1 2|2

A-Z2© F7 Jean-Claude Coquets LvtAr} Axd e &
5} Ecole de Paris Woll 4] 2912te] AA o2 antAg) o 2o
EHESS-CNRS. 449 7]Zodoi3 % Groupe de Recherche
semiolinguistique’ o4 o} A=lv}g FAsA o] ¥3F AAA 7]
339 FARA R BEE b Addt 7|9 E 75|y, S+
o 27 FA FAY =22 e $MA 71Ed giEA
Ak Qi SRl s FelAZS T AATkEE 2eehae] o2
2t game ¥ APapl A2 Sof FoIUA— 290
A3 FH5H0ANE e — sl A A= 19 FHo=
7 FAoleg} & $ sl&Aolth(Coquet, 1973: 1983). Y, &0l
A o) Aol F83), o|2d 4 FAME 1 2¥ut2Y o]
o el Al E Asie] 2419 o] 2& AR AZEeH, T 19 o]
£33 A ggslr)dl o|2HW Aolch. 7z A EH A& Essais
de grammaire modale’ 3} ¥} F19) AA| Pratique de la grammaire
modale’ 2He ¥AE & 19 7} vt =8 F W9 Mot o
Z=A] Le discours et son sujet y (Coquet, 1984: 1985)7} 2#|vk2e] oJ 3k

F-gze 359 FH 7|ZH 69



Sl A9 o] & AT Aoljehd, 1 Fol U =T 5L WA
Zo] ‘T2 7| &3 sémiotique subjectale’ )2 &2 Aul<] o]
& v A A9 5 o] 28 WASZ 9t
3} discours 2] 2ule F 71X FAHANA et £ Qi) e
@3t 2 2 WA 23S FEEEN 1 v E geldle @
Holx, thE e J3E AHET U3} FAldl gidsiA sietse
FHolt. ZAY P Y & FE Aol FEE Ao o] Y
< ‘vouloir, pouvoir, savoir, devoir & E5+& A A} verbe modal
9} 713 ¥ A & ‘étre, avoir, faire’® HEHE 71E A} verbe
descriptif 22 A3} FAL verbe narratif Alo]8] 1A fAE R}
A= F3e] A dimension modale-& F3}+] 7]1& plan descriptif
& A8ty FA = A el 9Y zone morphologie stable”
(Coquet, 1987a: 93) 2.2 F}o}s}a, o] & tiofslA| AdE /ME &3}
of iz} F2te ovlE ZAshe 3o WG AF support
constant du discours” (Coquet, 1984: 195) 2 7}5-%hc}. meba] “shle]
el AU vl AAY 7 3R AAE FAAH, PEA
actant<= (-] 27} @ o] AW A gsherled net Ao
He} (ibid, pp. 93~94). ZA = e 23} ko] F91A isoropie

1) e gL £ o9 847} o 248 Al of AulEhe S4E okAql
8240)3 AuFehs 24E 71¢3 fdehe ddlA vRY o FALS Tie
FAL Aele] EelAel BAle vl e 4R Al & 4 gl 2] A
¥, & 29 &3 e, 2favir, 9 faires FAAA A o]9] Er} F
£ FHpouvoire] Utk 22 e 2E & ¥ 4 slch e peux tout” el W8}
TeENEH, FAL BHANA, Y dMlolthfesuis owf e AME A8
I lctjaiou” & BdH o2 £@¢ 4 Ut (Coquer, 1976: 68). okgal 4
FALE Alolell M $1A) #A)7L 28}, ‘pouvoir 9} ‘savoir & )2 EH, Fa}
€9 WA 4L F9E olme 19 ‘pouvoir} ‘savoirq] A4 Fesug
‘pouvoir?} ‘savoir’ & AASHe 9ol "Aee ¥ Hol AHA Ut 2 94
€ F299 Tae 40re] FUAFL HAE EAHE savoir 7} Y& FAHE
‘pouvoir' & A sH= 7otk (Coquet, 1984: 31).
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modale$ ©]-3-31> Y52 A identite R 17} AW 4| 3
A parcours de la signfication$ YR 402 F#stw glc)

B =T $27 S 2o gle AL g B Y elE A
] F A7 2¥ vt o|&& ARE] 7|5 ¥ semiotique objectale,
23 A o] & FRe 7] 58 semiotique subjectale ©| 2t 3L 74
3ta F o] dATHAYEH ot SRR NG 23 7
3.3} sémiotique discursiveo]tt” 2] o] & Y& £ =EolA F ol
£9| Ao)He] x| Y ZA 9| o] &2 Al /el i3} 7
R instance énongante’ Y o1& wlgle g 17} % YEa} F2
structure actantielle S F2 MW A ES] o] 23} HA) o] Asn
34} g}

2) FAle olvl ‘G3jel 2 FA oA PEAs} HFA Alo] 2] BAE bR d] gl
A AAleE aeetae) qlabe] o) & yhl vl dleh 2eivtaE WEAI YEA)
Atel8] #AE A3 conjonctionF} o)A dionction .8 - AE = A3 jonction |
WA chEe gy o) BAle] A discontinu gl Wahg w8y} o)L
27} Y5AE) YAshe 4] AR aAR A o8 Eelse cta A7
37 el agc). 22 A E o) AAL, A BEA} x7) HEAyel o
3 23 sl §iAlol) el frEAeoleka na glc). o|8]d) o) f dEe) FAle 1
Hlulrol 7| 5ake “BdEe] 758 sémiotique du discontinu, A2 7)E8E
‘Adre] 7] 5.3 sémiotique du continu” o]2t $-EHCoquet, 1984: 75~76). 1
74 “ER A5 2ke) N conflis interactantiel” o) 3 EX Sl dle F 713
A} Aol 9] Ala A9 Ajo)E A mefulw glch: "B FxddA HEAE
< D5 discrer ] D E o173 2 A9E AYE A1H, & oiE A, HEF ol
7 Fol W} 42 FEH) o] FAE A5 A $AA Azepd o1FA
DY 5 & Aolch &, di¥ B e A4 YA} Fhete 992 A
2 AR, A&, Adsta, oo F Bugo] iR $HAR FpRle)
2h3 FA e} dahg A4H<) Al stebsie 2AY BEE A2 - 32 B4
& o ol 2 vehda gIck(1991a, 1991b). Gabe 259 o) B 912
A el 2z 2 e & F43 v skl 1993),

