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B4 3y (Transformational Generative Grammar) o B, &
a A AF — (Noam Chomsky) % iz, AELVWEBEZLZETVWDHOR
%L, 5 & (Sydney M. Lamb) # s & 7% K@y (Stratificational
Grammar) ¥, BREREEEOHE A LB LTEH, 1961 SEEHN
b, HRCEHZO ERBYRL, BRBLRECH LTS, LubhTuw
%o

5 A (1966) 12 X % &, RIBSUTHIL S EAEH 5\ 1% (5352 | (Graphs)
& Bk (Meanings) #BifR-33 54D TH %, L WHIREXHRC LT,
SrotEE L TBARM%% | (System of Relationship) TtHb, ZoOHhRD
HEE, [SEREDB | (Stratum of linguistic structure) & gif: L
—#ED Bk (Stratum system) %F>, L5 HEMS HE LT
5, T LT, BMFEOEBL, EEBETLILATREEEOEBD
th%k% [Fr] (Representation) ¥ & TH75, & LT3,

*  ARL, BRI ERET, 5 14 [BR4 (19694E 10 A) OB s
T, “Post-Bloomfieldians’ work in relation to Stratificational Grammar”’
EELT, DERRLCLODFERA L, MEBEXZEREZ LD TH
Do T8¥, ARTVH HRESEFE, 1930F b 74V » TRELLCERC
Rb, Wwhdsd, HAPs TL—u7 4—~1F 417 v (Post-Bloomfieldians)
DFEBH X7,

(1) Sydney M. Lamb, Outline of Stratificational Grammar. Georgetown
University Press, 1966.

@) REECBET 5 HEOFGEL, FREEL QW0 T, ARTIRRRL L
7"\—0 /\fﬁ X Oﬁﬁfﬁuﬂumfl‘bh iﬁﬁ(&bfb 37‘;‘4‘ f& T’o nlﬁnRLf\_)':H ci ﬁ_‘
DOEeEEMR (XL L TEESES) DHELEELLLVWEDLHIBDT, Fh
T T HIORBEEORATEITRTT ] i
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BBIOE OB, SHEEILER S (Speech) oficnLd %, &L
TEBY—MEMC L B X5 & LT 1930 8 5 1950 U213 To
EERFLINBHTH S, L Lersb, RBXEERoPIL, B
e PO TN L TRBELICLDORD D LE2 bR D, AT
X, RBSCEEGRLBEELND D L AMIN 2 BESEYEROREREY I
ED, ThNRBXERZONT, WhikdEnrZh, ERLTWAY, K

a

A5,

i

¥
bt m m

[. %3 (Phoneme) * 2% (Morpheme) x| [J& | D&

1930 18 B 1950 FERE T T, 7 AV PO EERLEFTROL T T0HE
EERBRFCRVT, wAD hbEt- o —Dr, FREMEROE
BB b, 1930FERUZ, TTCRITAL—AT 4 — 2L ](f) (Bloomfield) »1{RE L
Twick RBEIR200%, HEFRL FE1DL KD >’ (A morpheme is

composed of phonemes.) t\5, FEHED L B2 HTHD, h®xKT
RTE, DEDLB A,

)
1. morpheme —-— C phonemes

TDOTODHN, 2%bh, BREMEROROBGRY, HECIhT, &
BOMTFEEEZATVWAHI LITOWT, ¥ v b (Charles F. Hockett)
4
(%, knife & knive- #flizH T, 2FD IS HH LT 2,

(1) 705w, BEESERFERLNC, RBEERORBCEEY S 2 It Rz h
BRERNADDLEELBND, ok 2, 1 =1 AV Y (Louis Hjelmslev)
DEBEFHE (Glossematics) 7o & LW EELY 52 T 5, tubhTW 5,
(2) Leonard Bloomfield, Language, p.161. Holt, Rinehart and Winston, 1933.
(3) UT, BREMEROBEFRCOVWTDE B HE, FORBEBELNC L - T
ltw L Tu» < f)‘;, RI%E?'? < ?Z)ﬁl&), ;:J:\' ”Ciif& < y{mt%ffm LT [zlﬂx‘f
%o KT C (1 «be composed of® DHKI{ETH 5,

(4) Charles F. Hockett, « Linguistic Elements and their Relations.” Language,
Vol. 37, pp. 29-30, 1961.
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Such identifications are incompatible with an acceptance of the
“composed of ’ relation between morphemes and phonemes. In fact,
the following three assertions constitute an antilogism-—a triad of

assertions any two of which imply the negation of the third:

(1) Kwnife and Knive- are the same morpheme.
(2) Kwnife and knive- are phonemically different.

