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Lee, Hwan-Mook(1995). A Glimpse into Medieval Speculative
Grammar. Linguistics vol. 3. Medieval speculative grammar is a
grammatical theory representend chiefly by Peter Helias(c. 1150),
Siger de Courtrai(c. 1300), Thomas of Erfurt(c. 1350). While Latin
grammarians described grammatical phenomena of Latin in terms of
Greco-Latin lexical categories such as noun, verb, etc. medieval
speculative grammarians attempted to formulate a general theory of
grammar using these traditional categories. They believed that
grammar had its basis outside language itself and claimed that there
can be one universal grammar dependent on the structure of reality
and that the rules of grammar were quite independent of the language
in which they were expressed. In constructing their own grammatical
theory, they follwed the grammatical system of Donatus and Priesian
but restated the parts of speech in semantic terms, using a
terminology which they derived from the philosophical and logical
theories of their contempories. Thus they defined parts of speech
neither by their meaing nor by function but by modes of signifying.
They thought the same thing can be signified either as an entity or as
an action, which answers why there can be both a noun and a verb
meaning 'run’.

Medieval speculative grammarians did not add a great deal to
grammatical theory although their work reflects a remarkable degree
of sophistication and as such is a worthy representative of the golden
age of medieval scholasticism. A grammatical theory must be
considered not only in terms of its own intrinsic value but also as an
expression of the intellectual climate which produced it. In this sense
medieval speculative grammarians are admirable representative of

certain aspects of medieval achievement.
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oke] Al A ZF A (the Middle Age)= RE ZopA| 2(27
/\i BC. - 305 AD)e| ¥ 2%H Ed2E77 o 10009

4L 2% FA9 AYAEES 2F AL FRE
A% wAFJR, P FAULY g FY syt EH
2 BA BEE e o 8% A0 HHE ¢ 2= d ¥
FHoA BE AYAE] o] HUuY EFPE UE ¥EL
3171 1% =AE| UM FAld IAZLET gYEe 47L& A+
371 18 53 HA A7 g FEolT.

FAL EHE 2% ggEYA ANEYger dEg &+ Aok
RETHE AR EY L obFH wiTdoly £ L JEA ¥ 1A
€ 2d 2 #@5 SAZFEH 124779 £¥E T3 Y A
HEYS Aristotles} &2Fetd 8] ¥ Yol TP A3
A AFE AETH 124715 BARE/NAAY EHE 718

AP B 2 Priscian®} Donatus’} 3 FEWH L EQ 2 3o &€
olg] EXNAALL 71&dE dA 23 FHEY 2R ZAE
BogaisE M @3 o] 22 Bursill-Hall(1971)d A %}
o] Thomas of Erfurt (1350, Grammatica Speculativa) & F4 o2
FZAAEEYY] &L AY BE do 2 EFo] gl

1. 489

Priscian®} Donatusy= ZtHE¥ 9 A Ay @ oz}, 1
o} FAe FRE 9F38E ZF¥YE L FAdE AdM WA
o] 8% AAE AA3T U FAAFEEC FEHEHY AU
Donatus (c.350)¢] Ars grammatica®t Priscian(c.500) ¢
Institutiones grammaticae® ¥3to] Ha2 o2 HEL glelole B
AFZE AANA Je€ds Jleddoldd. P g F
FHFHE WAR2RT F4L BAE 7o F Yoy, AFY
A ol UL 7l&dte do F2 B4l UMY o|HH &
o] AYUEYPE IR o= A, o E3FQ Hojy why
Tl T e g JAIF LR AW Ry ¥ P, F
FEYAE B3] FELYUAR ERHEAAE Fol B YE
. ek 1000 A9 Aelfric(Abbot of Eynsham)el g Zol M=
Aoz ol gt F9E& Avs FoAM, 283 12008 73
9] Alexander of Villdieu7} &€l A & § 5 2 Doctrinale7t M)
9 7}3‘ A717F AN gFERHolEE FAAH b FHE B
g 4=

Aelfrice] SEY L oA ¥FSoA 71231 5
o] ALFHE BIZHENR 2 Flolg. I FA] I EE
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&% 4
o RE EYFVES oM BT o, Y E ® -"i’.—-% 3}

g 2ol 7 ALEE I Ak Aelfrice ZA9 & EY71E
u} 3 7}A] 2 Priscian®} Donatuse] &l A 3te 8FAlet o}
THYFE U R Yol =3, BEle] oo BF BZ24
o2 ‘i’i@i% Edd. IF MEAAAM 9 FYPAMIL %C’i-v-‘ﬂ(‘%i
Fol T3lY, IS EY EY)L AP UEAM 98 Iz
23 e FEE ?5}5} kst FA] & UM e
FHE 23 ZSdolE 9478 o, Y E ANEY =g A
@’*lﬂ A Z8tA] k7] wf Folct.?

