesnoLshare・ＡｓｌｎｏｕｅｏｔａＬ(1985:448）pointout，ｔｈodefinitearLicleworksto

expressref0rencorGlationbetwoenanoｕｎｐｈｒａｓｏａｎｄａｎｉｔｅｍｗｈｉｃｈｈａｓｂｅｅｎｏr 

willbeintroduced．［nanaphora，theantececenLexistsinLheearliercontext， 

ｗｈｉｌｅｉｎｅｘｏｐｈｏｒａｉｔｄｏｅｓｎｏｔｏｘｉｓｔｉｎａｎｙｌｉｎｇｕｉｓｔｉｃｏｒｖｅｒｂａｌｃｏｎｔｏｘｔｂutinthe 

situationwhereLheutteranceLakesplace・Ｆｏｒexample，LhespeakGrscanutter

Looﾉｾα“ﾉZepicJu7セノｏｖｅｎｉ「hohasnotmontionodthGpicturebefore、IIowover，

ｂｏＬｈｔｈｅｓｐｏａｋｅｒａｎｄｔｈＧｈｅａｒｏｒｉｎｔｈｅｓｐｅｅｃｈｍｕｓｔｓｈａｒｅｉｎｆｏｒｍａｔｉｏｎｔoidGntify 

thepicture、ThegenericdofinitoarLicloislocatedinthoextonsionofthisusage、

Ｔｈｅｒｏａｒｅｌｗｏｍａｊorusagesinexophora:thouniquoari,icleandLhetypicalar-

ticle・TheysharethefeaturewiththogenericdefinitearticleinthepointthaLthe

spoakerimpliesanontityｂｙｒｅｆｅｒｒｉｎｇＬｏａｐａｒ[icularaLtribuLG、Ingenericuse

thospeakerrecognisｅｓｔｈａｔａｃｌａｓｓａｓａｒｅｆ０ｒｏｎｔｉｓｕｎｉｑuobecausetheclasｓｃｏｎ－ 

ｓｉｓｔｓｏ『ｔｈｅｗｈｏ１ｏｅｌｏｍｅｎＬｓｓｈａｒｉｎｇａｐａｒｔicularfoature・Foroxample，whenthe

spoakersaysThedogisα〃iWtLZq7zZ77zaZ,hoassumGsaclassoftheanimalde‐

scribedby‘theｄｏｇ，Ｌｈａｔｃｏｎｔａｉｎｓａｌｌ【eaturcsnocessaryLocaUanentityaｄｏｇ，

thaLis，anecessaryandsufficienLcondilionofthequaliLｖｏｆｂｅｉｎｇａｄｏｇＷｉｔｈ 

ｔｈｏｕｎｉｑｕｏａｒｔｉｃ１０，thespoakcrimplicsuniquencsssupportedbyLhcsituation 

whoreLheoｎｔｉｔｙｏｘｉｓｔｓａｓａｌｍｉｑｕｏＧｘｉｓＬｃｎｃｅ、ＷｈｅｎｗｅｓａｙＬﾉｈｅノ河ｏｏ７ｚｏｒＬ/zｅ
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ｅａｒＵｈ，ｔｈｅｓｏｗｏｒｄｓｄｅｎｏｔｏＬｈｅｓｏｌｏｍｏｏｎｏｒｔｈＧｓｏｌｏｏａｒｔｈｉｎｔｈｅｓｉｔｕａｔｉｏｎｏ［ｕし‐