(8) A morpheme is composed of phonemes.

If we (1) posit the first and third assertions as premises, the conclu-
sion is that kwife and kwnive- are phonemically identical. If we (II)
posit the second and third as premises, the conclusion is that kwnife
and knive- are not morphemically the same. If we wish (III) to posit
the first and second as our premises, then we are forced to conclude

that a morpheme is not composed of phonemes.

COXSRFHEELBEADL, 1940 R0 5 1950 FERTH T TO R A
Fe TN—A7 4 —AT 47V, BRBErxH—-r AT Ebx ks
L, WREHR L EROBMRUIMCERER & o B (Jok 24, 3 (Word),
) (Phrase), i (Clause) 75 &) & OBR%E BT Lig\ T, SFEOFMBL
GBI lso TER, TOBADO—IX, Hift, O & @ OKRE (Tib
L, hknife L knive- X[F UMERTH 5" & huife & huive- |1 FIRHIC R
%) ORMCHRETAIFEIEH/BIATHTL, @ ORE (FThbt,
BRIFRNDOED L) LHTERZSD KT & DM OFE L BRI IEHE
EhisholclcddhTHA 9,

TRRILERIDIEO LD EVOSRENLOFEXYHRLIS> E LT,
TE L WEEOPFE, WREEAL RN (Morpheme alternants) &\ 5 4%
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)] :
A Li-dDitos ) & (Zellig S. Harris) ©% %, = DA, B4fE (Morph)
@

VO HEELT, BRLVBROBRY— LSRRI LD, k7 v b T
%o ChERTKRTL, 2¥DLOILD,

&
2. morpheme R morphs

C —— phonemes

DED, kv bk, HERE, BPEBLVS FRERO —HTH D
(A morpheme is a class of phoneme sequences called morphs.) &K%
Lic, ZOMBUCE LD, FREMEBROBMRT, ThETRALLT
WICF B BRRT B, FH# L MBRODRICHE %R0 5 RR s
BENBLETHLLEELLILDTHS S, Lirlhdhb, ZOBREITEWT
L, RBXEBRO TSI DAL L, EREWEELA L A THS &\
SFENERS Z LD,

1950 A7 - T, b U A # ~ (George L. Trager) »3, 22\ FE (Lexone),
RURE (Allomorph), JEREFHFHR (Morphophoneme) &\~ 5 MR 7L BfL%
EA?%:&KIOT,%%&%%%@%%%%%KLI5&%A£?%&
X, JERBFEL, RPRE X THER (Represent) i, REREIHESHE
PHED I, BREERRIFRC L - TEREND’ &, HELLbLITH
Do buAH =X, FREWBRELMNOBTHES LIPHFE LT, &
FRLWEFE OB, RPEE BRBERL\S RIS BALT,
MEXRIL IV _ATEDLZ LY E L, ERABLTIVTHAS, O

(1) Zellig S. Harris, “ Morpheme Alternants in Linguistic Analysis.” Language,
Vol. 18, pp. 169-180, 1942. Reprinted in M. Joos (ed.), Readings in Linguistics,

- pp. 109-114. Washington, 1957,

(2) Charles F. Hockett, “ Problems of Morphemic Analysis.” Language, Vol. 23,
pp- 321-343. 1947, Reprinted in M. Joos (ed.), Readings in Linguistics,
pPpP- 229-242. Washington, 1957.

3 ZoDOBHBE, R X Relation DRI TH S,

(4) George L. Trager, “ French Morphology: Verb Inflection.” Language,
Vol. 31, pp.511-529, 1955,
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BEXRFTD L, D¥DOZ LD,

3. morpheme

i

R(l)
allomorphs C morphophonemes
!
pho n'emes :

(2)
SAL, TOMAT—DEZHCOWTIE, 2D L5 BXT\\3%,

A move toward the recognitibn of a third stratum intermediate
between that of “ morphemes” (lexons) and classical phonemes was
made by Trager (1955) in his use of a descriptive framework that
(like Hockett’s “ programmed into” relationship) allowed morphemes
to have allomorphs which in turn were subject to morphophonemic
rules. But a complete intermediate stratum was not recognized by
Trager, since the intermediate level was provided only for certain
morphemes, while others were allowed to coexist with the allomorphs

of the former.

