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<Abstract>
Lim Ji-ryong. 2006. The Nature of Meaning from the Cognitive
Linguistic Viewpoint. Korean Semantics, 21. The purpose of this study
is to explore the nature of meaning from the cognitive linguistic
viewpoint. The results are as follows: First, cognitive linguistics contrasts
with the formal linguistic approach in that: 1) it refuses the autonomy
hypothesis; i) it explores the cognitive commitment co-existing between
the human language ability and other mental abilities and the generalization
commitment co-existing among all aspects of language; iii) it denies the
rational approach, but emphasizes the embodied cognition thesis that
meaning operations originate from bodily experiences. Second, the central
fields of cognitive linguistic study are cognitive semantics and cognitive
grammar. Cognitive semantics approaches meaning on the basis of cognition.
Its basic assumption regarding the nature of meaning is that conceptual
structures are embodied, representations are encyclopedic, organization is
conceptual, and the conceptualization process is interpretative. Cognitive
grammar contains two main theses: i) a symbolic thesis which
concentrates on the exploration of structure and organization of language;
and i) a usage-based thesis according to which linguistic knowledge is
formed by abstracting symbolic units from examples of usage. Third, as
to the nature of meaning, cognitive linguistics refutes the checklist theory
and truth condition theory of autonomy linguistics or objective linguistics,
in favor of the prototype theory and construal theory. The prototype
theory assumes that the meaning of a word is not defined by the checklist
(the set of necessary and sufficient features), but cognized by the
prototype of its category members, and the judgment of a category is
decided through contrasting with its prototype. The construal theory
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assumes that meaning is not a ‘referent’ or ‘truth condition’, but is the
construal of the speaker regarding the conceptual contents evoked by an
expression. In this case, the construal indicates the choice of the speaker
in capturing and expressing a scene. To sum up, cognitive linguistics
attempts to explain the correlation between language and thinking through
focusing on bodily experiences. It may be safely said that cognitive
linguistics adopts the encyclopedic model of meaning, and so is more
human-centered, flexible, and explanatory than other theories concerning
the nature of meaning.
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‘“HAFE o] E(check-list theory)’% tholo] on|Z e Ao Hgto
2 A% S Tt} o & B9, AGAE o) whofe $-Ele] HEigo
Eo] Qe ‘23 P =3, Lﬂ ol Aozt 23, zhe] A7t 2ol
= A5AQl £A49 BEES Hyste o 40 F§E u ‘ALY o2k
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ol 5& ol "k Aelthi Fillmore(1975: 123)% ©Wol& 43k &
del BE F 71E £49 A Bt o5 ‘one MR ol#
(checKklist theory of meaning)©]2Fa ™ 3}5ic}.

AAE o282 Fxv| 29 ‘A EEA (componential analysis) ¢ &2 2
o g dEA Qe ojALe 2Ho] EAY YR Fa)E o], Tole] on
& o] Ao AFAE FFsta on) Aiolgte o 22 welE EAe)
AL w4 E 59, ‘2

A o] grom P, of A Ao R Alw'e ojug
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lo,
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R A= 1=
A, s Ao A mAd s o)k oAl ARe) AR dEEd Tl
o s Aldst] feiMe Aes [ &l i, +9 o]&W4 Vs

6) a &4 [+17H [aA] [ =]
b. &4: [+12H [a9A4) [-4d=]
c. ARk [+RAZH] [+ [+ =]
d Addoizak [+AzH [-4A] [+4 =]

G)o1A [+17He vl 7} o Re] A ARl [+hala [+ %]e W
W AR, 2 ARE gl oY Faou el Holo] ou] e
v Y, % ojvle] RAE JHOE AUt of 5 ou] AR olof &
Aol yd £4024 Qzke ARl 979 SR AEH o 4
w3 gl

AAE o8, 5 JREA o2 olgont 3 2L NS FS 5

1) AHE o] &' “HFe 7Y BF7F R BaFE SR ofFoAM, WF
= HE&s AAE AN, B3 FHLES 55 AAS AeEnh s ‘ud W)
(classical categorization)’ol #8]S Fi th
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Ak A, AHE o] F& Tol] u|AAE EF st H] Z& Aol ol
of om A= T A, HAA, FstaA Fol A=, AHE o2
A g7t Zhs ou] BB RE ujiAr XAEYa Zrh12) E4,
HAR o] &L T4 guaAE Xt vl E&H otk £ v
o= A, BEdA, WAAA Fol A, AHRE o] odAe on] A
o A EAE i L gudAE EE ¢ dvkar Erh

