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1971 4 i 22 35 Wi B B B 3 (Jean Starobinski) K R(F N 25 ) — A5 FEH 5] 5 TR /R FEREIE
Bk TR O, M T 50 BE B X0k TR 76 B T R BOR R R B . A8 Bl 22 2 3 % X — [ i
HEATWESE  ADBAT DU 2 PR R A IR B — BN, A28 — 1], 20 {22 70 AF AR B MR 35 TR 0 T ig 3 K2
LIRS R 25 IR LTI Sk DO H M S 16 09 —onie RIS TE &5 = 2587 — DB SN . & 1989 4E,
H P RLR 2 Py« BT 58 (René Amacker) #UHZFECR /RS T)) R R E LG 355" TR,
2002 4RI = TR ) SRR F R A B IETF R E A — D2 u R4 R . H E R R B 1 SCAPE
FAGTEPE . 2005 45 3% A0 5 = FIYICHE 7 ) S 159 W 28186 7 = 5l A R o2 6 TR 45 /K7 (Linguistique
et poétique du discours: dpartir de Saussure) K FE —RIN LWz, P EECGEFE Y BTl ER R
45 IR LAEA U JR TR A LA 2 3 2 B — A IR AR e B AR R 7O, 2016 4E L RUR TR L REE
IR-BEIE « Ze 4555 FLIR (Pierre-Yves Testenoire) FlF v [ P 4 & & 1 4 3 Gl 18 R SCAR : R R 10877 ) @,
SR 2R 2 K B REARAE AT WE ST P AT AR o U 28 R RO A R R AR — SE EE PO (R T S
FE DAY 2t AE) 32 S8 Mgt D32 AH 75 B9 1 LI LU AR TR 20 BT LA o R R TR VR R S A R R
SO AR R SRR TR A SCAR I 2 PR E LS %,

HEIESHRIBEKIR - ﬂigﬁ}?,ﬂ;ﬁ#%(fimile Benveniste) i )\ 75 15 7 2 A 22 2 #8 (Antoine Meillet) ,
WA R 2 IR B AL 51 TRl B 7R I S O AGE 5 2 TR S A AT S S U e — R A . hAEE S
2P A T ) b R A B AR G R A O O BB L 1R S S AR F T Uangue) BUB E O L T

(DJean Starobinski, Les mots sous les mots: les anagrammes de Ferdinand de Saussure (Paris: Gallimard, 1971), 14.

@ René Amacker, “Note de Ferdinand de Saussure concernant le ‘discours’, 7 Cahiers Ferdinand de Saussure, no. 43 (1989): 93-94.

@ Henri Meschonnic, “Saussure ou la poétique interrompue,” Langages 39, no. 159 (2005): 10.

@ Marcio Alexandre Cruz, Carlos Piovezani, Pierre-Yves Testenoire, Le discours et le texte: Saussure en héritage (Louvain-la-Neuve: L’ Har-

mattan-Academia, 2016), 5.
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B EFZEAI R 10" F5 1”7 (parole) JEWE M BF ST . FURI IS 18 5 2 L 1_ % « 4B K (Jean-Paul Bronckart)
FRAEAYE e Wi PR 2 B T EE M R O, B2 o EURER 2 R [ OOX A YE JE TR Y B % L R
HAR SRS T — AN B A RS S 2l BB R B I — AR S RO R O, Sk IR s 2
oD Z AT 3K S LA R B B 22 A 2R AR 18 T A 5 At 0 T BRI R B W

AYEJE R X R AR R ZE X R O 22 AR s il i« #5 /K ¢ (Claudine Normand) #: 2 JE 25 fll 24
RGBT ¥ RO AL R REAANBE 2B R RO, HEHIS R R RKAMAGE T RES
JEAR B 2 ARy X S SUSEAT TR R (S B S AR AT A (T A R ) PN
3 N R T X A T LR T BN SE Y . BB BIF ST R BT A R SR BRI 8 8 R AR T R R
TG AR b Y S LM B 22 53 ik el . Fe s H A7 35 o Fh 22 K (Akatane Suenaga) T UK 8 (Ru-
dolf Engler) it P4 73 WHF 285 /R 380 1 5 F HOR VP A ) #8755 1 R 45 IR0 5 16106 21 ] (2% 1) ) R 2840 3% A 4
JE R BRAR P B 25 Q. 1 BT % KAk KUK « W24 (Jean-Michel Adam) # Hi . 4% 4 J& 37 £5 B A8 1Y
CESE T TR AT RGRKIEE AR WO, S RREREEEN TR 2R —E M RHO,