CDMVAF—DEL TR, ILERBIY, FREMEBRIRL -V
XATRINRET, BHEIPNOBHIL L T2 EHRCER LT R Y
yﬁ%@éorv4ﬁ—ﬁﬁ%Lt%%t%%i@¢ﬁté%%%%&%%
FRCHYT28ER, Thth, #UEFR (Pseudo-phoneme) & #E{LF

E# (Pseudo-morpheme) &5 HELHH LT, WERL, HBLUESR

e
fTs“r

1) -oORDEESD R 3 Represent OEZWETH L.
(2) Sydney M. Lamb, 1966. op. cit., pp. 23-24.
(3) Charles F. Hockett, 1961. op. cit.
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WX THEREN, BUFERZIBUERLOIL L, BLUFHEILETEC
Lo TEREINDG, L, ChERRTEHE, D2XDTEL LD,

4. morpheme

|

R®
|
pseudo-morphemes ~— C ———— pseudo-phonemes
r
phoienum

Ry MY, BREBEROBERYH/RIC LD IS E L, (LUDIC,
HERELCOBEYHEORCEA Lich, BHREL S —DDBA )T
X, FEIBHRIRT, ILCHEZEDIHER, THIIL S OBEMELBER
Tl o THREBRCOEND R - TEY, ThThEhokBEER LTV
5, EWOHIEBZRWELILDTHA S, £ LT, HBIL, thth, EBEDOA
Pl LT %, &EEz2f, ®m7 v MY, BREFVEBEOMICHNIET A
TeBARAMBEC L L5 & LDk, B s@ada2A e o 2 HE
LTz, &2 b2, HOSHEBEIBEYLTkY, £BI, Tth
ZRER ORI E RS, Lo Ebx ik, 7 anKEEERO S
T, SHEREIETHHE, BELTIVTHSS,

(1) ZoRT, R % Represent DK TH 2,

() T4k, BESEHC T HERLMEROBRC OV T, JHMc>ED
I 2w 3 (Sydney M. Lamb, 1966, op. cit., pp. 32-33),
..... the term phoneme has usually been used for segments on the hypo-
phonemic stratum. Many linguists in the past considered the morpheme
to be a combination of phonemes, and they recognized no element of any
higher stratum. They were thus holding a monostratal view of linguistic
structure. Although the untenability of the concept of the morpheme
as a combination of phonemes was demonstrated many times over a
period of years it remained a remarkably persistent notion, prevalent
even into the decade of the sixties. This concept was often held side
by side with several others, so that the term morpheme was used for ,
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T, b, MESREACRT 2ERLMEROBBFITOVT, TORE
HELEMINC I E o TR, 22T, BESEYOERLVEZROBEG
DB EDOFT, EDLS5 ENnIRTHE0, BELSLT T510
©, X UTRFT 5, fess, FEORCIE, &7y FOELHT, FhE
TOMESEFRCTIIED - & fud’ AR TH B,

COMPOSITION AXIS

w

STRATUM

LEXEMIC oLEXON O o

grammatical | morpheme  morphophoneme fud
i i iuj
i : b
N ; ™~
(I : N

MORPHEMIC ~ /MORPHEME MORPHON =
i pseudo-morpheme || pseudo- phoneme 8
i \\\ : ) 2
s \ | a
: \ | o«
; \\\ :' %

PHONEMIC LMORPH 1\ &, PHONEME o PHONON

HYPOPHONEMIC:O ] _OPI_{_ONE OHYPOPHONEME

phonemic morph phoneme component

COML, BESEEOBTRELTBEZOBBRICOVT, TORERBELY K
BAEob {0 b Tixdic 30TH s, BESE¥o BEIL/ILE

* wide variety of different units, sometimes within the pages of a single
book. A very widely held concept of the morpheme has been that it is
a class of combinations of classical phonemes, called allomorphs. But this
concept too is untenable. For a class can be completely specified by
a listing (or other precise identification) of its members; this is not true
of any of the units that linguists have wanted to call morphemes, since
their specification requires not only an identification of their realizations
but also the information as to the environments that provide the condi-
tions for the occurrence of the relizations.