120008 Ao 23R Alexander® Doctrinale= E}EJOUI- B3]
7} old FAEL flsld st2A7 43 d97) I =EF {FHEY &
g9 ¥Hoz 24z FAg & E]-‘ﬂv'f“ﬂ*—} ul A7 A 2
Alexander?] £ = F 2 Priscian® 98 @o] gt} Priscian
o] gtdo] FALE S W EA ot E ¥HY, Alexander: 26004 3o
2 % 19 Y FA gt 17098 %S 8lHel ERFE [ ¥
e, AlAl, BAYFA 5& GFA Prisciane] ZA FHE o
£ vl Alexander:= 1 BA] Alxl2o| A}L3F ZA) EO q]
Fog AE3ATHE FHoAM xbols}t Q& Bolt) Doctrinale:= &
Htae] g de AdPsAY E93AA ol e £33 ¢
el ol ETrE H$E] 93t d4gsiA] A= e
712 AT 134 7] = APEE ‘%101 T2E w7tA Doctrninalers ¥
71 A4 7}’8' de A2R gEEdeld.

2. A EY

A THEAE] AEFAHY JIEEPL2HEH oJEFAY
ARAERer I Ao TS vyl AR 22 Boethius7h
43 Aristotled] =2 8& A 737 Al RA§ o F¥ o). Boethiusy
Priscian®} 2 Aldie] Algez 4700d 7o) elojt Zmigl ofdu)
NA &S Bgton, IFIAFE HHAE HY3E ol VHE
7413 & Aristotlegl On ~Interpretatzon—9— gelol 2 W93y,
2379 AFAE HdY 2o Wi FrA F4& EdEd 2
o] %59 De Interpretationeg}= olE oz A vl oE
"y F4 ez 2F =7, AE, B, AEE, 3, &9, 2
g 3 718Eef) QM E G2 A& 3343

Boethiust o 339l &4, =88, 283 FAES A4 & B
H3le AE2oz Hgrow, Aristotled] FFE o} BHAY
(universals) 9] EAIE A7 32, olg T EAE Y} =g o)
HAE + otz BAk 28 Boethius7t FA| A F&Ae] R
HAZ9 FAE 23t o8 A7 B 2o g3 =97 A4S

rlm el o

|
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FA T BN AL BA R BHAP FAE Aoy
o FFANAM BYE AR, ‘FHI, ‘UR’s e 4 HAM(universal
terms)] BEEJAIY BEAZE e 9dn A oW ARG T2
A ATt

ZA 2 E9galso] Tl it A4 WFL JEoM 49
o8 HE AL FA EogMol ) FAHAEF ol AEL
25 TS P FHol dA BAFHI HoZ WHAgHY F
Alel gAle) g A7) AZP7] dFolch B BHHA HEAHQY
ALACE At FANEHL A= AdEgE o = 8x Fo
Aste]l JFL Wol oA U FAEYHAELS ERFIL
=R ogRE BT, o3 ERFAEL AMMA o3
ol JstAQ olFoz AT Ak ol d FAd &9
& <o} =2|(Sprachlogik) 2tz R27/E 3 AL FAEYe =g
stap Fote] gL ol RFAFHL FYo] ol o|E2FAMY
2yelgl= 7S ol v o} (Bursill-Hall 1974, p.78). 283t &4
2 oA BRI E 7] $F =EFEoHUXM FAle AAEL o3
3 AZFFAL olsslyl f13F WAL A A 3 Rory A
757 A&

oY FAM EYHAESC] doj9 =2ld A HA FHNE
714 & AJY AL Aristotled] =g o] EFL FH £RF
Ui, q871x FH59 3 Yets £33 o98L i
Az EE AFP7] otk FAe =PPAEL T3 AU
g EAN Addole EAITRS ujFE AlojdE d W ¢
o th &AM A, =2 B AR 933 AN UE Ao
2 B3 ot BYEAEe] BE oY F FAL zE wd,
Y FAELS JAS FANT NS GO E ol EyPEAs
=g A E e T2 A apolojr), o]e} o] Eyo] AFHQ E
A3 A AFA BHELE Z2A HUMREH FAY EYL 9&
3 PEolE 9= de "ad HHEYY dEEx 94z A
Q) FAo FAL A AEEY oz wAEA =HAh

