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t ol iy o0 LYY
A
abstraction: s. trace a: L E
acceptability: 1.3.4.4,1. 4. 11.4,1-4-12,112,

VL. 45, VII - 1-4-3, VII- 1.61 - 1 Uyde - J,d
access: operational means of calling data

[-3-5-8,1II-3-7. Fe |
accedentalness: IIT - 3 -15, IIT -3 - 28, VI - 1- I5, V.

3.8, VI-I-7, VI -1-12. Lo, ~ Bslaas
acquisiton: III -3-7, III-3- 12 ff, IX -1 -4 i3l - oS!
action: [-3-4-6,1-4-6,I1I-4-4,1I - 4.6,VI- 4-

2,IV-4-25 VIII-1-2F Job = Jes
action - state network: VIII - 2- 24-2 Joall - 0l 82
activation: II - 2 - 8, III-3-5, 11T -3 -24, V -4 -5,

VII- 3 - 15 FF. hors
active storage: I1-2. 13, II - 6, III. 3- 11-6, III-3-

16, 111. 4-26. L ol
actualization: [-4- 1, I § - 5-5, I - 6 - 8,17, 11-4-38

VII - 2 4, IX-2-5, IX -5 -5. Jends

actual system: 1-3-4-1,1-3-4-10,1-4-1,11-1
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5.I-2- 11, 1I-3-5, VI - 1-5. Js rU&J “.5'3 fLE.‘

advance Organizers: VI -2-7 SEN otk
aesthetic experience: VII -2-37 U 4 £
affeted entity: II1 -4 -7 - 3 Sl 18
agent - of: I 4-7-2, OI'!, VII-3-26 N 1Y
all - or - none leamning: 111 -3 - 14, o2 Y ol Jalsl oz s
alternatives: I 4 -8, II -1-10-3, 11-2-5-1,2-17, II-2-

17, VI-1-1, VI -3 -4-7, V- 1-6. V4 -

LFF, VI - 3-9. Jlu
ambiguities: I-4 -5-3,1-4-8, I - 5-5-15, I1 -1-8, II-

2- 32 FF, II. 35, V-2-2, V-6-9. S
analogy: III -3-21, IIT -3 -28, VI-1-16, VI-1- 13,

VII -2-29 ol
analysis by thynthesis: IT -1-2. S AN e )
anaphora: V -1-4.4, V -4-9. (piss) ol ;sSde S ool 550
antagonist VIII -2-7, VIII -2 -9 FF, VIIL 2. 25, VII-

| 2 27 FF (et 15) ity il b 48 ain
aphasia: I1'2 adl - L
apperception: direct input via sensory organs: L. 6 -

3,1-6-13,11-2-13. szl o5

d = olall

apperception - of: [I1-4 -7,. 18, VII -3-25.
application: I- § - 4. Sl
applied linguistics: IX - 2 pas., IX 4-2,IX-5-1.  4iahdl oULL
appropriateness: I -4 - 14, VI - 1-24, VI 4-12, V-
43,V-6-10-10,VI-1-4-2,VII-2-
19.IX-2-5. Lo
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approximation: inexactness between a model and its
domair: I-1-6,VI-4-7. &

arbitrariness: correspondance whose motivation is

not immediate: I1I - 3- 12. iblzeY
argument: entity about which something is asserted:

m -3 - 4. (> 44l é_.\i Jeldly Lells) e usdl
argumentative text: VII - 1 - 8 - 3. S
array: confeguration with a characteristie arrangment:

VI-1-2. O s p
articles: V -3 pass CF. 4 definite or indefinite ol gl
ask; VI-4 - 14, VI -4 - 21 FF, VI-4. 25 FF, VI -

4.30, VIII - 2 - 26. JLa
assertion: V-3, III-1-4-1,VI-3-1. S0

asymmetry : 1-6- 12, I[ - 3 - 5, 111 -4- 10, VII - 2
-2, VII-2-11, VIII-1-6-6. Sl L S

atomism: outlook centered on minimal components: 1

-
.