A-g2= 359 T 7lz¥ .71



2. 502 7)1 583 AR 7] 58

ZHE F2FY AL T H 2o L o] A e FHS} 3
A FH 715 o] ‘g o} el Yo oE-g A 9)
ot EA19) ke 1987 77158 M I Actes sémiotiques, 88E.9]
ANE 2A S =¥ "dA &} 7 EE Linguistique et semiologie, ¥,
o] +EA A= 7153 o) 7|2 oAl aHntre] FHE
AA AR WU 2 e o] 28 w2k o8 V|58, = 19 T3
8 71538 9 A w3yt Bz ut. o]e] thE 1 mlAE AR
o AYAZA A4S} B9 st AF Wk u) sl Rk
ol T A& Yl aE o] AT} YolddtAq 44 nx
ek A7) dEolt} (Dosse, 1992: 414), 8] 2A& o§7)A] o]
| HE o] =4 HieAY, gu$ o= v|ate] o] £F
oty H7HE WY "8E 18 Aol ot $elk % o]2o] A
&5 e A domaine de validitéo) THE: ol BT WE
3712 3t AR Y FH | ke foi7}t fa AR A
Hrz},

A wEdA ZAE 2HviAY T2 2} TAR, (Greimas,
Courtés, 1979)ol| 4] X &J3} 71582 7|2 & A7) A7|HA 19) 7%
& 12 AAsta Qle}, o] i &, a¥ekre] TP wjaw,
F(R)F g A7 AUG HHE F9] shfe|t}” A a3
sk 29 PPz oulg ol Wt Ao FHA subjectvits& 1}
ERE U3 M paramétre— WMV 2 E7} B3}e] a1y
B FE A — & 4259 9v] lge 2 Ro|ng 240
o] U3} M4E /& o2 Adske H9v) ohlgld diEs)
{3} objectivation 9} 443} normalisation-& $)8) AASR= 7o) v}
Bafria Adsta Qlch(Greimas, 1966: 153~54), o2&k 7|38 W
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£ mEw Ak 4oE SEY A9 gA 2 Aol o)y
W3he} 1 FAls IS énonce SollA 2 A1 E Zolol HE o))
B3} effet de sensol| A A] ofetth. o)L AR 7] 5 8o] o]EA <)
vleto 2 A3 gle 442, 131 &3
immanentisme 2] Qe|E 27| del 1HAE BEC} WYajRe
+ HEE Ae] ozl WAl AHeM 845 #AA AAE
FEoEHN AL A o] F2E wefslaE QiAo
a2y @A ATl el AlGE ARk BA AARA
o) Fa2e £F dassification 2] Y224 dojghe] 3 BEL o]F 5
UAIR $EellA Ao FE-& FAHOZ oA 5 e dAL
2 FEIAL F37] dEelct. 844 oY FA7} AL F
R Qe AlAlS o d BAE ZEA], a2l g F B FAE
ARA 2718 AAE HE F deAzhe T A e
29 A7E T A2 98 5 e Aold. A TR
Well A WzF2)7} A Sk AR H3F catégorie réelle & AR
substance-& YA A0 FAFHQ Fxol| EXYA FA|3= 0|27}
€ 5 o<, Favazo], BiY 83 WisyiES} 2 A
A @A} réaliste 5-& WA HAFALE0] WiAYL & o] 5 v Foll
73 bl Q| el 29 FE E2lA o (Coquet,
1991), 53] 1= WivJ2ES] Q¥ 7&4-6}.:_ ek, shvksid Wl
HUAEE 204)7] 4 24129 A5E g2s 72088 A
PoHAT FAlol AA| e /‘-Jz?iel H3} G4 w3l FA} &
B A% 4 dejel HAIE ARATE 54 A dE &
TAE 7H7] wifolct. Ao WalFe e} 71559, a2l3 WY
T4 25 B3 F5 A ZHd o] I Q7o gxje]
3} o] o] 700 ddef] 0|2 v]2 A =057 AlRRE Aol a4
FA< B ot YelME WaAFee] deje A Ae )
3 A ohgof] WiHU2ES] xS w2 FHY 7|58 o)

A-g2E A FU 7EY 73



A= sldky 4%, “advkaE 0dd (M7 ARy 73
¥ ot H2&) 71Ede] Al 1970 o e wiwA2E9)
A% ol 23 A3 o] AFXE WA ] AlAHYc WA
EZH1967d vl & oleha ¥ AL A4 @3 3¥g o33 A
ol A r|xdw HehaA ohE = Fute 7|3E, o]Eu}
T3] 7133 o] FAHL) (Coquet, 1987b: 4). 37|14 ZA 7} F
Y 7| 33g d3|Zdolghe AT QVAA L A G4 8
dyche 713-43 2 structure sémio-narrative7} Z3+e] o0&
A B aEvetae 713 A 7)3EE gy 477
3 Aol zdllAM Al 2HRl2Y 7)3Ee A EE
sémiotique narrative’ |2} L. F-2=d|, AA} TARA oA a#ulA
23§ 4AE AEa ol

93 727} i3} 718 instance de I'énonciation |4 ¥)E38L1 o)
4o 719e] A3t AMEY E3Abe Al e )34
T2 AdEe] A HA o) &35 o3 T2l FEEE ANY B
o Zelck. 22y o)e} Al F4E ¥ ¥ Qe —alz
el ol AR A At — 2R L A3 M3 +2E o
A2 on)(Fx] dojAql AWal sheh)s} Sdsln StAHHE 7)Y
olA} ok&el A3t £ ohizt o] el 3 FHE P
71922 B FAo)t}, (Greimas, Courés, 1979: 249)

FAe advtad Do d3le o] & AR FAY EAE 7}
Hehe 2a+9] ARE" (Coquet, 1987b: 9)0| B2 ©h3le] oJu]E F
7b 3ol A A8 a, $-383 FFshe A position o] 7t
A FEol I} 3 AT a2 S AR FAE w3}
352 actant énongant’ 23 F-Ec}. U3 YFlelE 42 Fa
AT ole} dAEd et 7|3} acteur & £3HETH 5
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of w2 “Zz}e| Fitel FAo] ot (Coquet, 1987b: 13). ©] F
Alo] o] &ul @3} 718l instance énongante Ad| 3 PFAle o] U
3} 7905} A AR HF3HE L oY AMlERE =
A G3E o 2ol AL

e £ AIE oM e transphrastique A8 — o123 3}
A& AFA Yrlelx g AARAEL thFA] ddghedl — A 3
v 22 1 oA w3t 7]t BAE Ze % o|ch(Coquet, 1987a:
92).