(1) Charles F. Hockett, 1961. op. cit.
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T, RBXEORBEIRLFTRLTH %,

RBIETIE, ABECTOMEBMEOBWRARY L CTHEHLTW5D
T, ESHEECHMOSERROHEBLIEC EE bbb LV, FBEEHE
HEF UHBCR LB R A L THEHA LTV 603 %S T, 3,
CHODOREYRILT ILERD S, TRPEMDOHFEI BESHEFOL D
T, ChOOHECHY TS (WTFLLEULBRREESATHS LIRS
Iy IBIEO M Al it Lic,

Grammatical LEXEMIC
Phonemic HYPOPHNEMIC
Morpheme LEXON
Pseudo-morpheme ————— MORPHEME
Pseudo-phoneme ———— MORPHON
Component HYPOPHONEME

LD MES, HEEFESF © phonemic & morph L5 AiEE%
BAETIE, ThERRELSTBTHEAL T2 Z LR LEETHLEN
H%o -

EXs ¢, fud’ L\vH Kk y b O HEE WRER O 'E (Component
size) LEz bhb, WEREHTILL T Z ERFET, MeEhicd o
A fud’ v e s, FEECHBREOHNLOT, $ELL, &
DEANRBLEORT, [FHEH (Hypophoneme), &5\ i1, [
(Phonon) WHRE LICEATIWVWTHA I, |

M, BESREFOMEE L FTHROBFRYR L, EBREINBLT kT
5 [HFEW] (Lexon) 206 [TFHEHR] KW ICBBGRER LTS,

W ERE Ok, ik (Grammatical) & F# (Phonemic) D =20 JEic
SR Tusord L, RBEXETIE, MFE] (Lexemic), [fEE | (Morphe-
mic), [F# | (Phonemic), [ F#i3F#E ] (Hypophonemic) Dpy-oo @iz 4y
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T3, |

IIT, MECes 0, BESFEFONELFTHRHOEBOPHICH 5 #
w%%%a%m%*a,m%i%DF%%J&M5E®%%f56°

WESE¥TI, FRLWERIFOBE L, ThrhEHORT% Ik
T, ERMULIbITHHA, TOZ ik, MEOMICHE KEN DD,
WEDOBTIL. BEERBSIOLCOMESYEENLYRETICEEED, &
REEHEOBRRE b oW LR d, —F, BHEOBTYL, ThERATE
S, BRELORIOHREH -, HERELEEOBRILIZ LD,
L Lishih, BEEREFOELLIBHNDO—2TH > BB LV 5 D
CE2LL, REYEBETHIESOEGGAILEET SRY, ToHEBHKNLD
AL ERLMBT5Z LA TH S L, TE0HGEY, BEROMH
FELTERTAHIELL, BRORIIZhA DL LTERRTAHI L LAHE
THD, LonLiehih, TRLEVEBRIEENLLEFE VTR EDL, A1
MOt Tt LT e bigy, & LT BfgE LEEEOER
LR OMON N EE T RN PH OB Y, BRBEDIH LRLEK
BE, BROFHLBUFTEELRELLOTHS ),

WL TIE, © OSSR KT 5 ER L WBROPMICH 5 B b
—2ODBxLT5 & RM L, TURE] (Morphemic) L\ 5 BEEREL,
Ihiz, 2O HEBIDOBL [THEH] DBORMIC, $5—20R &l
VHEETSLEET AR I ot, DD, HIRS TLEMTEL IS,
G OB B THEEG] (Lexon) (X [HRE] DR kiT 5 [THEHE ]
(Morpheme) (2 X » T [#ss] (Realizate) 3h, BRI IFE CBCE
3% [#PRE | (Morphon) MBIH > TWbEE2 D, X hic [FEERE]
(&, F{LoRE F#]) (Phonemic) g3 % F#] (Phoneme) = X » T
'#/Rk] &h, (E#] XFECBO [EF] (Phonon) n b h oh, [HFH ]
X, THLo B IFEE#E] o [THE$%R] (Hypophoneme) 2 k- T [#
Rl ENDHITTH 5,
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RO, EEMEONIC, 2ATOBD RS, LD DL
%ﬁ%m&éo?fﬁ,E@ﬁuﬁﬁm;of,v<oab%ﬂ5#%@§
EOBMBEIC L THRELTHA O RN, bz, EEizAR>0B (L
##E#H ] (Hypersememic), [ | (Sememic), [FE\ ], [HHE], [FiH],
I THEERD ’Zobhdiwd, i, ThrthoEix, [#] (Pattern)
wie T, LW iEiRT, [ARA] (Alternation pattern), [FEH ] (Sign
pattern), [EZ%|® | (Tactic pattern), [&# A | (Knott pattern) opyg-o
FRDIENLL, WiER20 FRBITNTH, WoOoHMeHsw 2L R
W THHH L, X, Zhbloo [# | oht, [EREM ]|, 58 ,
[#ERE | 1k [FR#45 ] (Realizational portion) ¢h b, [FFIE ] i3 A
FI1E 4] (Tactic portion) & LT, BéhRodT, EHEHRFE] (Hyper-
sememe), [E%F | (Sememe), [FE\ F | (Lexeme), [HER], [FF]
(Phoneme), [T#&EF ] (Hypophoneme) 7 &3, & X 5L Xh,
FoBiE R RO, AR IhLE S THSL, L LT B,