AP EN S Ao dutzm oje] F o) thd AHHQY o]EL
AYse T A3 EYolE oz A 115003732 Peter Helias® 3¥]
AR QY 25 BAY 978 FET 2ol 19 FaH 439
ARl T, FAYAEL AlHEYe] T2RE AjFAS Zog B
3 Qith. Peter Heliaste B4 289 FAAAYN Hugte) 24
Ath Prisciano] A&9 QAN 23 EHFFo] il HFEH
9 AYE 3 =Y UAME, I FAY g R By
FAEFHE G o] Mo EAsE A9 FoRFely e
FE BOE S QAT A
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9ol ¥ Peter Heliase] o]&] 3 Asjods el FA AW
FHHANELS Y A7) AAAAL Fx9 2F HHo
e @ e REEYHO AT FAIAY. oI HHAQY
THAYE Fopd e AL AEAE o § dolztr ZELS
23 AAdh AP EREAEY] FP U F oy P HEE FAY
HBEHEPFAEIAE ZA HE Aol ks S -Ey gl
B2 F2 BgEgd 4 E K 1FAFANEY FHA 2A
3lo] 2o oy of¥Wste] ¥ AL U ETE
TRNAM AEA AEHI UE7HE 7€ B olE EHGIS
AFEAY Yol ¥ =83 ZAE Foedy A F%l
u Zolth Zedty APAEPHAAEL FHHAE el ¥ =9
A ZAE AA A @ Prisciane] W E 9 @37 A &sLg o
AP EH A ES EHTES Ao g3 Z, F  AlY H ol
U ALEe] A ZAE Folof $igx 23, FYS AR E0]
B[HE 7Aoo & tidoleta FRe . 183t Helasy %
I AAA A SAsE AR BAC FAHE MR I Xu) #A
£ x| 3 o] =4 (referential dependency)olgl:= 7igdez HYsalxn
=3P oS

EZE o] F2 AT @LFodA FAE AAAAY AHES 7HE
AR T, FAL LA AAASG 22 @EES AMAMAC] 7187
T A5 ok OER ol FF EFL FAAFo2E= HAAAMA
o] o¥d Zo &t FAJAZE Z3 F2 Ut oy § A
3Qtste], Heliast AAMAA L] AES FAFFLR 7HE71A G
A 2AEH 2 EUEL ARAALY AEET o4F w4
o2 A7 Ho otz Htrh Helias:E o] 3 Ad & A
(regimen)et= Jj@ o2 meotsteia 3o 29 FZE mE4,
FA7E Fole) EFAE AujdteE A, AAAA A= oW A
< 718917 S8l FAIE Folst EF oo &t Aol A
A7 EFol & Aujditis A& AAA} 19 EANZE sl F
odd 4L A st Aol okl FAAE 1o EFoo &
sl AAAAY ojd A AFEE 75 AL JAPE A
t}.(Covington 1986, pp. 24-25) _

ZM2] EYgAEe] EHE oAY o3 FgFEoE I W
S ul3A ¥ d o= Aristotle®] Posterior analytics®} Alfarabig]
Liber de scientiis®] @ &°] A& 2122 FAFNELS I3 I
. At EgolglE o]§% Aristotleo] X 24& A 237 (praktike-
practical) 1 Z 3} o] A Ql (theoretike- theoretical) 7.2 EH3+
dAq UL Zeg 23 Y. uUstd ARERY ‘AW 3R
(speculative)’ol gt &oj= Y] ‘o] 2F ol o9& 7R §
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go] theoretikeE et¥lo} speculativa® WY Flo]|7] o Fo|c}
a8 dted AEEYE ol EE Y (grammatica speculativa -
theoretical grammar)olgtil Rz7l% #c}(Covington 1986, pp.
25-6). speculativee] i3 = T P HL2 o] foj7} o= A
AA AN WA EE A (reality) & H93lE (B2 speculum
2l) A€ e 2RI 2ZFA AN AFH ol
= A7t Ao ol AELS A E AAAALY AME $4317]
2% =32 By, doFEHo| IAE gue) /AL JIAZ AU
olg 3 Aste PFL WolM APAEYPH{AEL U E £4E o
-9} v (signification) & 7} F83A AT 2eldtd AlHE
HAANEL 152 AFE 9nle] %A (De modis significandi) 8=
Aoz wHIAT AAAEIRARES FAF4Y 7HModistae) 3L
B2 3 A2 ol¥ o &o]th(John Lyons 1968, pp. 14-5).
Aristotle2 T FQ AL YHFHo)31 HHA(necessary and
general)olojo} &3 #HEAQ A 270l gFE TE HA
FALEHE AAR o] FolFol thu FFHPT}E o] ¥ Aristotled]
YL Pgol FAEZIHAEL oo A3 gAY A3 Y
32} e o= 3 el EE VST EE Aod L
F AT 9y W E el of 3k AR BT
9ol o]HY Ao AU Ao J12E FI U APAEY
A5 YRNAH BHY, 2E s HHEFAQ) EYFZE /AL
AR, FHFALE AdAdE o F3H AAI gley, oz s £
el sfEANNAH EAAY s 27 $AT ZolgE
AAMEYYAES FAE ol A oY & Stk 3 Ao F
HE o Aol OE Qoo EYHL osids AL £99
QL oaidz g7l wWEeln. ¥d, g8 A& F33 o83t
A e AL FHY BAE oA EsiM) ot dUdd
ggely g9 ¥e 2 Y FFAQA H4E oA
Zlolth ol AY APAEYEAEY el ¥ A
HE 2E ool g% @ e FRAAI len o
HE FAopy AYE F A AL FHAE & ol
Zolth. APAEPEAESY o]y 3 FPBo] FAHo IR o}
& ohyAl gl Ao YukE Y (General Grammar) = Ab¥
ol Ax WL P33 Y T &+ UL AHAold.
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PAEH S 12608 3-8 1320 Aol 718 &¢3 ATEHUL,
WAFE 9n(EY) %S4 (modes of signifying) & AH&3te 71&
Ak o] WE FA AFELS AHERE ¥ (Modistic
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Grammar)o| 2t2 % 22t} G, Bursill-Hall 1966, p. 133). %A &4
< FHERE MP3E de FIE T olEEYolgts A
AP EY el dFo|th ey FAEYPS An| Yo ZTAdRY E
HAALE 4332 FHYEFE B3 Uds FoA FAH9 9
EFHE 33 AU EYS +EE 5 U