3.3 71

L2l dolA 23 oul= @3} A WA 2L 1
224 gobs| A oh T3 AR #3 FAo l7sEA gt
obgichy w3tk wl gloh, dojshe] deA i o] #g-L 77
‘mode de re, mode de dicto o #F¥ciz & = Qi) AR FHE
dalrbol mEh FA AL g 4 sledl, fEle 2 AER
ZA v Re] =3o] 5o]& ‘Oedipe voulait épouser sa mere’ ($]t]
F2e A7) onug} AEstan Aol 24 S Rd. ™

4 Amivé et alli; (1986: 61)2 o] A& o)A MA¥ct & A
Aoz o] FAdE ARHEC] AP7| ovjeta sl 0 F 2
£ 2 A2} 2] dWdele ARE 43 8l g F 7 ey
o] 3= glc}. AT YuiF2 Ak o] EAel| W FEAHQ
E3E FEc} 2 A} A7) oimye]r] dE djFie 2
ozl A F-oj2jH o2 Fvhe ou]2 oot F-A3l FFl
B 2|34 dere’ o] FHAM FAE M7 Aol 2 )
252 o)9} tfE g =& B3t} a2t B5Y opaguedt TR 71

A-g2c 359 T N3 75



& transparent T3S} YL A& AA univers de croyance’ — Y
3 Al 327} Foletn A7 AY T Ao sloF Fo]
23 WA aAl s FAEL] F3 AY (Martin, 1992: 38) — &
5o Ad%E 4 slckz 3hA

1) Oedipe voulait épouser Jocaste (|t} F-2& o] 27}2 |9 HES}
I A,

2) Oedipe voulait épouser sa mére(JT]F-2+= 2}7] oo} A&
3t Aelgl}).

e 2AEE A2 51 ok 29 A%el BER DF 2E o)L
shrElsl SEae) oHUE ¢ QlE Ak WE AAHE
ol A, 2)& o] 27}Aes} A7) o dE Bk S EAY A
AdAE ARloltt. o% EA} vouloir(€Te) & HTIEAS WL
AAE S B8l 2)% 13 & 4 SAeF (bid, p. 39). o37]
A EAP} HE AL —olRe W ) ok e ke
HE A — “rlFLE A7) ofeiie AEaE YYF 2
£ WA 7} A5Re7} prendre en chargedl w2} A2i7bt AYH
he Aol WA oJulE de dicto o] BHA etk djo]ch,

A9 deld 2E Sele shtel BAAA FAH Fo sujer
explicite— A7) S|} F2— o} o] HAlell FAk# A2 o]
Ao} A28 wANTE S22k} donciateur implicite & 75
She o] wlmg ANY walth 2ok 7|4 oW wskapt £
A3 QE AL st e o] EAe] sl ob3a AFE 8
A7 A} o] FAE Foll Y1 BT $A o] TAHQ WA
7 2A weke 2a 7|90l HRithe ARE AFHErE
sk,

A9 23} 7o)k Ade ol nlelie W2 ES} A}
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£ e A7) HEHE F531 MY A v g 4
Ut 7p Wiy 2 E9] 3} 0| & F &3] F58A st e
AL ‘instance de discours 2k Jigolc}, ¥l e £3] i)
€ 7Nl Aol A 1] a2 o] Mg ¢ v| g} (Benveniste,
1974: 81)« wWiHY A ES] wtof] Wl ‘instance de discours & @3}
A ghe ou|2 s, o|AL 19 o] el vlFoln A
38}A Belth— " ‘instance de discours, & 3Al7} @ E wE2
A= FdEAHola o] F PAIY wuic) i Uzl 3
91" (Benveniste, 1966: 251). 21 d] ZAE o] 4217} t}& Edei|A
AHER Aol FEea glck 2 WA A A FA centre de
référence interne’ o|2h= 2]v] 84]2] ‘instance de discours o]t} —
BApr} ApAle) Ele] EAF o 2N Z7e] instance de discours
€ WA AAY FAE o] Ec} (Benveniste, 1974: 82), wlehA] |7}
AHE3hE instance’ & WMV 2E7} & roxe] dAeehe ojn
5 ol m Z2o|Er}, gAY T s, o4 A 7158 YAkl
£ ‘ZApole] AlSF instance du surmoi’ o) 4915 AE Y )
#e &vl g g1 A% ¢} A= instance’ § Ao}
HAE tempus instans, F A Fol| & WL s A7 le temps
ancri(in-) dans le maintenant” (Coquet, 1993: 10)o]2}t L wf ‘o
wl &k Adehell Qlck se tenir dans’ 2= 522] 2tRe| in-stare’ 9} WA
F1cH(Coquet, 1992: 47). $-E]7} ‘instance’ & 7|40l &7 Z&
uE2 o|2|§ o] frell Mt

FA A 3} 710-L Aoy A A E B AESHUE, B3 7
< v Hl AE F AUSHAE, dAY &3} 42 de)”
(Coquet, 1988: 106)°]c}, wehA WIWlUAES} a9l s =3 29
WA ol doj¥RlEe] a1 ANY WE ToiAel A
oralitg ] YRHAAME <t @ Ao}, 44 T 58 3
ol& FA olzhe 7 H9 ¥ Cunnigham®] Aol uhEchy w)el

A-Z2c 39 FR EY .77



o]Hel 9o x w3} 7|o] EAlsle ZAolck(Coquet, 1983: 10
1984: 9), ok&e] ¥ 7HA) AAHFT AL ARo] Qlch. vl & A7}
Q93 BEFY o], el wheA| g3} Aeizt Afo]el] 0] F03]
L 7" (Benveniste, 1966: 258)¢]2h= WU AES] W& ZA8k3 Q)
Ag 25k A 2ok W22 J7g oloikd 3H8-EAE
A o2} sl Ao} Holeke AL 19 olBe =8is
2 Q)R gk Aolr}, 2= WY guE Ak © A
AR 7} valeur explicative & A3 121 84ENAH T4 He
o}, chA] b ulE 27} adEekae) 7| sEs diEAt 2%
2 4 e onlE metsy] i3 71l A o]dH4l Ao
49 AR E48R)E Shethe Aot Al#E 'Le président a-
il transmis le dossier 2 la commision?” (3 AF-E 13 FHF
tg0)elehe EEE BAb o] AL ¢S AR o AT EE
2 9uE Y 4 glokn AZPAE e}, o]d A T
A A=E “ol2i¥t oule) A AdE o) AL AET HH
@A SoA ety o HlZ2 AARY (Jacques, 1983: 69)2k3 A
e 7|4 de 9 8L A9 A8 Azt A 9@
o g oAt

A7} B2 AWle] glolA BellAl S Aotz #Ak ojRe A%}
H|E B7} o9 dig-g ¥A& 2EAT B} Aok o AFolzhe= ¥
Ag wrelEq 4 glrhe AME #33tT ek A9 AEE U 2
7} BolA Sl EA o2 a2 AEE 3R gerkd 2& S iz 4
ZH Y UE BERE dua} she A EE ¥l sich