-6-3,119, 111, IV, -3 -1,V -3 - 12. 4,3
attachment: VI pas' s. Frame a -; plan a -; procedural

a-; schema a. byl 5 - oy,
attention: [ -4 - 11-5,[-5-3 -1 F,I1-2-27, VI -

L4,IV-1-7,IV-1-10,VIL 2-8, VII

-2-25,I1X-3-6. oL31
attribute: IIf -4 - 14, 111 -4 - 16 - 7, VII - 3 - 27. v
augumented transition net work: [-7-2,11-2- 12

FF, 12,111 -4-7,1I1-4-16,1V -1 -

3, VI-4-7. Laldl oY et 2
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autonomous synatx; O - 5,1-2-sFF, Il pas, V - 4

-11,IX-8-2- Ul o Y (g1 o

auxiliary : 0-2-15-5 Jelos
B

backdating: VI2 ssle)

Back up: return to revise a previous data definition.

I1-2- 32, II- 2.34. | UL i asle)
back word downgrading: VI. 1 - 12. S jadss
backword planning: VI - 4 - 8. o A sl
backword repudiation VI -3 - 12 o U it
backword search: I-6-7 - | O U 33 5all
banality: I - 1 - 16, VII’ iz Y
pargain Favor: VI 4 - 14, VL. 4 - 27 - 4 - 30, VI -2

- 23 FF. Syl s Joly Lo g
bargain object: VI -4 - 4. VI-4-22, VI-4-27

vIOI-2-25 ORI R

Lol i

base structure: [-6- 11

behaviorism: study of excluisirely manigest action of
organisms VI - 4 - 1, IX - 1- 3, IX -
5.2. < A cadil

belief: cognitive state of holding a proposition to be
true in a world.

I1-5-5-3,VI-1-23-1,VI-2-2, slesl

o
belief systems: VI-1-23- 1,
binariness: outlook with sets of two opposed ele-

ments
0AY



[-3-4-4,11-231, VIL 1.3. st
block: I-6-7ff,11-2-33.VI-4-8,VI-4-
31f. 4iae
bottom - up: input from outside the processor’s stor-
age.1-6-5,VI-1-1,VI-1-5, VI

-2-5. b g
boundedness: Il - 4 - 5. REPREAY
breadth - first search: [-6-7-2. VI-4-27 VI-4

-32. PLSYL el oy
bridge principles: - I - 6. syl -’:"';5
bridging infernce: insertion of knowledge to over-

come discontinuty I- 6 - 9. P INEWIN ) ST

e e
(5 y2eall y f_\.lni.’.\fl
bypassing: non - utilization of a level in an intersys-

tem - 4- 15, VI- 1 - 10. skl

C
cancellation: Il - 3 - 19, I1I - 4 - 13, !

cancel links: pathways that suppress inheritance III-3
-19,11-4-7-24, VI1-11,VI-3-

4. Moyl W
canonic representation: standardized formant for all

data in all contexts I - 6 - 2. -]
cascades: interactive networks doing parallel opera-

tions on deffernt aspects of the same

date. II-2 - 13, IIL - 4 - 14, VIP oad - Sl
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case: a grammatical role of a noun in clause III -

4-9
cataphora: V-1-5,V-4-9f, VII-3-7. S s sl
e a2 )
(e

categorical rules: operations that always apply to a

language. 1 -3-4-7f,1-4-6,1-4-

6,1-4-9,10,1v-1.9. aallas 2el
category: class of entities postulated for a theory or

medel: II - 2 - 23. (Wa gt Dl o) b
causality: II1 -4 -3,V -7 -6f, VIII - 2 - 13. 4.1..3!
cause - of: III-4-7- 14, VII- 3 - 24. s
central vs. peripheral: IT - 2 - 28. (ala Jilie 3) 555 0
certainty: I - 3 - 21. Y
change :1-3-4-6f,IV-2-3-4,IV-4-4. R
chanting: VIII - 1- 3. -5