kA B2 ool E7x AEQ Plato, Aristotle, 28] 31
AEo)ldtue] =g -F8A Y3} Thrax, Donatus, 28] 32 Priscian
o] EztEe oo FAE ¥ &¥(literary grammar) & TN
g3 98 5 dd 28y FYEPIELS LAY I¥S
wol Ao it HolAge|REog EFYPIFE HEdL UdE
AolM 2ES ERAEH A7 o 2E3te FAEPES
e 2 A Ao A Ae Zeol okt AA A A
Aol Fxo ZAH Y HHEEYe EA%NGT PAY. oA
4 EHFYL 289 Ygu:s dogrE EPF oz QUG
2 d3}, 152 Donatus$} Priscian®] £ AAE FAJNAME
EAe 189 A¥HENE I FAY =8 AR E ALY
71eddt. 259 287t FAERE oIt o E AL F
A d o] FAFPe o] &F ujFo] Heo U7l W Folnt.

o) u] F4] (modes of signifying)olety #olv APAENY BFE
olgf st dl 7R F8% Adoltt. v FHe] YR E AL &
o] 7}A oule] YRT of:, EFo /1A FEAIE ofYrh
olp| A2 dde] 1 ouE @A YeElUEIIE JMES B
23 A% (parameters)o|t}h. ol & E9, A} currere ‘gt s}
FAF cursus ‘@€A’E ‘€E¥olEte FUH vl E Yepi AR,
ol F ¥¥L 1 9uE MZ2 & FHez Yl Ut o
Al 2EtE, FAMS FARE el E el E $Ao] ME g En, o
Zol olE2 ME g8 FA &AM AMEYIES 48
Aot @2 42 delFY B9 ope o E AFsiEd A
019 F A AMNMNAE Fotof 37 W&o, FAEJS Qv E Y
R = oaule] o] 2EYY IFEH AFddelEz BIYY Fo

k)

FAEYE FAL 4, AA 53 22 FEFY J5E AAA
A AEI T dF3E 713-9r e HAAR HW3I] 93
of ojujoke] AdE WAAZ ) Prisciano] JAE BF Lo 3L
53 44 (qualitas)& 7}A &bl AA (substantia)& o] v $ti
2wy 124719 William of ConchesE v £33 APAEW HAEL
Socrates®} & FAI7d el AM g £48E& Y E 2ol ofy
2}, oAl B3HE, AA 9 &80 FALY ono] vEld Aol oy
2}, olE A} &40 guje ¥ vdetdoi Bio. 283}
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o FALY Ao WA EFHINEE ol Z: ¢rig}ry] BuE 9
s REEFYlEE Fo] FATPYAEY 7E JFolY. F Z2
AEZE dlue BEog Yl d 272 FAe 3, g JfAR
el 2712 JAe F ol (Covington 1986, p.28).

QA EN A EL v %A (modi significandi) & BF ojd &
2& W53 ¥4 (essential modes)d Aojel] wet G F AT
B4R 9 %A (accidental modes)e] F NAE UFUL AE &
A, BAY Ae%¥E 170 gloed gALES & # g7l dE
o W43AQY FAolx, FAY AA T AIZERALSY Zo] & W4
o2x Yeid £ A7l g FFFQ Folt olF F7HA 9
Sl wrg u FYERAES Donatuset Priscian®] FAH7F 713
BE £48& FHEY $ol2 vl F, ol FAIE YuFY ez
EH3IAG.