gy AR o] EL ve i 2 EAEES AWl 9lrk(Aitchison 2003:
45-48 Fx). AR, oW Ao FAH HFo Eoj7t=A Aty o9
b otk o & B0, ‘w=FAY Ag 1 A oful= [+917H [+94]
[+A45] [-2E]0] =Y, FrtH oy ‘Gdo|7t dF, oAl o A
5ol A%k As WY ¥ 52 AT & Avk e ol g 34 AE
o B AR ke AAE Yrrle 7S 2] oFuh B4, Al 3§
ot oW A4 2% 2] oY e W AR E AR AR &ge
AAE Bt o & 5ol ‘T&ol’e] A ouE ‘KA, U v, =5
Y SoE AT studtE Al At drekeA] Thsek, 9
o7 A2 ol AY ‘Tzt Al T ol AW 'EFH I §lE A4S F=el o
3 4He] ‘TEolga REA HE A4S AYstr] ofyoh AA|, ol

a 7Hgsteet

12) AARK o2, S AEEY o]2L Fxou| oA dof7te] ‘ofn| A (sense relation)’
=2 7)&skE o 2838 7|92 stk 29U 28 Saussured] “EA43 Qo] 849
oul= Tx AA Sl 2| skE Aol JeM Aok o sk FEAo Sl e
& AoBZA, FxRA T AAA FRWEA = ol on|g AEH oz
EASt= Aol oy} thE wooke] ou|A| &olA FRA R I A9 E et
3 BkTh o] Z1E Taylor(2002: 190-192)all A= 2w o] ‘Adof-ul 4 W (language-

internal approach) o]g}il s, Aol-UA HIHdA e ‘ou's g Ao U<
THE Abolo] BAQ ‘AGHA(E)AA, NHIA, Aal@A) S AFBA (Ao
el SlaA EAE sy el
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‘¥ o] Z(prototype theory)> A7 FE o]29] thoto g T3t le] =]
gho] 4] o] & 7kl shteltt. 1#]41 28t Roschet 1

3 AdE dE o]Fe AA WHFUE dFARI LS F
HFE AT o2 AMES HFsE o A S

q(reference point) &2 AH=ThHe B o|th1d) 2ol WMo ok 93
Lakoff(1987)¢l ]} woie] 94 18 TAHSE doj4 BT 488
Toj o] oju]= WHEF i AP S
AP H 2 E Sato] A éE]EP
13 o] &9 ‘°J534Jr AR
A, 93 (prototype) o] & 3
sk TAA, o)A, £ ®BIIE ‘Q@E}. o] £o]+= Berlin & Kay(1969)2]
A HEo A 7 FA B9 9 ‘Z‘i@(focus)hl) Rosch(1975: 198)7} & Hl,
71, Ak, o] Fell7kA] 228 A+ ‘YU (prototype) &= =g A
olt}y. o & &0, B)olA “AekaL s H, EPZ, B Fol ok}, Sy, v
=70, M o5 WEYy A e, ol dH d3A LS FHAY £

Al 7182 2 (default reasoning)’©] 7FHe 3l
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(6) Aol A7F ek

o2, WA M (radial category)'? WF7F A FAY Ohd
g FHA FAUSR o]Fol AL 7@2’_‘3} & 5o, (Ta)9 oIvy'=

13) ‘93 o]&' “HEE 94 S F4Ho= 7}*4 SeAE A FE o] FH, 1
5 A oll= AP AFE TR o] 27]7kA] vt g

(prototype categonzatlon)’ S YA

14) Berlin & Kay(1969)+ ZH Ao A shte] A WEE 2" AA(focal
colour) & FAo2 :rLZS‘ﬂrE]“{ ixq Az o] B4 vz A vls] X7z
A, ©@r] 71 o Agst 7] 716l o A BEEY, AR 8 2}
HolA 9 A&sHA AabEsH, AdoF5] 7] bl Yeldtia 849 tiUngerer &
Schmid 1996: 9 #%).
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ofol 5 Fokow, FH=d FolA H_—% Assrlen, ofols F53t7] 9
&l 7Hgel ﬁl 1, ofo] 9] O}H%Xlg]r E3hon, oo} g Alth 919] YA
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(M) a AW UAA = 7hds FHAA AF oF UE wol 7I2A =g I8S B
o] stxlth.
b. aopE] ojmy
c. Z8& ¥y oy