B b H RO R 5 72K (Robert Godel) 452 H MU« 28 25 JR 3% 38 15 75 FOFE Fi A 9 I8 = o A 4 Je Jii
R IZAERE 11T PR R LA AR ) 10 & Wl A R A 3 s M7 B LR R 7 R i 0 o
— [ ELIE MR G 1 T M ORI R T T e Wi ARt AR IR, SRR L R E I - 2
W H B (Trene Fenoglio) & B, AR [RFE 12 22 PU 0 22 e 1963 — 1964 “#4E IR E L, 2 M AFE /R (R 2K
WFFEAETIN1957 4R35 15 BIR KRR LK 1908 — 1909 4E @ iE 5 F8A ), HEMEE TR CTIHIERNIS
RO, 33 TG BE A 0 T T AR DR IR BRI T A T MR . DY Ah . R GE IR R T SCRR AR L IR B AR SC R AR H
H- Mg gty 17 R M 5 204 A 2 Je 4 6 8T 00 58 B IR o AR M O S DL 32 B AR o N 183
IRBAE M . T SONS  Z38 30 SO R IF 0 5 s W 3 AR I 2 1 B E TR A TR

T R 25 IR 5T L B AL B PRCR G5 R 55 = UGl 1 5 7 200 ) I 9tk ) L 3R 25 IR TE A W 8 1 A kR i
b i 1 5 SRR AT AR R T S 2 ORE ) B Ok 8 R G R SRR O A T A X A BEAE BE R R GRS
AN L EEO R E B AR Y JE TR 58 0 RN K T B 4 R I T T O 0 I T T 2 A0 S 1) i
T — R BT, AT 2K A E LS A B B S A B A R R R A A R I 2 MR SR, 251
P& H WAL 5 2 R AE I 18 AR 38 0 5 R TR, REER BT A AT %) P AR DG IR L S (2 4% AN TR) 9 BF 9 8 A2

— WEHNRE

XF TR R IR M YE e S Re H8 B 4 1 3k — > T A% B R 2 B 0 S (AT TRR 2% F A £ BE R AT
TR, AT BINE T 5 F I S IE P A BORE MAALTE 5 e K A A Bk = AR B OC R
AT 35 B % 3 1 B 9

(DJean-Paul Bronckart, Théories du langage: nouvelle introduction critique (Bruxelles: Mardaga, 2019), 239.

QOF 2 « BRI 2B EARGEREH— P SOUF ) B8R R « AR YRR B e @i 5 5 B GRIRAD ), EARZEHE, AW « 325 -
B A S 2008 4ERTL A 1 T,

@ Claudine Normand, “Saussure-Benveniste,” Cahiers Ferdinand de Saussure, no. 56 (2003): 126.

@ 75 B A e SCHE I S0 1 5 2 T D P Gl R RS I PR T) (1939) (0 15 7 2 1 IR BB 340 ) (1954) (TR 1 SLTR) ) (1954) (il & 2 P i
“HERT)(1962) (iR E 2R ) (1963) (AN HE 22 LU 1R 4528 ) (1963) (1 1% 21 th (9 B S0 38 30) (1966) (250 = X 5k 5 %)
(1968) (i i 7 S (915 5 ) (1968) ((iF &5 7552 ) (196 9) 45 SCTE 14 1 IUA 4 JE i R 26 T R 4R MR 34

® Akatane Suenaga, “Benveniste et Saussure: 1’ instance de discours et la théorie du signe, ” in Emile Benveniste vingt ans aprés, ed. Claudine
Normand and Michel Arrivé (Paris: L’ Atelier intégré de reprographie, 1997), 128.

©® Jean-Michel Adam, “Discours et interdisciplinarité: Benveniste lecteur de Saussure,” Cahiers Ferdinand de Saussure, no. 54 (2001): 201.

(D Jean-Michel Adam, La linguistique textuelle (Paris: Arman Colin, 2015), 19-27.