B39 A EY ER 2= Siger de Courtrai(c.1300) ¢} Thomas
of Erfurt(c.1350) & & 4 Ut} Siger:= A2 ZaA gto] ZAMAM 9
olof 3 WA ol & Edo] A 9rrFE A9} A
o 2HE AFEAT. wetAd Bl i 29 JI2LP L o8
A, ST 94 29 gulE & olF sl of o gkt 19
vl &2 G ERAEY FFIHUA HAHY UL BT o}
el ZAle A2g=d e 72E F32 Q71 dEeith 24 93}
Y, AEE 2% oddt £4 Ux £ <2 (modi essendi) & 7R
2 Aen, ARAANLE oELE HFAHAY o ¥ (modi
intelligendi passivi) & &3t o|3) 3, ol ¥ FF AU olsf ¥
o L= =532 oldf9 %4 (modi intelligendi passivi)ol 3l
=, AN oldidE AR £48L oy £F53HY o8 g
FAolgtE Zoltt, AZFAALE &4 (vocal noises)ell B} S5FF 9
u] ¥ A (active modes of signification) & F ¢33, 84 53
oo FAlo] o3 gFoly} A9 X (parts of speech--partes
orationis) 7} H o] ALE9 £4& 9wt} 13 @] YujdE
AEY &4 vl #£F3F ¢4 (passive modes of
signification--modi significandi passivi)ell €]} A e}l Rt}

Siger®] oj&] 3 ojo] & o3l ol FZ2E ALEY FZ 19
A7 FAAE AFR A3 AV gleH, oyt HF v
olRHdAY 2o TESZ L) old AR ol AT AA
olgtE Zeolg. I ER R EY ¥F F U2 9vu9
A XA, A T GFo] AIEY Aoy £4E v}
Ao gaiATt FEE F UdYdE ol AMFEYFAE] Z
EAg el 18R JFoI). (28]3le) PAR= AA|, Hx %
el, =5 A E JeEl e 2AFA FAo o A F

rleelr el off B AN
ojt Fu
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Al W3t A4, olF, e EAY ¥ 93ty JeEAE F
Atol o}, th P A ol F-3 &4 & AFEA GodlA AAE e
th o] E FAIE Al 1E] v , 4, AA, 58 2 9
AEHE T Dt AEsEA, o olab g F+= A FHQ o n Y
T FEEe 2AAQ ol v Folgta T

Siger?] F¥el #FF A& FAAM AF7HA ol Je AL 23
T Aol R YgRvte] go} AL oy Sigere] FALRZY F
N A F7AA ol AT AL T YA, FAL 2 G Al
h§ 71 ol

ezl FAL thdt APAEHE P& Sigerit 508 & Fol
Thomas of Erfurt(c.1350)9) A}8 &Y (Grammatica Speculativa) 2
2 BZF3E ZE o wFelrt. Thomase] Grammatica
Speculativa= A F7tA 73] dol AT APHEYPAM FolA g
FAo] ZAZY FAEIN FALEO 7B WA B SFHE
WwAaE #HA53z do. 4714 Thomas® Grammatica
Speculativag Bursill-Hall(1971)e)] ZA 3t FAEHY FAEH
ALY $&HE 7hHs Am 2l

4. EAE

AFEF TAsY YL =dE AFTL o7 IHFEY
AN A FEEY BEHEHE AN FAQ APHEY clZME ¥
3 71wk ZA EHodd 2y 1341719 APEEW & Donatus$}
Prisciane] oj# @ F AAE Zug Wolmd UM E olE W3
g3 ol S A MELE A AE3AT AAEEYFAES
Aristotle®] =g]s} Aste] YFE wol EYFYL =AAZHY
T, o5 EWTAS AARAAYG BAdS FYPo|Eoz A
gl stk AldEde] Y FE =98tz Fos= do
22 Adz foj7t HAF-SHEYY AEH A O Jx oA
el 2 e Ut

1341 7] o)Ay} 13417] 27X T 3t Els 292 B% 2
9} £38& 9vF+ ARy (orthographia), @%3 I ¢r| & tFE
o] 9 & (etymologia), #&F 2 FZRE i rE EAES
(diasynthetica), Z28]3 4&& &= $&E(prosodia)d U] HEE
o2 FEIIAY. 28} Thomas Erfurtys o3P FE =32 A,
W& EALE(etymologia) 3 FA}E (diasynthetica) 22 W1 th
FA NN AP EL JAY tFALY AW, FA o ¥w)
I 2EEE #AE RE RE UFNUT E2EY 0¥
T 7ol odEe] 3= d9 AR HYW FA EyA
T 9y FATHY AYEL SIUFE Fosln o¥Ws
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(accidents) & F2 &t

FAEZYL TE qHAFE AAMMAAN SAsE AHES o9
ARt AL UBIEZ A3NPFE AAAAL AEFH BA
7t A= Aoz Bt AMAALY AEESe oW Ny £4
€ FHHIAA FA A AEES 2E 2HY FEE ML
ZH o5 AIEZE ZEAE AZ HF)FE Y& Aol ntF
AN 2 ol P AEESE YEE AHYFER EYelds shd
o AME o2 UukE M ZEDNE FEAY §4F o
E Z PP FE FEEA & MEAA £8& AT UE A
o2 FAEYHAES EYPANE ot 3.