character: person or persanified objects in a story

wold VIII - 2 pas. Gy dmard
chunks: III-3-11-6,11-4-27. =1
circuit: nitwork configuration with node access in

two directions III - 3 - 10, II14 b
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circularity: argumentation in which the conclusion

both resuits from and proves the permise

[-1-17-1. (gl ) 5940
class: [1- 1-6,11-3-19,V-3-8,V-3-10,V
-4-3ff,V-1-11 - ab

classical conditioning: training in which a stimulus
eleciting a natural response is replaced

by an arbitrary stimulus to elicit the same

reponse IX - 5 - 3. sl sl
clause: 11-2-22, Tl - 4 - 26 (S0 dox) o o S5
cleft sentence: VI-3- 10,1V -3 - 14, IV -41V8 iyl dad)
cognition - of: [11-4-7- 19 ceed = A
cognitive conflect: vi- i - 12. s b
cognitive interestes: [~ 1-5,1-5-6,1X-4-9-3. gl
coherence: 1-4-11-2,1-4-12,1-7-5,111-4-

3,V-1-7,VI-4-8,VII-2-10,

VI-3-14-2. ¢l
cohesion: [-4-11-1,1-4-i12f, V pas-, V[-4-8

VII-2-10-VII-3-14- 1 .
co - incidence detection 111-3-24, VI-1-6 Goluall &

collective pro - form: one referring to a group of en-

o) e JI
EM S 35

tities as one unit V - 4 - 4.
collocation
combinutional explosion: II-1-2, VI-1-2,V-4-
6 71-4-1

comma splice: [X - 4 - 4.

iy il
Aoty L)
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comment; stretch of a sentence in which something
is presented about the topic [V -3 -2, » > « 5w slizes
s il Wt

A ¢ 906 30 e

commentation: VI-3 -8, VIII - 1 - 10.
commonsense: generale knowledge and reasoning
shared by asociety [ -6-4, 1 -2 - 37,

()
N Py

-

I - 4 - 39f, VII - 3 - 30 ff. i all, Sl
communication: transfer of knowledge via meaning-

ful interaction-[- 1 - 1 ff. JlasVY!
communication of: I -4 - 7-22, VII- 3 - 28. oo Jladt
communicative competence: [ - 5 - 2. Uit jaal
communicative dynamsim: extent to which a propo-

sition expandes or modifies a textual

world VI -3 - 5. Sla¥l blad
compatible modes: [l - 3 - 18, VII-2- 12. Gl yza LI
competence: [ -4 - 14f,1-1-17-3,1-3-3,1-3-

S-7,1-4;s.textual c. 8 ,dds
competition: VIII -2- 11,IX -4 - 3. i3l
complexity: VI-2-9,IV-3-17-7f [X-8-3. ~.:Sj
complication: VIII -2 - 11. S04
components: I1 - 2 - 15,11-2- 15 - 10. X
compound; entity with two or more components of

the same class I1 - 2 - 15,11 -2 - 25. S
computer - assested instructions IX -1 -7,IX -5 -

51. PR T P
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concept: 1-6-1,111-3-6,1I1-3-8,1I -3 -4pas P340 = 5 guai
concept activation: IIT-3-5, VII-3-15- 1. — il a2
ereall b ls
conceptual connectivity: I -2-12,1-2-10,1-4-
4,1-4-11-2,1-7-3,1Ill pas. g.,-«;q-‘ill Ll 2
conceptual dependency: language theory centered on
the underlying structures of actions and
events. [-6-12,III-4-11. et BIsS
correlation S U
co-text: 1-3-4-51, VI-3-5 (Gl Sl plan ) adl 2y Gl
counter - example; data which does not follow a reg-
ularity 1-2- 5,10, M- 4- 36, (eldl a5 V) illses Jbte

counterfactual: opposed to propositions held to ob
taininaworld Il - 4 - 12, [II - 4 - 18. Gadl [ Se