® Emile Benveniste, “Robert Godel, Les sources manuscrites du Cours de linguistique générale de F. de Saussure,” Bulletin de la Société de
Linguistique de Paris 55, no. 2 (1960): 25-26.

@Iréne Fenoglio, “Linguistique générale et héritage saussurien dans les notes préparatoires du cours de Benveniste, College de France 1963-
64,” Cahiers Ferdinand de Saussure, no. 67 (2014): 85.

O & AZRECT AL ) RERCRGRE =R I H 22 AR 8 A, BRI 2002 4500 55 2 3T,
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LUPHNIEEWNE 2= = A C ey E i )

()i Sk

TEH N FLR A0 Bl i — sk TR b R R X IE AT T L 1R G 8 5 % T8 ) SR s 8
VISR o At TS 5 5 35 58 1 X0 57 0 & o ok B 35 R A2 - 18 5 DO NI 15 B 3 1Y L (B R A A A E R
X T8 - 8 UL A7 B A 20 R SR MR R AT s e 7 O 5 2 5 A H R TS
W AR S IS i B S AR T R . BRAR B S AR MR E G AT B 4 IE 2 R
VERTETR” S AR WIE R N R iE S I RAT8) 8 S A B A . X RO RARMEAR LRI AT A 3
HEMEEN R B MR AR EFIEP R A S AET N, — YA IR LA A
3 R B e T AR @

AR JE R XIS TR B AR BRI T R IRNEE . RE/RUIE TiE S 55 N AR s
A, FIER S SETERT R R L AR T W I N U TE B AR A Y ED 4 el AR 2 FRATT A R
WO, ARl o5t B TE A A S TR B8 IR P R AT S ROR R IE T M AT RE T, R e S
AT G TS RS AU AR URIE O, 5L A, 75T 515 T WX 4 L A 2 4 L e
LT R IRIU AN IEIE R TSR iE T " HEA R IR 2 FE T — WA A2 F
R S T A T U TE AR M A ORI I O IR B E T .

(D FIBSIEIE

TG IRAECE 8 5 2 O ) bt 2 0l 3517 — 3 . — 7 T AR 35 8 S 7815 3R] Rede R XL Z
—:“Rede KEAHM YT FiH (parole) . HEfiN I 3R 1E " (discours) 475K B bk " O Fh FH 2kt BLTE( R 45
IRE SR EE F BT E S REAR ST B RATER T4 A1 ie s 16 4 7 55 15 15 ) i P 48
. (EEYN{EE Sprache FEA langue  #AKIE S M langage  FFAIE S "M & . Rede:parole MEIET .
“H LA discours 11 ) . Rede £ 5/ 5 parole ML AH A BA discours (& T2 L."OR LA L, &
GIRNAFIESHEIEEW A Z 2 AR MBS, H5— i, b iS5 5 0 1E R SCEE A L F 3R
(discours) Z 5 I A 4E 2 BB /E M ULiE & X B EKIE T (parole) " “Hr =4 B — V125 B 76 5 R (discours) 2
Bl )3t O o 3 [) B 8 R o I S AR B MR T A & O T IR — VI R R T O IR W AR BT RS I, R IR
M EEES S S MRS A EGZA  BHE B Z A0,

B REIRECHEYP X F 11T M (acte de parole) #E47 T Ui HH . “ B F 1B A7 N W9 — U 240 745 AR 4% Al IR
AR AT BRI s — R B A W R — R B 3R Y K B  TTBUIL A 12 Bl B 25 R L R ROME LA IR A
2510 Of AR R 3% 20 1 5 08 R IR T 2 8 AT O & TEAE N T 2 B T A% 3k SRR R L X S i R B
2 S, GO I T TR A At R AR R A A R O

TR VRS 5 5G] AR 4 e Wi FR X R 45 R T 2 0 J2 4K IR A7 35 18 5 15 1 2Z 18] A 4 e B e L
5O R AN TE AR E R R RO IO W S TR AR TR 1Y OC &R B AR S R 0 H R A
SiEE N2 NS UL AT R R ULTE BT A B3 BRI X — S, AN R F R g7 R, WA 2%
RIS T 0 B )RR S AR A0 AT - FRATT 08 R 5 X G R 7 A R AR B B AT SR A B T AR R A 0 SCAR @] AR