torance，ｗｈｉｃｈｉｓｔｈｏｍｏｓＭａｍｉｌｉａｒｗｉｔｈｔｈｅｕｓersofthGlanguage・Ｔｈｉｓｉｓｐｏｓｓｉ－

ｂｌｏｏｎｌｖｉｎｔｈＧｓｉｔｕａtionwheretheroisthespeaker，sandthehearor,sshared 

knowledge，ａｎｄｔｈｉｓｉｓＬｈｏｃａｓｅｗｉＬｈｔｈｏｇｅｎｅｒｉcdofinitoarLiclo・ＴｈｅＬｙｐｉｃａｌａｒｔｉ－

ｃｌｅｉｓｍｏｒｅｓｉｍｉｌａｒｔｏｔｈｅｇｅｎｅｒｉｃａｒｎｃｌＧｉｎｔｈａＬｔｈｃｒｅｉｓanimplicitrGferenceLo 

thoattributeo［ａｎobject、IntheutterancoCtzesa7uﾉａｓＬｈｅＲｏｍＱ几９０"e7aZ，tho

speakerpresupposestheproperｔｙＬｏｂｅａｇｅｎＧｒａｌａｎｄｈｏｄｏｃｉｄｏｓｔｈａｔｉｔｉｓＣａｅｓａｒ 

ｗｈｏｉｓｗｏｒｔｈｃｏｎｓｉderinglhemostropresentativogeneral，Ｌｈａｔｉｓ，ｔｈｅｇｅｎｅｒａｌｏf 

generals・ThospeakerexpectsthaLtheheareralsosharoshisopinion・ThG

gonoricdefinitoarticlesuggestsnotonlyattribul,osusedloidenLifyanobjectbut 

aｃｌａｓｓａｓａｒｏｌ､erentthroughtheseatLributes、llowever，ｔｈｅｒｏｉｓａｄｉ[Ieroncewith

regardtospecificnessThegenericarticletreatsattributeso【theentitywithout

referringtoaspecilicoxistence；thorelbre，ｔｈｉｓｕｓａｇｅｉｓｍｏｒＧａｂｓｌｒａｃｔｔｈａｎＬｈｅ 

typicalarticlG・

Oneoftheindispensable【unctionsofthedefinitGarticleisabstraction，which

isincomplotecontrasttothatofLhoindefinitoarticle・Foroxample,ｉｎｍｅｕﾉo〃

α几ｄｐｉｇ８２”LggZedZogeLheri〃ノzis／izce．（n．Ｌ・Stevenson)，thesubjectsare

metaphorsforqualitiessL1chasfiercenessandgluttony、Thegenoricdefinitear-

l,icloshowsthisfunctionmosLstriｋｉｎｇｌｙ、AclasswithLhG-lormpresupposeｓａｂ‐

stractioninlcrmsofattributeofanentity・Thoprocessofabstractioniscaused

bymeansofdeductivomethodSimilarly，wholeness，ｉ、ｅ、ｔｈｅwholeview

throughgeneralisation，comesfromthGwholoinvGstigaLioｎｏｆａｓｅｔｉｎａｄｅｄｕｃ－ 

ｔｉｖｏｔｈｏｕｇｈｔ，ａｎｄｉｔｄｏｅｓｎｏｔｓｕｇｇｅｓｔｔｈｅｅｘｉｓｔｅｎｃｅｏＩｐｌｕｒａｌｅｎｔｉＬｉｏｓｕｎｌｉｋＧ 

ｑ(､ﾉｰform、IbelievethatitispossibletosayLhattheessontialfunctionofthe

genemcdefinitearticleisbａｓｅｄｏｎｔｈｅｗｈｏｌｏｃｏｇｎｉｔｉｏｎａｂｏｕｔｉｎformaLioncons肱

LuLion、Ｔｈｉｓｉｓｏｂｖｉｏｕｓｗｈｅｎｉｔｉｓｃｏｍｐａｒｅｄｔｏａｎｏｔｈｏｒａｒｔｉｃｌｅｗｈｉｃｈｗｅｈａｖｅ

ｓｅｅｎ･ 

QuirkeLal.(1972：153）pointoul,LhaLprepositionalpostrnodificationbyan 

q/‐phraseusuallyrequiresthedefiniLoarticlewiLhaheadnounwhichhaslimL 

0dgenericrcference:Ｌ/ｚｅｕﾉj7ze(Sノｑ/ＦｒＱ几Ｃｅ,Ｚ/ze77LusZcq／Germcmj'ａｎｄし/2ＧJαんes

q／Ｃｍｚｑｄａ０ｔｃ、Ｔｈｅｓｏｈｏａｄｎｏｕｎｓａｒｏｕｓｅｄｗｉｔｈｚｏｒｏａrticleunless【ollowedby

q/-phrases・Therestrictivepropertyofanq/Lphraseagreeswiththato［ｔｈｅｄｅ‐

finetearticleinthepointLhatthｅｙｉｍｐｌｙｔｈｏｓｐＧａｋｅｒ'sreferencｅｔｏＬｈｅａｔｔｒｉｂｕｔｅ 

ｏｆａｈｅａｄｎｏｕｎ・LimitedgenericreferenceisalsorepresenLcdthroughadeduc‐
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tivGIhoughtthatthespeakerrocogniｓｅｓａｃｌａｓｓｏ【ａｎｅｎＬｉｔｙａｓａｕｎｉｔｗｉｔｈｓｏｍｅ