AEA S 2 Jolgho] B9 Ao At At WA £
9 919 dle 4 AME 71eshe Aol ohlat B AT FA
A impliciteS] W3} 22} opération énonciative s 48| 2= 4
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< 9 2 A%A 7 E "3elA 33 S RAFE o]yt
de oA £ 4 UL Aoltth. WiRTUe o7 4o gt
ol2igt IAL AL BEF Y¥ EA] schémaeny 22 29 4 Sl
i e} WEEdd w2y Yy x4 & R FEeE RAse
dl, 2 FEL EAAE Ao AR ool &3 A EY
HAAQ 7198 Bl S £ Aty JE § 3E2 4
Al AAE g+ HALE Adolzhs AAUA e vl W
g FAAHQ Ao ulE reshe 4& I8} (Berrendonner,
1981: 11), 281d] 4] B zvo] a2 o] Al %3 -& v X3}
I 9)ch F, o] AL ou] FAE TRH 0T T XH(HAH 9
vlo} ALY ou]) 2 FREOZH st FUR AME (e $9, o]
A AR, £AH &3 5)E, dubdlel] =9 £ Qe A4S
FE273%E, g oA FEY AEE & o] o REe) A
E2 J|edle S 834 e (ibid, p. 13) FHE g 9l
ols} ohge], ¥el XA I = vlol AW, H4-EAlEe] AFdn
e E o] d¥-E A LR 2 slolghe AHolrt. Al
2 A2]-€¢e7} On acheve bien les chevaux!” (2% FoF=d 315
| T4 Mg FAHE B2, delgEs o] A
bien’ olgh= A& £3) puisque - alors 2R =A< BAE &
3 o2 o] Al g “$ele gA (B3 931E ¥gidd vy
$) g of AR o Id WY 2E S5, o A}
HE (FAFA ) WY 55 WAE QA9d £ 9de A
olct” e} vk oo} «3E BA Wkl 2Fd alors’
o] W S AE F ode 3L £AoE TR AMY B
o} oY FHOZ AR A 2 U3 s FF 5 9le A
Al 85} offet de réalité 5 H 31 7PAA Q] 03} AR BHY

" 3) A Culioli, “Valeurs modales et opérations €énonciatives,” in Modeéles linguistiques,
P.UL, 1979, Tome 1, fasc. 2Coquet, 1983: 10~11. Coquet, 1989: 949).
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& Ashe o) vl Rt AL w2 dasolg g}
5 At e Haeehe Hojl o) Fashe A G 2
HL AZE FHA o] FoIA7) fEolt}, & drEE @3} 4y
o e AEEE BAY 5 e AP B-Y 24 Aol

4. A 3 PFA T2 wn)

FA S FH9 71 5L v)F Wi AEQ) 3} ool 7
& LA 19 o] EAY) HE AL L) 4&
W2 s AR E s 2448 Tk o) ohr) o o] &4l
A AL HE AL WEA A 24 AR of 2be)re <
39 FA) & U3} 719 Fohz 2 HAL FHsks doju}
(Coquet, 1991: 201). o] §oi2] &julg AW o2 ulotair] 9l4) o
o4} AlAIF “Oedipe voulait épouser sa mére” el HAZ oA o}
7h 23} o] 4L o] LrtAEs) 2hy] ojnigle mE: o] F2
8 W5 AlAlAE ARle] 3, o] AMlg ole Hate] W e Al A el A
© Aolzta w3 vl i}, $2l€ 9714 o] Bl YAE siora}
7] 138 TelTololA A= B o3 molx ebelole) ‘Al droir
divin' & SFISHE Tas s WeTF & Aeleke far o ooy ol
BAE ST W29 =22 2] Ac} (Benveniste, 1969:

4) P. Ricoeur, “La fonction herméneutique de la distanciation,” Exegests, 1975 (Coquer,
1988: 94el| M} AL E): "MrmE WAE Azt AR oA} WG] B of o]
A Zlolet. 2AE i} Aol UeiA Ael Ree) sHeletd] paradigme de la
distanciation o]t}. ol2|% A}A 0 dAeE Q7 Y JAM AN YA
Sidch oA g A7 AYL A Sold 28)3 A B o) Roix e
A Aeet” obge mtade) thg dg IR A “PAEE Holx bz
olvvt A A& FANE} 22n Ao Gl & ¥ 2250
ARAL2 JEFE AL vlR A8 Soo)r) (Martin, 1992: 259).



133~42). WvJ2Eol M2 o] F FAl: 4 Helol iAo
)3 o] 5o Zte FwAql oule] &M A2 DAY AAY}
2 3} far & 2 FRlojolA g wsi) & o elshe *forel
A fEshed, Tt & ovlshe g 28 HEHAE Yfore
B4 ov) 748 0w Qi) o] dele Fol AREAE @3t
go sao] & Pokeh $4 *fore) FAEAL infans & EE ¥ F
2E A9 ofo] & E3h} AR #A" 2L ¥ 5 ke A
& doje] whyl sRASHE A7k HRE guidih. 9714 o
3. 23 AN & Z3l= fabula, '\:Hlj}’ £ =31= ‘facundus
o] spARict o] EAlolA A, FA - &F & T fama
£ gE 5, = AA3ER] gL Pl EAS Wi gl v
YAEE fama 7} 22|2ojdMe 94 4F & E3he phémed}
g Ao v QlEd, phétmes BINAA impersone ]
a7zt A AAS 2 3 Alg2e) oA wag Hiid
2z Y9 T} FEA 8ol o+ phéme thon(phéme des
dieux)-& v}2 Alghe 2R3 w2l 18]20]] phéme 9} ofe)
hgshe 2hEole] *fory ZYH R A9 W) g Tt
o] 24 *forollA AL AABZ I, sfQl}elA] 9L E, wpsHAA
Q) e M2 AEshe AXY BoA e AN FAZ 7 AL
£ Aok, & A9 w&e weldal AHelx, FA7t oFH X3}
2, ofRhoje]9] qlolA Hgo2 Fevhd o] AlnlaHk, AWl
& e A9t olg *for] VAEAR 9 & Hde
fatum & “U7tlA ZLE T A 42 L} (o) 2ATHH
ql 2o 2R Folelyl Alvjsln $3Holx AHAY & 1A
ol 43} (p. 139)0]t}. TefANE-E phemie} * forE Fa 49 7]
o] AA AYE ALz Aol AW & Ko fas £ ¥R
*forr} 7R e vl 2 F24 ovlg HYrh fasest &
BN § 2old il y a fas, le fas existe que (A1 Eo] Ush=