Db, £2 LT, BESESc KT 5ERLMBEOEGRL, WEEL
DEEAEE LT, chAbUNMLIBEEEEFXOBB I KRBT ER
B E 2 bLONRPBLEEZLNLEDT, THALYHMINCERT S,

. SZozFi BROKR] (System
of Relationship) D#E4:

1930 A B 1950 FRITT T 7 AV 7 v:gﬁé%ﬁ%‘%%ﬂ%ﬁ@%)ﬁ
BT, FRLVEBRCET o0, HeRERFHIO—D2LIc-T
Witk B0k, EFADOMETHS S,

(1) Sydney M. Lamb, 1966. op. cit.
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<))
Ry ML, EFALEY ‘MzE AR EF /l/ -(Item and arrangement

- model), ‘BRJSK=5 1’ (Item and process model), ‘ZE& L Z{LFEHR
€5’ (Word and paradigm model) @ =23 1L TW5D, EeE
IbRE=FAUL, FV Y viE, FTVE, vVAZ Yy PR EDEBETHT
XEHLOT, BESEFETE, b3, mxBHARes’ L BES
KETFN DTOTwANEF LI, BEAHLEF71 ke 7 (Edward
- Sapir) OFIhESDBLOT, “MzAHTRETAL BTV —AT7 4 ~AL FOD
ML DTHs, LubhiTWwWAH, 1040 FERH B 1950 FERFTHT
WA ET, Whdd, BAFe T—a7 4 —AF 4 7V, Nz ES
RETA ODHELCZOLD T WD, %ﬁ@7xuw;%$£®iﬁ%t
LTWiebosE2 bR, LhLichb, SRZEAZBNETIEE,
M, ERE, ERRoBH%E, sR-BEMhEiv) XL, TET
b, Bz EFE0EE (Item) DL & FHEHCH S €7 AT, BHCHRE TN
X ERWEBIRAETH D - LARECH DA LID, wry bb BES
RETFTL' ODFERS RN L T2,

7 AV h OBESEFEOTED X, ZOEFAOFHEY LRCBELRD S
LEZTIVTHAS, 2%Fh, MAEFR=ETAL LT “BFRN=
FATRLTY, MERSHRCBEINETH L Z ENHLLR s Tebld
THbH, £ZT, ThHBDEFALLLLEREFHL LLEFANKD bk
B, EHMAERLETIE, fiE o0 F L2 BRH— LEERO €7 1%
2T ERME R,

WREAETIE, FLLuEF ko, LW RBRYZF T, SE0
BREYIACHES EFATRHTED L0, TTRHEALMCIR > TV B

(1) Charles F. Hockett, “ Two Models of Grammatical Description ”’, Word,
Vol. 10, pp. 210-231. 1954. Reprinted in M. Joos (ed.), Readings in Linguistics,
pp- 386-399. Washington, 1957,

(2) R BEHR & GBRAR LLHRGEL. TR THEESEYOR,

p- 232, WF9Ett, 1963. 12 X %,
(3) Charles F. Hockett, 1954, op. cil.
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E3, FOLWEFARAERETZLIRAETHS, L L, FERE, L
FR SO TEHEY b - TORA> TS AR D, EBYE
BTEHETL, FEFEYHERST TR ENIDTATHS, &
WSE LT, RBEORLEANLIRCTH D [ERIBEFROKR] TH
HEOLCHREZ FELIbDE HEIND, LiiisT, RKBLHEOERC

‘MzFEHRETL  BREIARETAL DX R ETAIFEELE
T, THOHDEFATRE LD - MERTC, [BifR] (Relationshir)
EWOBMETHRLrY>ELTWS, LBbhb, Lichi-T, HESEY
CRI2ETADTEI N, —D2DOREL- T, [EREBEGROKR] &
WO RENEERICLDLHEEEh D, BTz, SEBEOSERIL,
TC, ‘And’ & ‘Or’ o BR%xHFL, “hbo ks, <Upward’ L
‘Downward’, X 5z ‘Ordered’ t ‘Unordered’ } fla{THh X » CTHERAY
FoTWBEVLHSERTETH D,