ｍｏｄｉｆｉcation，ｔｈａｔｉｓ，hehasaviewpointofwholeness、Unit，here，meansacon-

coptsharinginherentfeaLures；しhore｢ore，nationalitywordsandl,henamesofbi-

ologicalspeciesrequirethedefinitearticleingenericuse、

Ｉｔｉｓｓａｉｄｔｈａｔｂｅｔｗｅｅｎｔｈｅｔｗｏａｒｔｉｃles，thereisadifferenceinthedGgreeof 

sharingofcertaininformationorknowlodgeonareferent，andtherfore，ｉｆｔｈｅ 

ｈｅａｒｅｒｉｓａｐｅｒｓｏｎｗｈｏｄｏｅｓｎｏＬhaveenougｈｉｎ『ormationorknowledge，suchas

aninfant，LheaOﾘｰformismoreprolerablethanthethe-form-SeeKoine 

(1972：２３)．Inotherwords，theuseofthegenoricdefinitearticleincludesthe 

speaker'spresuppositionthatthehearersharessomepreliminarvinformation 

orknowledgeinordertounderstandattributeofanobjecLThus,itissuitablG 

inscientificorphilosophicalstatomentslikeTｿjｅｄｏｇｉｓａｃａｍｉｕｏ７ｏｕｓｍＱｍｍａＺ 

ｏｒＺｿｚｅｏＺｄａ７ｅＬｕｉｓｅ７ｔｈａ７Ｌ〃LeyoZL/１９，ｂｕｔｉｔｍａｙｓｏｕｎｄｔｏｏｆｏｒｍａｌｏｒｌｉｔoraryin

ordinaryspeech、Forthisreasonthereisthediflereｎｃｅｏffrequoncyamongthe

threegenericexpressions、

Wood(1970:512）explainsthatthedifferencebetweｅｎＷ７ｚｈｑ/andthi几ｂａ６ｏ“

bygivingLhefollowingcomparison:ＨどLhmjlasZoomzLcﾉZcWjZmsev(＝hehastoo

highanopinionofhimsel[),whileZIbtﾉｶi几hstoonzuchaboutﾉiimse〃(＝hewor-

riesoverhishealth，ｏｒｈｉｓａｃｈｅｓａｎｄｐａｉｎｓ，ｔｏｏmuch)．Ｉｔｃａｎｂｅｓｅｅｎｔｈａｔｔｈｅ 

ｆｏｒｍｅｒ，Ｗｉｔ几ｈｓｔｏｏｍｚｚｃｈｑ/himse"'，concernsmoregeneral,moreorless，ab-

stractmatters，ｆｏｒｅｘａｍｌｏ，thoseconcerninghiswholepersonality；incontrast， 

thelatter，Ｗ７ｚｈｓＣｏｏｍｕｃｈａｂｏｕＬノZimsev，，concernsmoreconcretematters，

ｗｈｉｃｈｍａｋｅｕｐｔｈｅｔｏｔａｌｉｍａｇｅｏｆｈｉspersonaliLy、Thedistinctioninabstract‐

nessandconcretenessbetweenq／anda6outissimilartothatbetweenUhe-form 

andamﾉｰformingenericusage・Inotherwords山hereisaparallelregardingthe

poiｎｔｗｈｏｒｅｔｈｅｓｐｅａｋｅｒｐｕｔｓｈｉｓｆｏｃｕｓｏ［uLteranceinthecognitionofinforma-

tionconstitution，inwholenessorLotality、

Aslexplainedinthelormerpaper，thedistinctionbetweenQ／anda6ozLk， 

wholenessandtotality，hassomeparallelswithcollectivenouns・Genericusage

isentirelyasemanticphenomenon，andcollecljivonounsdonotrepresentmor-

phologicalchangesaccorｄｉｎｇｔｏｔｈｅｉｒｎｕｍｂｅｒｅｉＵｈer：ｂ/jeaudience，LuhichLuasa 

Zcmgeo"e，Ｌｕａｓｊ几ｉｔｓｐＪＱｃｅ６ｙ７ｐｍ，ｗｈｉｌｅｂﾉieaLLdience，ＬｕﾉioLue7eaZZzuaui几ｇ

ｔｈｅｉ７ａ７ｍｓＱｂｏＵｅＺｈｅＺｒノieads，Lue7ecleaZyewQyi7zgDﾉzemse血Cs、SeeChalker

(1994:６９)．ＴｈｅdilTerencedGpendsonthespeaker，sviewpointconcerningwhether 

1０ 
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thegroupisconsideredasasingleunit（＝wholoness）oracollectiono「individ‐