DR LR WG ¥ T T FH 0P, MR K AL 2011 4R 0L 45 241 0T,
Q@ R IRCE W IE T B 5 A LR BT 45 BN 4 1980 4F R 45 237 BT,
ORAI/RCEMIEF ¥ A5 41 T,

@BKIR « A4t e W Re i 15 7 2 B GE A )L 55 161,198 T,

OBAKIR « AR JE WrRRC W 8 15 T A ) B GRERAR) )L 5 292,301 BT,

O R /RCEWIEF F )5 36 11,

DR IRCR G IR =W W T 20 ), B AR AR 2002 4F i, 56 79 WL,
@ RY IRCR LR — UKl 15 7 FHRRE T B A b B B K 2= 44002012 AR5 2 1.5 90 T,
O JE JRECR IR TG TE BIIS R ) - CSCEE PRI 02014 AR5 4 11,55 22 3T,

O R ARG F F AR5 37 11,

DR RCGE B IEF 2 FH) 5 241 7T,

@IBAIR « ARG Je SRR M 58 15 2 ) B GR EAR) )L 5 159 T,
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A Je W RH B S B AL — Fh IR SCAS L BIBRAR AT A B 45 SR . X AU SUE A BE S I8 R P AR B T IE S X i
A A S AT AR BT A T A R ORr LA FEAR 4 JE TR R AU B T R
FA) G it o T 8 0 ) 5 PR R AT R 3 — 3 2

ARERIECES VT RE R )— 30 535 F—A)HL T 1F : “nihil est in lingua quod non prius fuerit in
oratione (T I — VI AR BAFE T IEZH) 7O, RATBRA TR B RE /R LT IET 55 BEMRE X
R A BEEEEN (Geérard Dessons) B8 Hi  AY4EJE W45 19 338 048 L R 25 /R B BTt . Mkl
A Je R TR TR ST 28 TR T R oratio B A 2R R S X AR 2D AT DU < U A RO LR s DL A 5 B0 TE
(7 2 SO W PFR O, B2 R IR 2 JE T R R E T S IR AR S R T AR R R 1R L R S
B T T . AR W AR I TR TE AN S B A R R A S R R BN A SN L AT S TR S B
FME .

— WERHA

S5k F CFEAT ORGSR 12— EWIE AR 5 U AR B P R TE F E0e AR RS e it
HARG/R—HBFREERAARCWIET B, R UL 3 R ML TE R4 K 0 AR R & A7 Ak 1 07 2R 4R
B AA e JE s O A TE L BR A MBI IE AR T,

Sl 58 THESRN

R IRX EARM S TECHAR )k © & 7T LBl WL — B, il n 7218 A & R R MR G RN — i,
FEVETE T &AL T AR A — R 0 PSS BT US4 O B Y 0 2 L HERR T IR I &
PIDER T REE . <o T3 —I7 T AETE T Z A0 & 3 [ A ) 2 78 AATT R e 42 BB 5 kS Ok L 44
HAZXARRWES”D, B BAER FIHAT 0P 3, & Akt 5 U0 BRI 0 B 5 3
R T A A 2 I ) Al B VOB S %> B o BT T 348 1 IR O 5 AR e e DU . g ) S TR] IR PR IR T R 3 2 1
AT AR A Ly WL 7 JEE A A5 55 U AR AE B O B9 AR 7 0 3h b n] DL P A el B T 1 B R T
WEDNIE T A . FRATTAT LUE . R IR A AR 23 4> £ BE SR 5 18 0 F2 04, A N2 0 4k 17
T TR B AR T B A2 2 SRR RS AR .