AAR, HF] FAYE Alold= ‘98 &3 prototype effect) 7} YERS
th o7IA dF a3 WHF LS Aol v o2, A B
717 v A1 Bl diste] 5944, 94 234E vehle A& st
(Rosch 1978: 38-39 =), A A, Y41 Hr)= vjdd A Brjof vls) 1
W] Sap=uf 284 d=ubE Adele o Agle]l @ A-h =4, ofw
W WA st & 1 oske BT ¥ u HoistEh AlA, ddol

F29 7] He A ¥4 Brlolth UiA, ofdo|ES HFo d¥

goll, & Hols A= T o

W3k} 15)
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g et
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RS =
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15) 98 o]&9] W HAA WF Fxo U3 T ‘ol dshE AAE 3 (idealized
cognitive models; ICMS)’/] ‘jo] 2lo] =3 wkth(Lakoff 1987: 68-76, Aitchison 2003:
69 74 #2). o] 49 ICMs# AR R A7 A - o2 EA)5k= Zlo] oy}, A}

£9] 94 5‘—0117\1 o) AL Ldtth olE £9], ‘bachelor (5AIEA) = AEE
*4011 ]3] [UNMARRIED] [ADULT] [MALE]Z 4= 2wk AR A4 AEAE
oF AEA 77 ek [CMsE HAAZ st} & ZAEolghe w84 Alkd 9sto] &
Ao mE&dal, B, ARGH), F4ANA, Al e ol E 7Rl Fuk T
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, eudddls Al doly JARAFE tAEN e, e A=l
aHgo] whe SAIA o AH(H) el APE A A YA, 99 ol
Aolsz5ellA eJrje] spjeds 7P A5 A dXel o
L4, 49 o] 22 &9 onE o g sofet=AE oldfst=
o] Mghe 7S 2 4] el It gso] glon, Eul uf
4ol 7haAoln, 2H1975) A AAE AdMT= 99 ojger A
gk Zlo] B o] ARE A A Eo] FgH oA AAE AATE (= THE

= M ddS FE67]7F o Hrks HolA 949 o] 2o = A
< v A FA7E ot e

0%
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=
o

4.2. AP x4 X4

ofu] Ao Hgole ovlE Aol A AlAC] Ate 7He] HAE A
T8l ‘Ao]-MA H2H (language-world approach)’|16) &n| & 3k ¢lo] U
o] EHE 7+ A o8 Atste ‘Ado-WA ¥ (language-internal
approach), $t X d9] ou|& Ao AREALY] whg&dlA doju= 7id 3ot
sYAsE NETFA A H(conceptualist approach)’e] Al 7k 7F 9Ltk
(Taylor 2002: 186-203 =), 1 T ‘Aol-AlAl HW'ell o3 Fejx=da’
A AT A FEW e A uE B AlZto] g tEd], I

= h
o e FHLR F #AHS HES BUIE

o

421 AY=xAA4

16) 2Ju] ] ‘Qol-HA HH 7k ‘o] 224 ¥4 (semasiological perspective)’ = <100l A
AAZ dolrtar “o] FA] Ao ojwl FHe Addto] 11 Fd A HHE3A A
AE F derhreta AR, ‘A E4 4 (onomasiological perspective)’ < Al 7ol
A A& voprkar “o] AtE|e] 9o ojwl WMele o] Fdo] aRE FHIA &
sk 4= Ql=r1?"skal A EdH(Taylor 20020 187 3.
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At (A7) F3l= oA $A4 F3dnh

ARk (FA) G7h G A BelA skt

a7t vl Beal o Aol EAler A4 B e W
% A3t A A Ao HelzAo] o ko] 1

AR DAY AAH O R 5
ou7t sdstttal sk A ou|o E-oA AA Hojy vk apleh
4.2.2. XA

THdFO A WA SIule AR gl A el FaEs

Zo] ket 18 g g A gl thate] s Folst= A FA49] ‘3
A8 3} o] A% ‘a)A(construal)> therd WA oz o) AHgt
S TpetalA dojz Fdsh= sAke] AdES ZhRInh oA & o ddoj4
orl= A A W& A £ thuA @] Hrh = AR A3t
AT A SIS AAEaL Utk ol mEW oful= )
ol FA AAz FAE = NdstEA, Fds 239 & 539 oJul=
1 x¥o] V) 7H%§V4 W& 1 8ol £ 545 93 sixHe B
Aol 4 AR 74 cH(Langacker 1997: 242 F=x). o] A& <a¥ 2>
£ F3A *Eiiwli gt} <29 2>E 9% g ARHow Edg
Fel idA WeE vl 7HAE SAE Zlol, Dol gk /o] g &
2 (12)9F 2tk
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(12) a. A" 22 Eo] ©A ot}
b, BA% 22 Zo] Eo] uk BA 9r)
c. AP 22 Lo Bo] wkou} o} 9ltk
d aj4% 2% Fol Eo] Wy} Hlo] itk