Thomas Erfurt: Sigers] ¥ /& wa €2& o ¥WHE &=
7 (declinable) 3} o} ¥ W3 ¥ %X Z(indeclinable) 22 F
Atk FAL thFAL, FAh 2 FAL AR gF &3 @
o) 31, BAL, ALAL AXNAL, 22 FRAE FA8 gFd &3
= gaEoth FAEYPL PURE = oHAFIE o B
2 3 9= @2rTt v ¥4 (modes of signifying)e] #71 T
Be AL 1350 W E A ¥t 2TERY ¥ @S 5%
A A g oF=8y] & ez 4P 3t

4.1 o1 YF

GFAEWE olAWME YFeo R HH02ZM IEL
(stability) =} A8 23 - 8}/ (becoming) & F7}A] 4uta) FAHE &
3 Aok YAH(nomen)$t th P At(pronomen) = 9§ 473 (stability,
permanence) & 73 o3P Folx, FA(verbum)g EA}
(participium) = A8 3-# 33 (becoming) & 713 o3 g Folth

PAL9} th FALE Al (substance), & AA MAA EAEHL AL
29 9£54& JelE T4 (concreteness) & YeRATE P A9}
QPAE o)l 4L TR A7 WE, AA WA FAY
o] A} ti Al A A e FBAHY &% (feature) o] o}
FAS PAIE T FE AEAY AL AFAERNHAES W
WA 24 (qualitative determination)o]2tx 33, FAIY F$ o
A £42 AES FH3] FEsd JdehlE FHoth W o
PAE ol P £4& /AL AA 47] dEA oW AL 953
o2 YA 3o AAAEYHAES FAE MR ol F&
Aol AN 4L JAY gnsgolzt FI oY 75
=3z k4] (the mode of being: modus entis)ol] &3 ez =
Aoz AYsAct WFAE FAY o] Y&z FFHA FY
oz Ve BEgFN £4L N A Zel FAS
& Aojth
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A BAlE A A4-uste &4 (features of becoming)& e}
Aot SAY BEAlE 02 3EFE AusiA| Tt O & BF9 A
WS wA s durae £42 A U d&53U AL
2% AAldA yex WHa: e 2% 9 FoRRH
ook g9y 50 Fojo FBAE u, 1 A8-Aste &4
o2 JUeldt. FAIE R E Y FolgRyEH I B9 E ¥
A7 X gk, BALE Folo AAF HIE veEldoE Fol FAS)
ALY T2 Folt}h thA] DY, FAME W3- 49 durEg &
Alg FALe ZHEA W, ANZRE FEEE MEI FYoz
Jeh & EA9E i, BAE A 22E 2 g HE 3
Q) kAo e}

42 FARYEF

¥ E A W' FAL FEAL AAAL, 2L FRARE
gz Folt. RAE F2 P9y AL £ 2L AT
371 W&o FA % Mg FAEAE oE AES FUE Z
B3 715 A Aok AP EHERES FHAE SES &
237 2= T4 IFE d7@sE A &AM conjunctio per
vim)9b  ol" @RS ook T IEFS dFd}= ASHA
(conjunctio per ordinem)2 Ao, AAAIE AAFHA 84
(susbstantive element)”7} 2= A3} e 43 o33 2L E9
47238 FA7 JellE @9l (act) 98] A E el & dlo] 29
ot Az AL AHNE Bl dFANGUL BE s B Eold
Ha-AEde FREY O & AU A3 FXE =EY9T A9
o} ZEALE A o8 FAHE AR HEF FHE JE
= odo 22t olg ¥ JAFAA e FTHA A 23t A7)
o2, ZAAE FAS 4 JAT Ao

ThomastE HAHE FAle CEBGILEN 2 9n g Z2A HE
EAL ARALE Fojn g ZE @ ol #Yo2H 9nE 2
HE E4L 283 FEAE @REL AFFoHdnE )
HE EAE 393z Ao olE FAtel tf ¥ Thomase] 7]}
Al 27t FEY AL APAEHIMEC FAL FAL dFA
s} Zro] A ¥WSE 3t FANY BT uigt BHP FFIAY
B E B vtd, AL AXAL, FEHAS 2 o|YWHE A ¥
E EAE gHY BAISLE FYE U JdodE FHoldh