uals（＝totality）IproposethatiLisLhespeaker'scognitionthatbringsase-

manticdifforencoingenericusageaswGllasincollectivenouns・

WehavementionedthatQuirketaL(1985:281）explainthedilTerenceamong 

threegenericexpressionsregardingthoirsyntacticpositions；Ishallnowexplain 

thodifforenco・Tothehearer,thesubjecto｢anutterancetendstobegiveninfor-

mation,whilethoobjocttendstobenowinlbrmaLion，andaclassasareferent 

presupposesthoexisLenceofthoinformatioｎｓｈａｒｅｄｂｅｔｗｅｏｎｔｈｅＬｗｏｕｓｅｒｓｏｆｔhe 

language、ThegonericdefmitearticlesupposeｓａｃｌａｓｓａｓａｒｅｆerenLdoductively，

ｓｏｔｈａｔｉｔｃａｎｋｅｅｐｉｔｓｇｏｎｅｒｉｃｆｕｎｃｔｉｏｎｎｏｍａｔｔｅｒｗｈｏｒｅｉｔｉｓｐｕｔｉｎａｓｅntence、

Ｏｎｔｈｅｏｔｈｅｒｈａｎｄ，sincethegenericindofinetearUｃｌｏａｓｓｕｍｅｓａｃｌａｓｓａｓａｒｏｆｅｒ‐ 

enLinductively,ｉｔis,theroforo,likolytolosoiLsgenoricfunctioninanonsubject 

position，whorothespeakeroftenintroducesnewinformaLion・ＱｕｉｒｋｏｔａＬ

（1972:148）alsopointoutadifferenceinprGsuppositiondenotodbythoarticles： 

theindefinitearticlGimplies‘ifitoxisLs'，whilethedefinitearticloimplies‘ex-

tant'、Ｔｈｉｓａｌｓｏｓｅｅｍｓｔｏｂｅｔｈｅｄｉｆｆｅｒｅｎｃｅbetweeninductionanddoduction

lnoueotaL（1985：465-466）givoexamples:＊ＴＩ/zegoodpo7､ｈｃﾉtOpisLe7zde7/A 

goodpo7hc/ｚＯｐｊｓ雌几de7/ＧｏｏｄＰｏ｝へAchQpsa7efe7zdeハ＊jbhnbeZieひＧｓｉ〃ｆｈｅ

ＵＦＯ/cﾉbhn6eJieuesi几αＵＦＯ/cﾉb/z几beljeuesi几ＵＦＯｓＷｈａｔｋｉｎｄｏｆｐｏｒｋｃｈｏｐｉｓ

ｇｏｏｄｄGpendsonsubjectivejudgement,soitisdifficulttodefinoagoodpork-

chopdeductively・Becausewehavenotobjectivelyconfirmedtheexistenceol

UFOsyet，ｏｎｅｃａｎｎｏｔｓａｙｔｈａｔｔｈｅｒｅｅｘｉｓｔｓｉｎformationsharingbotweenthe 

speakerandLhGhoarerrGgardingIhepropertyofthoobject,soitisalsodifficult 

lodefineaUFOdoductively・UnlessanobjGctisexLant,gGnerallyspeaking,ａｌｌ

usorsofthelanguagedonotnecessarilyshareenoughinformationtodefinoit 

deductivelyandiLisdifficulttosupposeaclassasareferent、Ｏｎｔｈｅｏｔｈｅｒｈａｎｄ，

aninductivethoughtmakesitpossibletoroaliseaclassasareferentaboutan 

entitywhichthespeakerassｕｍｅｓ，becausethogenericindelinitearticlodoosnot 