. # D fin

1940 RO A B 1960 Fie T, &7 v b OEREL, B EHS
CWAWAHRET KREFEY 2o Bbhs i, T TRARTEL
ﬁ,%wmm,WW$nmvy$h,%%@ﬁﬁ%ﬁ%mL,Eﬁaiét
¥, ‘HIMNTATHEE’ (Portmanteau morhp) ¢ * ¥ v £HE° (Empty morph)
EWOHMNYBEALTHD, ZOFEXHIEC- T, KEXETIE, IH
i—ift (Generalize) LT, [HF#I < [WEE] oRBIE»Y T, TEH
B (Hypersememic) 0Bz H T 5L LT, [MTAER] (Port-
manteau realization) ) [+ =3/ ] (Empty realization) & 584 TH
MmEINRTWBE, FExbhb,

(1) Charles F. Hockett, “Problems of Morphemic Analysis”, Language,
Vol. 23, pp. 321-343. 1947. Reprinted in M. Joos (ed.), Readings in Linguistics,
pp. 229-242. Washington, 1957.
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SFE, Ky METEALC, HEAF (dom) OREALRILTE,
BERaR 5 a0, WERE RO, bok EOLATEL S LAY
BThiro b BXTWEH, ZOEZHiL, WRBYXECRT? FLETE
# | (Hypersememic) L\ 5 B SR 5T E 5T E fnotb Dk Bbh
%o

IV. % & o)

Uk, 720 2 EEERFHEBORBBRBCENT, A —27 4~ F
DiihE LB FEFEOEEDOHT, Fhie, RKBEERORBECT b0
%@?52L&Eﬁéhé%@%%ﬁLf?tﬁ FEEMCKE LB B EZ L
tkubh6®m+7/bf%65 Wre b -SRBEEOB LV SBE
ik, B [SEMEI—EORBURYETAH] L WO RERERIET
BED—2Lih, Ry POFRBIIMEBEORII AL LTWA, L5 IR0
TR BR R8T A, TR = [EFI5 7] (Tactic analysis) 75 &0
AR Ll DrEr bhd L, TREVEROBKRT, MAoBsEY
RTHBOILBL, HE2XETFTALOTHEY REELCH - T, Samid [BIFR
DER] LW RBLEDOHREY AR LICLDEEZ bR, TOEKRT
L, w7y PDI19CIEDRNIL, 7 AV A THRELEEEES) LB
WIE~DOBERX R TLIOTHD, HIBERTIEIABEOFTEERE 2/ -3
A7OBREER LTS, LW2BTHAH5,

BETEEEmML, WThi, MR LThER O CRER S b
ZTW5h, EvbiTWw52%, BB, LB O LUWERR 2Tt

(1) Charles F. Hockett, A4 Course in Modern Linguistics. The Macmilan
Company, 1958.

@) &7y PRRBEGECOVCTIBHRTE AL, Fabtry PRIECHL T
Lo iy b ORBREIZ ﬁ?%%ﬂiﬁ%@ﬁ&@&hi&&f@@t¢kb
Do
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€))
L%\, &%, HHPREEXID, SV LTERCH XD, Emok
E, BBAYHAF LIz,

() BBHECBT 2L LTI 2EDLOnH 5,
Charles F. Hockett, “ Sound Change ", Language, Vol. 41, pp. 185-204. 1965.

Emmon Bach, “Review of C.I.].M. Stuart (ed.), Roport the fifteenth Anual
(First International) Round Table Meeting on Linguistics and Language
Stuties.” (Especially pp.280-285), Word, Vol. 21, pp.273-285, 1965.

James P. Thorne, “ Review of (Same as above)”, International Journal of
Amevican Lingwistics, Vol.31, pp.371-374. 1965. (Approximately % is
devoted to Lamb and Gleason.)

Paul M. Postal, Aspects of Phonological Theory, Chapters 1-9, 1968.

Wallace L. Chafe, « Review of Outline of Stratificational Grammar’’, Language,
Vol. 44, pp. 593-603. 1968.

Charles F. Hockett, “ Review of Outline of Stratificational Grammar”, Intey-
national Jowrnal of American Linguistics, Vol. 34, pp. 145-153. 1968.

F.R. Palmer, «“ Review of Outline of Stratificational Grammayr” Journal of
Linguistics, Vol. 4, pp. 287-295. 1968.

DPon R. Vesper, “ Hockett, Lamb, and Lamination ”, International Journal
of American Linguistics, Vol. 35, pp. 66-67. 1969.