AP BEHGAE FoAE o] BMIE A Yt FAEE
dojdee] AFfAdel old ZAo® HI, oyF FASS EUE
A Qoo 8 AE Zol ol T&¥ B ZAHauxiliaries)d ¥
olg}= Ao Yo7 ok (RH. Robins 1951, 85). o|& 3 &3
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2 F & AH(syndesmoi) 7} ¥ Y 82 (grammatical words)d ¥
AY A wetAE g@o] otz F33 Aristotlex} & o]
U R=

Aristotle® ol M Hol & upsl o] A3 x| =3 FF
A oo AZEAT EHAALE FuH oz EM3 HUY, o9
g A A oq4d A& Y] Bags F8 97t
3 ER] oW A VP E RAYHosHN 2 FFo u ¥
of #AUZE 71 EE dA g 2= 123 @9 e Q. 4
A olE I FUEL Ao YA oz BN AL Ao+
Z7t #= 208 REE 2t wEE AU H 23 ol F
H AMEHAES oo Ui AT v AT FEe go
I 28 F Utk 2ELS EFAS o|AFY FPEFE E3E q
IZ0] AR ALEY FolAdEH BAdot 1T diE A
Qo) 1 ZAE FYAMXE Priscian® Donatus®] FALEFAAE
oz w23 3o

At ER ] =2]-383 F¥3 Priscian®} Donatuse] VEEH
o] apo]:= oy (simple words) 9t ¥¥ef (compound words)el
3 FejoME EP3 veldth Aristotleo] © old foju ¥
92 JE F gE 9T 9dolg B3 Folu, e I
AE 71 e ddozt FF 2L HA ATEYRLS 2
o] B E @l 7kW e FHFR ZANEL UEFS ¢ F
Atk Wl AAHEYIES @TE 8o JEdE AEY B} &
Ae Jed ddoz stz EHAA £4E& JtEE Edeiz
3 AoEx gtk o AY AIHMEH S AT AN EFAAE w=W
Mz olgl3 2/5E 250 A43% =83 NEozs Y3

AP EY e HEEFYAE g2 E8(literature) & WL =8 &
gyon TP L % 3o oflzl e I Fof
2 2ok 2g3std 8ol AR = £ BAE =HUE
2319 9= A9 (truth) 9t gho) =28 <+ Qlod, P& o
T AL 283 Ued £ AdgE Zolt AMAEYASHA Ao
g o7t Qo] = A nE TE Jeld 7 (verbal expression) &2
9 wgkoh dojel) thdt o]l By At A I %S
A Bd e ¥ele Foetn wotol & ol

5. FAE

AR EHEARE FoA StEo) FAE HAAL I IAL
2 A9Y3t= A& Martin of DaciaZHE Al ZEH YA D, AAEH
o] JEAQ EAEL Thomas of Erfurt(c. 1300)9] Grammatica
speculativa(=Novi modi significandi)o]t}, ThomasE FAEE &



FAAEEY S &7 431
2A802 AAA T L(Constructio), |87 4@
Z7& 3243 F(Congruitas), 318 3o $45
} = (Perfectio) M 7}A ©AE 7}3 & 2(process) 2.

fllo X
ik}
ofN

Skt

Constructio= @93 @29 %¥AH3 ¢4 (linkages)2 %78 %t
o] dANA BAH Construction2 3hr}te] GLg Xdhte @
I A48 ¥ % dTE o} AF}A = ¥ AL E Thomase
B A3 183t 1= 53 Socrates albus currit bene(White
Socrates runs well)o| M Socratese} currit7} 3}v}e] constructiono]
3, Socrates®} albus’y, 283 currit$} bene’t ¥ =g E
Construction& °]F3 U+ Z & B4 o8 F2EHS
Socrates albus®} currit beneE Z {3t 319 constructiong o]
F= 712 BE A EHY B4 x|t Yt

Thomas®™ 2z} 9] constructiong transitive®} intransitive®
glt}. transitive= ‘hit Socrates’} ‘similar to Socrates’oll MA@
T ogde] T M2 & AEY FLHE Ffelt. Chit
Socrates ol A= Socrates®} SocratesE W@ = Algol A2 o
= Abgo] gloh ‘similar to Socrates’o M = Socrates®} L& W&
= o2 Abgre] k. intransitive:= ‘Socrates runs'y} ‘white
Socrates' A F @] 7ieFlE Al ¥ AR ASE T
=3