VERASAFAE 1 TR 5 1 G St — R AAT R . RGN 1 7 R I B & i 52 38 e 50
Mo A7 AE 2 K S ST MR 8 S5 R 2 AT — R A AR B AT 22 i) i sl ST 1 B0 R il 22 ELA R S OB 1 M S A
B TR W IS SR — R S S e B R 7 W R U — A G TR ) — A ARk
R 2 5 T 2 A 1) A T TS 2 M e B AR B T AME ) R X 4

VERAL S AETE Y EARIR I F HE S & — AR o7, RERAEMIR S F IR 73X — 5 sS4y i
T8 H TR TR S IR R R (A N A B A TR AR A s A A — R A R I RF SO X R k2
Y Al AR I AR U T 4 B R T T e T A O B R el T RS2 ML RE A B AL BE 1Y s ] AR UL
M rpIE R T SR ARG AT S A ] A B DR I R 2 Ok ) T R A A A R 3 2 5 U R R S
FE 2 SR AR HE A TETE (1 EAF S TS NG A 2 1] P Sk A% 338 R0 42 ook 1 #5707 1 3

(DO FUm AR WEEN AR

A Y Je R i O HE TR B AR R AT 4 R R TR N VR S 2RO R AT L = AT
TH A P

G, H U R BN R AR I IR, BT Z B LUSCR AT RE L IS R B U NER E o

OBRIR « A Je W75 30 1 5 2 R BG4 ) 55 162 1T,

QOFKIR « A Je Wi e W 30 1 7 2 IR B (B 1349 ) )L 5% 198 T,

® Gérard Dessons, Emile Benveniste, 1’ invention du discours (Paris: Editions In Press, 2006), 60.
@ RA /R MR F = H D)5 170171 5L,

QRGIRCEWIHE T % THi) 58 241 1T,

ORAI/RCEWIEF ¥ A 5 34 T,

DRGIRCE BT 5 58 45 35 5L,
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LUPHNIEEWNE 2= = A C ey E i )

PRI [ 72 5 T ol A SR R DA Je i R0 38 78 SOR S IEFERR IR & A X — 15 5 BRIAM 4 T
TR AL AR D L AN S — AN RN SR JE IR R AR AT AT A AR AE — AN R LA X R BT A A R
1 B M A BN AFAE X — B8 SC B A FR T I ME A B R — S ULER A O B I 2R R U RO
BRI 2 A o 3 o DO T B AT3E 5 — IR AR B2 = AFR . TEARRE R ER /MR R R Z 5. A
FREVS OO, U 3 /AR EAT B FRAE W51 TR R 0 R B0 85 = AR ™ 2 5 S 3% 175 I 37 1) o — ] g 7Y
WRIRIE 30 IR S35 1 A2 IF AR 9 A B 2 1002 TR R Bl i i i 67 2 S0 B AT A — N A ol — B XA A — A
T —P B HA SRR US RO,

FoUc s MG F L SL A C RAETE . AR SR TR 9 35 UL TR TR P OF HOl A A SO R
PR “BR T A Bl ad F 8 S0 A 2 HEAT T IR B9 UE B Z Ah L OF AN A TR AR OG T R B 4 1 % IR
P57 ©, (R R [ FRAUEN] HRRIE o B RSB e T IR R B DD OG &R L I R X 6 3 11
S PP I NFR S R R B B WR A Bt 2k 2 8 T R O 7B IR g L R A 1 U TR AR R R, X A
REL VRN QR B A e = R N 1R S S A S O IRV o S B 2 O R s = S Y Nl LR R T VR
FFROA 37 B Bl N #R AR — DT N UR7 L AR R BEWT UL A © 9 5 3 - JC IR T 1 3035
SRR RSO BT T BUR B R RTBURE R AR R R A 3T HX I
RRE TR A T AR R LR SR U TR O R A2 F R AR A RO IR e
EIVAY SN

P UL ERR IR S I AR RN B S IR R R . I F R TR R AR KRR AL
iP5 38 B UL A X ST 3 S A AR AR B S S TR B OC R — DR A S IR U E AT S
IS TT LR S L A2 SRR T AR TS T AL Th AT BRIR IO, F U 0K A 2o ORI
[0 FsF L S0 At B X 3 3 SR T AR 5 R R T SR ) UL T T A N PR DU TS i 0L Y A
W FULEMRMN TR A R A DR AFR” LSS 7 ELE G i 235G 28 52 0 32 MO0 T 5 A0 1A - 5
PR X eR NI PN CIINGUREIIG 228 G K (NN AR S (ESEt0: e S 7 N £ R AR LT DL A R LT S AP g e ol £ )
67 LA B R Z R ORI TR JWER VRAE IR A5 5F PO 2 3 — X — PRV R DL B AR o
O HEAT R L O R R R T T S AR A A A AR O