re(ertoitsattributQ 

Inconclusion，ｉｔｉｓｔｈｏｕｇｈＬＬｈａｔｔｈｏｓｐｅａｋｅｒ'ｓａｎｄＬｈｅｈｅａｒＧｒ'ssharcdprosup-

positionisnecessaryingenericusago，andthaLthedistinctionoftotalityand 

wholenossdorivesfromacognitivGmodetothepresuppositionbytheuserofthe 

language・QualitativocogniLionofinformationconstiLutioninthesituationo｢ut-

terancGisreflectedinthechoiceofthoarticloused． 
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OnQualitaljveCogniliono｢InlbrmationConstitution 
andGenoricUsageorLheArticlesinEnglisｈ 

ＮｏｔｅＲ 

1２ 

１）TherearomanvsLudiesdealingwiLhgenoricL1sagGofarLicles・Among

Lhom，Ihavobeno【iLcd(romllawkins（1978）ａｎｄｌｎｏｕｅｅｔｎＬ（1985:456-470）ｔｈｅ

most，whichexplain「unctionsoflDnglishgonoricusoindetail，ａｎｄＰｏｒｌｍｕｌｌｅｒ

(1970）poini,souLtheinterestingandcontrastivephenomenaabouLthreogenoric 

express10ns， 

２）AlthoughlnouecLaL（1985:439）explainthatitismoroplausibloLoconsider 

genericusagGsemanticinterproLationgivenbycontextratherLhanbvaseman-

tic「eatureofarLicles，IthinkLhatgenoricusagoisfounｄｏｄｏｎｔｈｏｂａｓｉｓｏｆｓｅ－

ｍａｎｔｉｃｆｅａｔｕrossuchasdofinitonessandspeci｢icｎＧｓｓａｎｄｔｈａＬｉＬｉｓｕｓｅｆｕｌｔｏｒｅｆｅｒ 

ｔothefoaturesofgenoricusage、Inaddition，Ｉｎｏｕｅｅｔａｌ．（1985：444）maintain

thatallnounphrasoswith［＋Ｄｅ｢］aronecessarilyconsiderodtobe［÷Spec]， 

however，gonericusagewiththodefinitearLicleshouldbethoughLtobe［＋Def， 

-Spec]． 

３）Thisoxampleistaken｢romlnoueoLal.（1985:444） 

４）Ｔｈｅｒａｎｇｅｏ「thespoaker'sinformationiscrucialinLhedifferoncebetwoon

.ａcertain，ａｎｄ・some'、Ｆｏｒexample，HCnzeeLsace7LajnLuomqJzimplｉｅｓｔｈａｔｔｈｅ

ｓｐｅａｋｅｒｋｎｏｗｓｗｈｏｓｈｅｉｓ，ｂｕｔＨｅｍｃｅＬｓｓｏｍｃｕﾉ○ｍα几suggeststhaLthespeaker

doesnoLhaveenoughinformaljontoidontifythewomanJnouoetal.（1985:444） 

consider`acortain，［＋Spec］while`some，［－Specl 

５）ＳｅｏＩｎｏｕＧｅｔａＬ（1985：459-460)．I9xamplos「orcomparisonarGtakenfrom

thisarticle、

６）IbelievothatLhisisanintorostingpointintormsofSpoechAcLTheory． 
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