-2zt 2A9 7R 718Y -8l



A)ehe oulz} "ok, o] AL AA () ] A AH (CTBEY) impérasf
Ql W&o ool W} & FAr} F ulAAAHY TE B A
E9] 9|7} madche ot} fas & AAle] ddke A ol
Yol webx] AR olzhe Mgl Edshe Aol o2yt AR
A B® ‘Oedipe voulait sa mére' & 432 Agog 715cid §
Hyog vouloir £ ¥HE I glv YUFot 2 e e
A 1 7)9e] AlellAA vl Eek ok & 4+ Ql& Aol A9
Aol 2JajA YTiFAE 2] eyl o] el ES} HESA] o
o gk HAE Ao ol Aol weld] el 9] HAE
EAAQ Aol Atz e ke Alolgx AEAE 4 U
ol $ele 47t BT dE S3ed olidle A7t
2eg o1& B8 23 7]9E AR A. dedA S A Y
Aol 28 dAHE ¢ prodestination ] EHo] W E T3 ehd
A% Bgredl, ode 4 WFE ¥4 vehd 79§ BA} o]
AL 2ol B4 vl F|Yeg 2EHT e el Ay
v| 2} futur péripbrastique ] habeo+ A wjolc}, o] o] g4 $-el= Wl
HUAEZRE] Wel3 glch(Benveniste, 1974 126~34: Coquet,
1984: 62~63). &3] e¥le] w2 AAYL LAY vlHE AR &
gtolo] vl A YL AH Eo9 d¢ vt Hdvkn g
leh. 22 WM& 23 w2 AlA| cantabo?} cantare habed
Z OAE FHo) fickx ¥t} o] F /1A Je= A3 PEEE A
olt}. o] & &7 YA FAY S wlfe] Hels} o E 4
e 246 FE 985} ) o] YL V1Y F 3|2 vlE
el 474E HAE Hage)olraz e XA AdAES
ZA7beo] AW F¥lolct 1¥d Fx4d d2EofN $AWE
39 2y bSO Y g 53 3EEE A A oE 9
o1& Adch FA7 FAE Fol9 =g A AYE A &
3o, Azl oA 72 A" Ak $9-8 AR
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(ibid, p. 161). A d2Eeobrie AFA Y B3 E oA
thale] 98 praedicavit quoniam ista civitas exterminari haberet (il
prédit que cette ville serait détruite) 2 I Ft} EZL A}E YA
71 ¥ 29| E7lE e o Y2 civitatum exterminabit (il
détruira cette ville) 2 HHE Ze|t}, 12y ddH oz AR
AR Sl AH1Y vl B¢ Y9 vHE BN 2HE
g e Aotk ” A AL FA(71 - FAAH F014 ista
civitas )2} v} FA A F-4E 5 e x| FLHA] o] o
Tolth aAld AL "o v]/id™ Q] Aol 2¥chd of
AL dEdhs A Y7t Hl2Eeolral] HYdAe aF
FAY ‘exterminari 7} AT AT AgE] o A=
ofu} o} dlielX FAFE Fejod HAY ot gty AP
R At a6 o] FAAQA AT HA A HA) s, ¥
AH 2 vehd oF52Rl EAe 3 g 875 2YA
59 pouvoir transcendant-& FAZI}. T4 Fo] sta civitas + T3]
2 el gle B9 559 sich. 2] AelA Hed 5
A9 A8 T Aol T powvoir’ o2} 5219 RS
TR AL ¥ dewoir' 2} & 5= Qlrh. o] GAA A AMEE M
& EAA WU 2B Bl orlolAe] T3t A4 + )
gokm & 4 olvh. 2y ZAYL SEke oulEA Y] Uy v
SRt AL AFAES B9 E AT A bz FAb

5) 2hleis] $id vl AdazE EeA 1 7|9E 23 ek s Eejey
2 e sya-2 BYS e, oA 4] A U W BEY oY
AAs} ge] #A3] =AY AL et o] AAlE wetd A7 HA %
Y, A2 W& SR Svas praare} §7| 22o)3, dlQlelut 139 4
€ 9 Gl AF vebhdet. o] FA A Atizw) Eoje] oy vidle ojd o
o] 4e AHA Fdel B3 V1" Aoz ¥} dlAdd “praaf yaser
smahe’ & WY oM $ele WAE =2)7]12 =] v} 2he Foltk(Benveniste,
1975: 17~18).
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A Fojd BAE t$ ojlr}, 2L 5 FRe) ks B4
A 25 il ole}, o] i o] o] kg2 71928ty o]
3 719e] 28] BaelE HeFE delx} dasgued] At ok},
9] 75 dldxte] Fe APE dEshz i 7)Y YellA Alet
AL vk Aolx},

9] dlollx HFgA ZA o) e A|uld BA ol gl FabE—
HE 2B BAHo|A D —& FAE U3} destinateur
B2 A3YER ketiers actant’ 2t3 F-B} wzle] $)AH 2|9
£ ST 2, RS Adex D, ¥ qy), o] &
H2 o7 HY=o] iz "oE EAAtd] YA MY 5 Y
244l 5" (Coquet, 1984: 10)0]t}. o] BEA}e] $jAhe, ko] 7
TFlA B U AN, 2] F U o 2R gy
2 A€} (Coquet, 1987b: 15), WA= S]34l F7bel Ealjs}
HA 2] AL Sl el 9l AAS Y Aol e ukx] g
T} (Coquet, 1984: 170). o}&e] o) F4ae] 93 & s ¢ o
TelA £ e A e A A S dede WAy
T3YE énoncé performatif & £ ¥}, 188k W Q7
AA B PHeol o F-E Fashe, A, Al - A - -
HAb- Al - £7 - opA| (E3] Foel] A £ALE lEALE B
she) 59 AAE vehdo, o}ge) weale wala) il 7|9
< WA T2 LY o 29 Sle] BHAe|: JUY A
vérité universelle et éternelle’ 2] 7}X& ¥- 3k 715% 2 glr}. o]
o thak A& AANA Eolnn)

1) Wb vslelA she 2 W) 228 sk o) oht} (TR
<5, 14: 10)

2) W7 Y EelA E2iFe AL W 2e] ohe} UE Al o}
HA)9 Wgolch ("LYE-L,, 14: 20)
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Q71 WA B wehe QA dge ALY 8 19
WRANA FRAFo 2 A7) ot shubde] o] o)
AlAl s shtel Sae, A% delzle] Eaibe @}
3 gleh SRRt 28] w2 Ak BES ) Wil A A
2 5 Sl

3) Y= (o) A2]e}, (Coquet, 1984: 187~88)

5. €3} - dod

FZA Y o] 8olM BF 715 TeA wAlelm F2E R #3st
+ Al 3 YAl o+ HlY o) 2 Lucien Tesniere 2 3-E] X143} 7
olt, 2¥chd Al 1 WER} ke prime actant’ A} 2 WEA} le second
actant’ = A e, o] AL 2zt FA| sujet/wF A non-sufet /TN
objetol] gt 1 wiAe] 7| FEelA YEA FRE R
destinateur /5% A} destinataire, T-H/HNA}2] 43102 o] FoiZA|ut,
FAZE AE BEA FRE 3R o] Fo|F ). o2 a#iviAg
FEAbe Adstel Aol &3 AT, AL A%e, A 2 FFAA
A — e v wE AYske 3971 ohisid — & Al
et A4S w1 glet. 3le} 1 FA), ¢4 ZAlE FA9 )
FAE e 71EE T2 Y B g} oy &
T 29 o] & WinUAES] o] 23 FR]o} Awshs Ao
gl $2lv FAY vFA Y FEE #3le] FHex TR
Helc},