FBIRASYE TR OC TG T v A B 3 B 2 B0 BE 8 A R 2 I8 AR B — S 19 2 AR PR (ARG JE S
R 1 AL TIC S T Ay A o At X 2R 4 R 1 R A I Dy = RO AR R AR R e AR R R
o AR L T RS AT LSS TR RE B T = ONBR I RE s L = HERE D NSk i oL R R LR
I VAR 95 A BB IE S —

= AFHIHAL R

AR R R A T T AR R R B A SO Y — A TRD RS T RL P TR A Al ) A 1 SR AR AR P AT L
FUAR 7 JE o AECHARAS J R 307 T ) 1 At 5 2 S v o B A — SRR A 00 B R 1) 285 BB A 37 15 D b o 5%
TIFRMEITT e 0 KRG IR AR BT I MESC  AGE R AR A2 T A S — R WA S JFHITRE TIRS
ES T EMiEy b

(=) R A ATEE FR TR TR 5 ANe?”

QBAIR « A4l Je R 30 1 5 25 A CEE A )L 88 294 TiT,
QBAIR « A4l Je i R 00 1 75 2 A R AR ), 88 285 it
OBKIR « AR Y e W Red L il i 5 27 AU G IFEAS) )L 5 295—296 TiL,
@BAIR « ALk Je i Ri 0 1 = 2 ) A LR AS) )L 88 290 TiT,
OQBAIR « A i Je Rk 38 1 75 2 DA GBI AS) )L 88 289 Tt
O©BAIR « Al Je i 0 1 75 2 ) A 38 A9) 04 5 293,296 T,
DBRKIR « A Y 2 7 Re L 3 17 7 2 Il B B 13 AR ) ) 55 294 TiT,

@ BAIR « AR 4k J& i R 3 1 2 A CEE A )L 88 296 BT,
OBAIR « A4l Je R 5 8 1 75 2 A CRE I AS) )2 88 296 Tt
OFKIR « A Y e W7 Re 8 3 1 7 2 Rl B G149 ) )L 5% 298 Tt
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KGR AT IH AR B (syntagme) — 2 Ny A) T MR ) B, )22 A Mg a7 BIAEL”
(BT LARG 0] 7R T W AR TiE s "0, (A 53 MG 1 B AE RV 2 AL G 4R A iy 2T B A7
TR AT B 3 4 TE R 2R B ) B A R IZOA N R R T E ML AR T EE9. il A
FEEATRIATHEF W RH T 5E I BERZSHIE T ARMES & & BAKE T0E— 28, By 78 Ay B 45
RPN SE R ST AR AR TR TR E TN A R E R SO B R R W B B
R ARATC A 2 BT L. P JE M JE R RTE D — A Wit iR 5 X R g 8 748 B s 21 I 22 b 5t BE )
T REAEM AR 8 T8 5 va ) 1 Z Y 22 5 o5 4 % 00 5, DA )+ Je WD b 1) SRR AIE 2 45 b ) 22 TE A
ZAE"D, e AL ) E R R RE R 7%t A) 7 R 58, A BRI 4n 2R A 7 )R T I
L FRAT TR AN REAE B M A 5 3”@, P IF“FRATTE 4 DOiAl B B Hh 2 1 FRATT o] DA LA 7SR B4 R ©),

SEPR b R RE X A MER . AR L i TR A SO R R ) M B AR O T T R Y
RN M7 T, B R FAUAEAE 5 3 L AR TE TR IR I 5 (langue discursive) 7@, “3E I Y7 (discur-
sih) B R4 IR & F AE 0 s BB A W AW 5 150 sh80E 5 LA BRiR i 87 (langage discursif) |
“Prif i 5 7 (langue discursive) ; BEAAEZ A ] A N5 5187 19 AL, L an Bir A 1Y 28 2h #F 52 75 35 1515
s &7 (Toutes les modifications [ ... ] se font exclusivement dans le discursif) . “ A & 5 #4288 14 45
B AR TR # 22 91 ” (Toute la langue entre d’abord dans notre esprit par le discursif) , 7] LA, R %%
IR BRI TE 57X — RIKTH A 716 S M5 18 XS i T F 15 1% 317 (langage) .