EA2e =wiA 9AQ Congruitas= Zt7)¢] Constructiono}] 2
231> BY A =7 (well-formedness conditions)olt}, F @& 7te]
Aol dAE FYAP R ot FAAPHEHANAME FAH
do] BEALY HE& AASE Zo] otdzl, LA 7o) 4
3 PAY EHAE UeElE onE AR sE eE B

EALEY AWUA QA perfectiox el Aol AAMFH =R
AR ¢gF3E YA otk Thomas:E 0|38 YF9 7|Fo7
Zoj9} &ol7} glojok 3, ST YA Adojot dH, ¢F
HA = odE=H/AI} oM E ¢ Hus T MAAE EUTST

6. 2 &

A F 27t AANA Fx9 S8 U{FZE WHYPE= F
AAREY RS F24L AMAAE 93 F2E /1A A
o B 134171 AAEREY F2E AAE Zold. 28y 144
Aol BAEAN goe gyt fEe Az YgoFez vEerd
BoAdE EAQdEF ZAY QAEF A7 gldE FFo] £9
EAEZEE Yo7 AT sty FAFF RS £
AL A9ty sty UAlE o v %4 (modes of signifying)-&
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AN SASA 4 BT ohuz, @2e EH3NL FYAY
8 8L A3 de ofFd L4 gld: Hl“*"l ‘4—
L2719 °léﬁt}. 2 A 2GR WP ¥ AEE
ol FHE A BRI NS FAREIe Az ‘3—1?401
e s AN T JAR AL oA |7t P el
o] HA ERI, FAEHA Y e5de A7 I3 dHEF
d AY ¥ AAFA £HL A E3x dE ’Q’8°lt}.

23y M+ m‘ﬂ"‘—?\_ A3 *}I'-i—rEl A] & 8tof *H“;

9ol A2 2Bsel, RE doje] ALY & Y= WEAAE

S E M oy AuAR BAo AEehe AT FAA b
Ege] FAe 2ol v g¥e $AE 2T WY $=
fe Aol

E I

1. A9 Z%3E(Liberal Arts)°]a} gtol 33(Trivium) ¢}
2ol 43} (Quadrivium) @] 7HEE B} o 3= B,
=2y, 22 FAgeR -?’éil‘ﬂ 13, 2 4= gof
At 7181, 283 AE R Ho gl

2. A22H Lo WU Polng RN Holg} nls
3 Mol WX T I whFell Priscian®] EHUEFE VZE
M &ole] L5717 W ARNE Aol Eldle Aelfrice)
TR BEZEHE oA EoNA BEe e EFT YT
A7 FT, 28 Hol A AclfricE FFNAE ¥ £y
o vzgz R=23 %lq. a2y gEojsl B2 ML A}
ol g, %, 5 B2 Aot Ut AE X, FHY
o 04’51711——] 7o *’51131°i —?’-@5]\. W, Gojel s ol
Mel Aol BHE 53 5 AL & & (passive
conjugation) &2 Jehj:= wig, °§%§411€°P:- Hd ¥
& slFANAR be FASY FFEEAZ Y U o A
A8 71& R. H. Robins 1951, pp. 69-748 JZ2% 7.

3. Boethius= ZFo]& oH Zojojof #r}= 2L Wi
AAAM MraEge] uzz Y J29 AHEo] olE 2P
#E 7127 HJoew, YA EL F REof2 YUFe gy
33 Trivium) 2} 8o 43}( Quadrivium)gly R 2= 71 2
7} At PHoldt,

4. X8 A (universal terms)7t AR A Hdxgel Aol
= AN o] wHAel B Aristotlee] =2] o)A
AR ez BE AdH7 Aok

5. AZ T HREC 3™, shtel gdel & ¢de A
Wi BolE 72 2 gdel o8 @R 9F 53 o) ¥

of
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3} ¥ (inflectional feature)& ZtA 3l & <0 ¥ A&
Ed, A 29 Fo9 E3E AuRoE S 12
sl F 44 F43 E3ZF9 oj¥F 43¥UUE AR B
stth 2y Nujshde] chgk ol ¥ Ao oAU E 3}
A o= dEETY AuTAIE AYE & fus dd &4
7} Aok 2 st ouE AR AAEE Bt §
AES ALA T, o3 A2E 3 ddo] O F @
T F= AL Aujsts @€t by AuiwE @ud
7het 22 Tahue] FAe R

6. Thomas7} A A3+ ]2 A} 7}x] 7] &)t} Radulphus Brito
= A4e) 71z og FAHE RAA oflEl B FAbolojol ¥
o= A& F71sl9 oH(Covington 1986, p. 33).

7. ‘if Socrates runs’'7} SA ¥ F o] ofd AL if-FHo] ¢
E Ao o9 Zo EFHT YL ujrt

¥ =z E 8
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