Wste] FHAA FA wFAE TR O A4EHE e
<3} prédication 8} X assertion o)z /o)t WWUAEE
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85 = xgxolA i A o 2L 849 ¢& Ao}
I g Ao SolAe A7 eojgelt. B3 A7) Eafel
gt ddold}. (o) dejehe ZlAle 27t sl AEe o
3} H7HE W1 o] Y HAZ, F 209 Y= =
A& EF3}T 9} (Coquet, 1984: 13). £oiBh= “§-313] J=E 7,
Zglo] thekgt FA (Benveniste, 1966: 154)2- BtE+= F2}o|c} =g}
a2 s £03E TEAHSE FHAY @Foln A £39
AzA Q) B%F AA (Dictionnaire de linguistique de l'école de Prague,
1929: 64) 2t A 23t u} glv}. WM AER o)9} fALRE 2] u]olA]
‘23l A4 symtagmation” (Benveniste, 1974: 228~29)0]ehe £915
AHgEta Qo) o] 22 AAle ¥ o A AGRE 4
2lghe] Addr AEI. L2 7l F8ol Aol Y
“Bonjours lunettes, adieu fillettes’ 2= 2218 |2 EjBA}. o] 3
el & gl AAM gvie 42 #7243 e 2R 99y
A deA)= Ao o} dolEe] Y A& Fi 7349
O & imtente 25-¥] BEe, o714 7} del= 150] 7152 Ay
I 3= 7HX Y] jF AR ke ASAY (bid) B3 28-S S
Fojg] ofu] 22 wivy2ES} U3t ondjAe] 7|3 EH fv]
244 WA mode semiotique . ZH-€] S]] EA ou] 24 WA mode
sémantique®] 22 &A7R= Zlolct, 1/d] FY 28-S W3]
aghes 849} bele 84 Alele] FAIE e Wl 24+ Aol o
o 2712 a8} b Alo]] BAel I D% EFET Qich Ao &
AF9] Al FAWE gl Aol o] & dFsuxl.
WA E s AR olghe =EollA] FAR: W39 845
& 4T e P2 A= $AA 715 fonction cobésive 3}
W3t AL o prédicat de réalité & -3 DA 7%
Jonction assertive-& 2+ kil 4}¥] 3 glch(Benveniste, 1966: 154).
EAbl 8 A¥R TR I assertion définie & LB 84 ES
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Adshs EHA WAl AN AA| systeme de réalite’ Q) IR
~oltH' & FA|HoF glEqlch ddg B L3R vga A
A dashe Aolct A —wHY2ESL FAQ M E Ho
3 o] “FAQ)7} quelque chose’ — & 97|, EAFAE o), 817
gk Ao A] ofL o] Tl aYel® B8t a EAg} AR
of #F =EAM WHUAEE DY FES T2 ke
-2l dénégation-g o}l gle] REE 4 AT, 2Ptk A ¥}
© W& 2 A AAE 5 g Aotk "2AL F(4) rien7) o}
Yz} Folalrlz) whalEl 7o) o-3-3Hc} (Benveniste, 1966: 85)% <1
of9] & &4 W Fol 2%t et AL AL F 84 F oA
3 Ey W5 wet gAAe|w shEAd 849k BAAe|m
82l 849 Bl FAE gt eoldke o] F 842 F
At obge] WY 2EE o8 FollA Tl U3t GollA] 3}
o EAE 7MY 9wt o2 =8jul= 7 (Benveniste, 1974: 85)0]2}
g}, ohA DA DS Fa ke A AAlE =2 o)
T AMES 3 el S WU AES] Aol U3E
wPel] Q= F AR, & o] A AA] oAt gatef @] 7}s)
Aty 2¥ 4 9)S Aol

o)Al HellA =28 EAE TR 7|5l A Az RAL
T AEL22A goidte @39 o FAE TS | viEe] §
€ Aot} goldhe APt o] F B8 Ao BHES AYs
A3 H3E wevhe A FHAY AAE 2= B9olnt. A
Bt gojshe FAlO do] HEE Adshe 3l EAlE AAR
o ZAE APt Al Ao P E Agdta, HdAe AL ¢
defetz goh. 2l = EollA A jugement o] -3k, A
o A% 2dde "ol FAHE Jellls FE (Coquet, 1984 :
167)0]ek, L& “FolAl o] jF AlFollA] o] FX & F 2H4-2
i EAAHA £oi3HE AAYCL (Coquer, 1988: 103~04) 1 £},
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olelgt o]f-2 FAle Eoi3HE WA A (U] H9) A WA
A4 (=gl-oud g4) o AgoE AN} 714 =al-viH
gele U3t YER} Aale] AR B A4 assomprion SR
(Coquet, 1984: 14~15) ©el& 2| Alqtc}h. 23 o i3} §52}p7t
S ¢ 5 0E7? 1AL o g EoH At g 2 e
FAolct. $el iste] FHAA Aol FAE F WHY2E
2R S o] Falol| A LA