(A F 2 90 m ThiE ”

ey € | TR E G B N R )7 R REE W T RTRR A WE S O Il L 3K — T 1) AR AR 4 Je 7 IR LA 3
T AL Tk — AR TR T RTINS T TR AT S RGN E R U AT 55 Ah— ATk B
HEANE 38 0 T B AE 5 Wt L, 3Rk O SO 2 0518 OAR A e W B i — I L b T R
7 4] 5 A RURH DX G T 2 R TR B AR T FRAT AR T A AT A TR X ) e R S A
YRR IR T Y O] B R PR B TR R R B ) R TR 1 B TR B AR A e R T S iR S
AT, NI E X FRE )RR TiRiER . 2 RAEXBA R LN EE LA FRiEiEn
PO,

REARAT 5 02 1 & 095 ) T2 BRI 1 A IR 245 5 FVa) 1 A SR B B XS 7GR AT S s AR S
T8 5~ S0 AN B S s £F5 LI 4 O 350 S0, T ) S BB SCRIR 6 5 75 5 AR e M i) 7 OB 2 e B )
AR 1 X PR AETE Ty R E AR W IIRE A5 B E SR ) 1 B 1RSI - A4k Je W ke i itk X
O3 R R SO PR AR O s X IR R AR O O G AR AE AR R B3 et R TR L T
A e RS I E TR B FET 70 &AM 28 B S5 R R G585 ) — 2 18 5 78 B 15 1Y 28 i v i
o

ALY SR W E T ARG K )1 Y E AL (E L FE AR IR O RO A DX S R At A S T R OC
CREFFHE AR BRI SR F T A B S B M R )7 B SR R E A T R 2

ORGI/RCEWIEF F AR 172 51,

QRA IR 2 HO8) 47 173 B,
ORG/RCE WG F ¥ B 5 174 5T,

DR G RCE W F F ) 4 150 51,
QRGIRCE W F ¥ HM) 55 150 1T,

©® Ferdinand de Saussure, Cours de linguistique générale, édition critique par Rudolf Engler, tome 1 (Wiesbaden: Otto Harrassowitz, 1968),

295.

ORGI/RCEWIEF % TR, A 101 5T,

@ BRI « A JE W7« W A 1 5 A IRl B (B 1A% )L 55 197 T,
OBKIR « A Y Je Wi hed 30 1 5 2 R GEEIRE AR ) )L 55 197 TiT,
OBAIR « AL JE Wrked W 8 15 5 5 08 GEFEAR) ), 55 197 1T,
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LUPHNIEEWNE 2= = A C ey E i )

. TR 4 A A Ty 5 K TR R AT S i B ) OHS PALE F R R R S R A
A BRI . R /RBEIR— B 1R T )3 (E A 8 28 JCRRAB BAT 5 RS 5 7 L IAliE A Be
AT RPN TR AT W A BRI AR AT RGN S R R RO MO IE SV . AR 4E TR ER T
R IR KA P TR HEBRTE AT ROBE S S O T A AR s R AT S I O R A A
AR 5 55 2 e /N K — 5 SO TE I 5t 7 O B L AR A 2 SRR IS I R kL S0 R 3 B i1
PR TC Ik 2y g A AR M B R TR SR AR AT S M TR BEA RUR 2 R L A
s N TRT P A o sl S R A O A A R AN [ 2 B ) ) R O

A5 ) - 22 8] 1 [ B0 A 75 P R0 1 55 2 (0 N7 O A6 L R AR B 4 LAAF 5 B Al 1 38 3 A 4RIt T
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Contrastive Study on Saussure’s and Benveniste’s

Thoughts of Discourse
PANG Mao-sen'*
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Abstract: Saussure and Benveniste were both famous linguists and semioticians in the 20th
century. There are some similarities and differences between their thoughts of discourse. In or-
der to build a science of language, Saussure and Benveniste both care about the difference be-
tween langue and discourse. Saussure proposes that langue comes into action as discourse, while
Benveniste focuses the difference between parole and discourse. Saussure examines the subject of
discourse from the perspective of individual existence and social existence. However, Benveniste
emphasizes that individual is constructed by himself through the discourse. Different from Saus-
sure who is hesitant about the question of the attribution of the sentence, Benveniste affirms that
the sentence is the unit of discourse.
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