3|4 dell mEW (13)3 22 @9 o= o4 d 471 firh = (133)
‘w587 X*E/\]*E“ (National Educational Information System)
3l o] & k= FollA= Upol2'e) ahar, whtshs FollA = ‘vlo] 22t
atom ARl Zol A= Qlojotolo ~'etal ERlEH], 7 5ol 7H
dskate] aiA o] ARE] s & Stk (13b)¢] “Salof ‘el =
Ag A S 7H7IAIRE 1 B 8] Aol = gk e 1o Mg "]
Zo] Whedxlo] 9l

(13) a. dloJofo] o A(NEIS) @ Ho] 2~ & Hjo]
b. &3 A&



T (149 o] W 214 ofurt 4 =
ANA R Fol7} A AAo] Hol Adstate] 4L W=t o]
AE (1) AMMAE FAfo] ‘F& ghoz's 1 %
OM% 1, 143)” A OH HAHE A Fgato] gro] Lol A &

(14) a. 7ol Lol Al H& Atk
b. &ol felAl H& #kh

(14) a & #HoZ, 7ol oA H& Mtk
b. £& #o®, Lol A B& TYh
e, A e] ofe] 1A Zhe-d ‘R A S SA R Gl g
AEe PSS B2 ITHYAE 2004a: 56-67 F2). WA, AL 347t
Ao Aol Aot Wl P sk, (15« HEA Y] FA=
A (15a)= 7ka Aye] o&] w27 et dhel] 9om, (15h)E Qi 4l
thol ofal] #EA7E vhet bl A& JME} (16)& “ARA 7} ‘FHA' 9
TARA (16a)F A o]F mdeH, ( FHA o] xdoh

2

(e

(16) a. 5 Aberel 7bg 7ba Alo] sk vl @y,
b. to] 7bg @3 o] shi= tekeh ugg e

A7) a &dol RS 7t2de dEoz geu Yok
b NEER/} EHE F2AY YEo Feu ek

WA HA7t ge] BHE B 24S Felshe A2
o Ag-ug e BAZA (Ta)s AFA AR G

o) uhel, A7-w7e] AE (T)E ol 45
34, (
4o

18b)= 441, (18c)= ‘&'ol #47t &&ste Ao
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(17) a ARAZF $A= Aol gt
b. "$AFo] A Gol et

(18) a. G571 42 F& 4k
b. (24¢] o]) €27} & dUu)
c. wol] Exch

s, g oz A gl g ol =ds = Aol ofy

2, el A dgol diste] omE Rolal AXNFA WS LT
A} WA ojule A e o @ AdsiAe) AX4 AL

29 Aol2} a1A.
5. AF+g
ol A7 ‘elvlg el eke B9 Ao X0l FHolA
A

W oonle] 2Ae =ojalglth o] dol A AR v 5 o
2 g,

AR, AA oI Be Ao B B Azke] FAFA Fy s 27 vz
s, GAFe9] 484 JHE Ralal ddojeh e A4 5 o] B
= Q1A At Qlojo] WE opie] Fhaks ‘<uls owe BTe
o, olo] eIpolA AAskE wAg o) Ao alsa ) 48
o] AN AelA Fuerks WA A7 AW FAT oo,

25, qlAelolste] FAA 7 Bopri lx\oln &3 QX B Eo] 9
1 F AN EL o] BAS Qlxsh B oA setetn, olnje]
240 vate] F1gA Fri AAskEo] glon, ofn] FAL oA
o, eju] Fd& Adstoln, Ads} AL Moy 1 )R fHow
Mt B9, AABEHES dloje] Fash 24 Be] 2WE Ful, oluje]
w0 s o7t A4 Holn] oo FHL A e P starhs YT
AY3} olo] o] 1 AbEe] AR HAY BelE 2srgo=m
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o] (2001), gh=rofe} Q1X], ubo] A,

0] 3H2003), “AA TH A AT L T} - A A 5t3 A7 FrIEE
3] =&, 23-30.

0|43} - A - A - 0]7F] (FH)(2003), 5 A-EAEA(Z Kovecses, Metaphor:
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