6. Al 1 BFAHFA /Bl A) <} A2 FAH(AAY)

WU AEE Aojue] FRA subjectivité dans le langage ¥
oA FHAE “ FA 2 AAY F e A 5Y (Benveniste,
1974: 260).2.2 A &Jslx g}, o] FHAF-E U3} P E Fdl vebd
Rolt}, o] 8E] 19| 49 A, & ¥ 3 Tk A
o)t} Est ego qui dit ego” (ibid.)2e A7} v]£3c}, S8l ] %Al
§ Aoy FAle 7 3R A= 2= 43 énonciation
énoncée S 8 Pk Fog HAE 5 3 Aol AT
A P52 FAR Y] M DA o] HAneRe
FE3A7} gk i At Ao F=A7L =) YA e
o] alolH #4je) o]o] zlr] AN T WA P — A&
o eta W3 seditego” — & F3 AgEhe ddoly opH &
A7t F & Z A3 QA reconnaissance7} $HEEA] $E o
< "ok Aoldt. oj2|dt o] foll A A= H3 PFA} AL F
A2 #]37] M 52T A7) A9 Bt olyzl Al
AL o] FA 02 Hsof &7] dEo FAE e g @AY
o} Jaffirme que je suis " & “e] o] v}e] A Aot} Voici mon identiré”
ghe F gA2 28
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T o] HAA FAl= bt AR ALH (BHREY) sui-référen-
tiel ) AANE 23 9§ Polr}, &, FAle I AR A oE Bo)
o FAe 9714 H3E 5 755 Bt a3y FAe
42 3 215 R e dAb Al e Egte e
T - AFE Held & sk A2yl A AAle
o] A% FA7} A HAE ke ©l AT suppon 2 FolAI}
o] AN gAbe AHAle] syste T2 ae S, SL 35
o R8-S WA, "3 A2 bistoire transformationnelle’ E E3) =}
AS FAZ 753 7] o] AN PFAp) A FAR
AR A FA7L FYshs Z2aEe] FrYog o4
o] qlx] ¢tod oF "} aEln TeaYES FERACE JAA
718 FAe 2RSS FYIEA 7] g AR
gord ok gt kst shte] TRl olE Zeagoes
ol35}t7] A= FA7L o)l At 2o Ay uE
3 AP Y] Wyg wolEodof 317] wjEelc), @k 1 AfAlR
gt 2palo] gt % - Yo A3 A=l E A stz FAA 2
A& 2718 AR olgol AR she 9 ). FA=, wulY
2E9 #3-& A, |7} & W42l 52" (Benveniste, 1975:
112)0]c},

FAE Ash= Aol 1) ol L 9] =2ld x¥ 9
2) W3 A2ty dopd viFAle ol2¥ Ay Aoz " A
ofch H|F A A AR WA 9 l|A e 2}A1S Ajole) it ot
A& & 571 gk A9 zjelol| dijt ghele] HalEy] wFol A}
Ao AAE Ae Z2aYx FA3] wjAE Sl glot. ol
Bhe 233 A W7l d o viFA= A4S el dEiA A
2 E AY S g3 A4 P& elEd X o vlFAde
iz delyr} 2% o3t Fhaben} o] FAFHY w3t &
ol A 2R Y BFA, F2LY "X La villey o] 5]
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F 2 Y o sl 71wl o # AoE e F5A, Ut o
FAFold Rl Ao Al AY A9 sleel FIE ¥
F 5 Boll 9Hgl A5 e A5l S Y] s
ufe] 7% 129 T2 YL Y 5 gl AolAW, 2 R &
o] u|FEAEo] Pl 2P AlgEH 3 $AE A
T e Hol}. ol8} de] A} ¢Ydhe TRaYP L FHOE A
gslo] Al oA FAlo g 4 gle Aot

FAE AYshe 7|5E A 23w AAH FAF 715
AAA A, W 2E7 28 AAY F3) A4 E ep]
£ ALY EAel Fohd FAo A3t =9 I3 YAHA °HF
gl & doAA] 2 Aot} 1 715E w4 9o T3 FAE
oulHel A& wHA Kok 2™dl A7) FA Y vFA Q] &fuF
B3-S F3FE Vel 394 58 31383 A ¢ 39
2§ ARt A7, JA] Wi AES] A - mpad, F= A}
T & Edhe 2 55 HFE AxzmeEee A WIlE 5
8] datars} datar, 28] A0 28 AAE E3 dowore} dotére] T F
3o 2 FAgcta Y} (Benveniste, 1975: 62). ditare} détore] -3
o S3he FEARE Aol AT BAE Fo4 AAE T o] 43
g 9 E 27| ALz A3 gle A ole), & & A)Qlo] AlF7H of
= o Hellx] FWLE eloA F%& o 2v diar, doorr} €
ot & A7) W99 F2 auteurolct, olo W3l datire} dotére
%7 - A4 €A dE F= Y9E Y ARz 4w 9]
£ gEAel). o] A% EAVL He P ¢ AN 43
A Ae] g} AP BA YALE T gl WHEA Q] Aot o]
& 39 YFAE WU AEE FA4F ggenrl s F-E) & R
A 3 S3ke W52k AY B5E A i, e 2
oAut, A9 {5l da] AIHE g3 glevz FAe)t}. 3
gk FHA f8e &3l YA Vg A P4Ee s 7)F

%0



dol7] WiEel vlFAc}® o] 7)Eel ula} WHUAEE oazeA
o] Z2oel$-22 FA7} Y W3E AeA] dHsn gt & = -
2ol $Ae ATAA & FAcke A4 dbor, F FAch 2
Aol 2 AZbAl £& Fe B9 E Ay 982 Arge e 2
AL el 715 ddshe SRR AT & 2 dotérr} F
22k sk Zloltk. 19 A3 2419 Aol iy Aoz S E
A Sl Fr el tijt ApAle Wg-g Foletn gl Zeve$av)
T 3 ALY WE-g FAF o 2 Al 3 BEAY 3y ot
2.2 Fo7itt. ol wl AHE Sl gt BE FE AL 9
T2 Foube aF 2 A o) 2, ZA ] ol Folshd, vlF
Ao mgog 92 Yol AAHE Aot}

HFAE 23 o FAHE BARY| g8 Sele Zaggol =
2lo}=9] TelE|= d| 27| 0|3 Thérese Desqueyroux 1 & A2 o}y
ot 24 AFQAFE dH W2y B4 g FoF uky 9]
o 3RAI 2 ARle] diHlo] HE <ol AAle] wjAE Yo
AL 43 AT AAE As e 2Hle] HAE 99
ZA AE AEE 4 gl B o] FHe Y, ‘BE
& N région in-déterminée’ o] 3] &-& Neert. A =L =}
212 o)z o} 9] Afole] FAol e ohe-3) o] w3l

v W HE 28 dEe] WAl A8 1 HE e 43
A skt vhe i7h F 8 AeAE 220 s U gkellA a2
I Wl Yol A FEARY o] FE 3o] Folg ) PheAE =
ot 2 §o] yelrbd gt Aol o 2T Ao WA gskest
(- ] (Mauriac, 1927: 22)

6) PHr kA 2 Tel2olol 3¢ Slvlshe isor o ® A2, o A2kl ol 4}
A& 3AYO2H okt AE YT, opere YT Y F& Yol 29
BE A 5 HEE - 250§ uitie),

22 FA9 Fh] 713 01



Helze 2418 HHE 98 TE g, oo ey Ade A
TE gt 3 o] #919 FAlle 217t oz, adst o
g e oAl B2 forcené’ Yol7] wEelct 1= EEAH
o] gl o 2FF & =7l E33}c}. vl 714 2= HFA
g F¥L& 2 He Aold vFAY Regd BT dE T )
A © gelxat.

+2 A9 71 2 o] Aol 1 FHE FFL7) o0 o}
7k gleke W) ol A, 2AL o9 A9 I
A Az S35 W e, $ed URok], aEla A A
F4E Ayt () dE2e 29 o A7)k WL
€ AE g2 e £33 4= i auE 53] 4 wegd
€ Agole WA 22z A o we Weizkd Aol (pp. 27~
28)

9] elellA ejE=e] R sle EHEIR §o] 2UR FHF
FHE S H7kA 3 7k, o, ZRo|E5L Hil ol
o AuE e Yolzbd, AF € dle 22 3o EA3e |
AAHQ ¥, wIpAE 219 AuE Hold 293 2L Yojrh
o] A3 "= $HelX $2lv SellA dFE LA Y
< £, 223 o] WAl A HHZ=e vFAY J¥E #x
k. shushd WA pente’ olehe FAA Q] YL ERILS
Ao FRH 2 w2, & o] A4 vFAY Zed
=) dgelct. dH#H2E Aol vpad 4 fle o] F 7 ¥
o A g Woby FHE SAAcT ¥ ¢ Qleh 249 A A
F 7137104 E71H 9] §19 AuE B 2 2ed B
AFI Qlek: e HE e o ol AnlE Aol Jdlth 2l
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o Wojzl W Lol w2 W sengouffer Aolct (p. 114).
o &7t g-s AT dHdze "F2 HY §3F 58 Wiy
FAAZ AR (p. 115), F2 "2 b oE A3 HA, od
9% WAl wget (p. 135)2 ZAHY, ¥ HEH= A=
R BT o el FEY (p. 178)8k Ml Evt2dA s
ek, ol HF weto] AR WIFA S Aele FFAH =A<l
A uE =24 dAE 42 ¢ Yeug FA Y| Ffaile
< A At "2t G SAY A 2R BEE 713t
2| F3he AL o] AAE A FHF 2 Qe

7. 0|94 JA I AL A

I “goidhe @i AYsio s w3 J|UE ol ET
(Coquet, 1987a: 97) 2 ¥}, F-2i7} SollA] 2|47} ups} o] FA9}
HIFAE Wz 712A 71Ee] dd 2 w1 vk &
A2 Zgelle goltdl oA Dde] euksm, HFAY 7ol
€ o] A derky ¥ § 4l Aol Ik 43} A%
A AAe 7pAoltt. 2L od A7t d AAMe FAd
F UL, B AFelA e vFAL F Ut ok FAs} v FA
€, dagdeias 2o 2ejolae] fHH2 dase)F,
oflA] ¥ ule} o], WHAte] G dellA] 28] AWhE e HS
=z, A il glo] S e didst BAske AE 3
o ZAE WAL FAlol Hof AliFAte} AzFAE Aehst

7) Al Janet®] g % Fu¥ 2 P79 Wate] Xzt o} Rp Aol 8l
EA ZldsA] Eoch 2R $ae] Bibagl Ae)7] o] oplz gAprl
719 $E& 1A £3}7] o Folu} @, Janet, L’ évolution de la mémoire et de la
notion de temps, p. 224: G. Bachelard, 1950: 5014 A<l
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£ 453 F2E AV FA relation ternaire’ 2} 843 W A7) )
A" 5 PFAe] AREE FAld 7 5 FRE oY B
A relation binaire” 2}3. F-Et}(Coquet, 1984: 49). FH| F-L v|FA)
7} ol WERA} Fxol| &3pertel wet 2 vl AAe AH e
242 gA 2 Aotk & ANA A 9F - 9 - &7 5ol A
wshe 914 BA7E 29 AlAlel 1, o] A FAE YEFA AlolY
AFEE Ao & o]Foizl HFE{ AAelet. AVt ZRAE
o] Toloji@ A|ZHE Folrl;9] 3 5 BAG AL F8 FAV
oju3 My A2E AeA Az A} A4 HEL o5
7}

Wb 24 Wz Alelol w3 dvlade] Ao Mol ko &
€ %% dEo FHE olvt U3E ASU. fele T A
EA o} A FAE ZA e FYT AL Sl 3llA £
A UFE 38 A, A% a9} R ARske AlREE
& A A2 Wl soes, e W AL op] B #21
A gl 2hdA 7)4E dhe €7 AL Sl Bl W E5E B3tE
o] 2 &z y HgAd W I8 BHL, o] A= A He A
HZE oA Ao A WY, 22z AwE2dL A HA o}
n} ol G i ol ZolA AEAE 2E 2 FHLS Y2 SHF 4
€ AF T ALl g BAlE 243 (R5L WA A& #d
T 3 Aoz ofr)A AT APy ol F o FE v ¥
HEQ 4 A9 @53 oFErhel vz Qlvke A s o
o} 2] RUE 2 @SS sk o] Sdele () W atl
A3 M2F AL oprizhs Folalzt oA W e, ohd A
o= W oA BANN FEA UAR Hel AT AN+ AL
Fudoly Aud =y g, ezl o A Aol E& g3lH
= Sl WL 7AGE ol F W R vRE AL =

%



ARA FHL N2 riRtesle 2eie Yol ”

71 AEL DA 1 g FuRe AR et 715 7
I e AL oo}, AL Y AR 715E 23 sl A
2 ALS vlElRe 3Rl i8] & st o ), ey AHY
Aol 49 AL 9, F A passion o] ALZA Qv BALE &
AR Aol AFZAF Sl o] Bl d]1e] FulE A1 9
22 Ay glthe Al 71544l v|FA non-sujet fonctionnel—
28] 7]l FEE BEFE S A5A—2 A ¥l sl
g FA9 o] A A Al dF BAo] £ AHEAHol
I sl R FAe A9 slot. oA FEhE 39 o] A
oA Al o)F o2 FEH gle Aol 2% AL F
49, ezt A2 997 viFA Y 99E delee Akl
T 4 9lS Aol I HAY AL BARE FAA-ANA A=
A Aol 8 B st 9ozt 33 FATZ ¥ 4 3l
Ak, 274 o] £AH Ao}l F Aol we} g3z WAt A
A= gz, FAdAs 52 i, 8 capure] Aol A
o] HIFA A Al sl dhate] | Aolct. v]FA 7} Fuldle AL
Nelo g gulzrle] ohz} H{A} Ta B Yukshy "]l 3
&3} o} Eth$ ia jeunesse et la beauté de la femme” o1t} o] oJ¢lej of
3 5, &5 AR u|FArE 293 $H XulE Bz 9
& 53} a8|3 FUFE AAAF BFgoEH 29 Al—
Aol YL Lol WA 7HAGYE 29 oHYrt olAlE FEx
o}Etle 4y BHoR A — o2 e A4 H8F Y3(}E
deth vFAE B3dFE o] YFA FelA el ZAV) B3}

8) M. Proust, A la recherche du temps perdu, 1M, Gallimard, pp. 76~77. ©]3} ¥4
Coquet, 1988, pp. 96 ~98& T}3-.
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