count - nouns: IIT -4 - 5. Sl gdall elat

creativity: 1-5-3,V-2-6,VI[-2-39,IX-1-3

IX-7-3. Lol Y Gl
cue: I1-2-19,11-4-17, VI-1-4,IV-1-71IV
-1-23,1,IV-1-24,VI-1-6, VII-
- 10 ff, VIII - 2 - 30f. L
current: I-3-4-7,11-1-4,11-2-8,11-2-16,
V-1-7 sl - sl
current ~ontroles: [-3-4-7,1-3-5-2,V-1-1, sl lat, 2l
Lol
cybert tic. rexclations; [-4-3,1-4-4,1-6-8,IV
-1-21,VI-1-26. Uiy ol sl 3
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cybernetic system: one governed by self regulation
to maintain stability I-4-3,1-6-2,V

-1-1,VII-3-41. &,a.h.,,,rm.
D

damaged structure: one of which a part is masked by

noise or disturbance I - 2-21, II -s -

28. Lo giin 4
data limited processing: processing where efficiency

connot improve with practice due to the

nature of the data.

VII-2-15 2 dou UL ol )

data oriented studies: I-1- 11.

decay: loss of data over time III - 3 - 17, VII- 3 - 29
-5, VII-3-36,VII-3-41,VII-2-
44,

decidability: I- 6 - 13, I - | - Iff.

decision: choice of on operation [ -3 -3-1-4-5-
2, VI1 - 2 - pas, IX - 4 pas.

declarative knowledge: III - 3 - 2.

decomposition: operation of processing via minimal
units. Il - 2 pas.

deconstruction: 0 - 8

deduction: III - 6 - 5.

deep structutre: an underlying configuration having a
basic axiomatic format II-1-6,1I- 1 -
10-2,0-1-13,11-2-9,11-2-32.
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default 1 '3 4.3,1-3,1-3-5-2,1-5-5/1II-
1-5V-3-14,VI-4-10f

default entity: V-3-3-6,V-5-4-3.

definite article : V - 3 - pas.

definiteness: V- 1-4-2,V - 3 pas.

degree of generality: I1I - 3-- 3, Il - 3 - 23,

deictic:IV-3-12,V-4-1-5.

delinearization: replacement of surface linearity with
underlying relational configuration II - 1
-14,2-9.

demonstration sentence: [-3-5-3,111-4-7-3.

depth of processing: s - processing depth, depth first
search, [-6-7-3,VI-4-20,VI-4-
27,IV-4-31.

derivational: a model building: all manifestations by
combining of transforming simpler ver-
sionsI[-2-6,11-2-30,1I-2- 34,IV
-4-11

description: procedure of defining the traits of an ob-
jectofstudy I-1-8-3,1-1-10,IX-
2-5.

descriptive texts: VII-1-8 - |

desigr. op .mal use of materials I -4 - 14,1V -4 -
12, VI-4-34, VII - 2-37

design criteria: -4 - 14,1-5-5 - 10,1V 412,V
-7-10,VIII- 2,19
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desirability: VI -4 - 10, VIII - 2 - 24 - 2f. Lo M1 - Jyall
desires: IV-2-3-7,VI-4-10,VII1-2-14. ols,
determinacy: [ -4 -4f-,1-6-3,I1-3-15, 1113 -

24, 1MM-3-28,IV-1-5,IV-4,6, V-3

-7, VI-1-7ff, VI-1-12,VII-1-4

- 1s.nond. Ol = sl

determinateness operator: VIII -4 - 12 - 7. - Ll 25

el 250

determiner: 1 - 2 - 15,11 - 4 - 23, Sdoee
development phase: VII - 2 - 8ff., VII - 2 - 12 ff-,

VII - 2 - 30. skl U s
didactic texts: VII- 1 -8 -7. Ladadl o palli
defferntiation: discovering dissimilar traits of entities

as a means of identificationI-4-2 I -

3-23-IV-2-3-6,IV-2-6-5,VI-

1-4-I1ff. e
directionality: [-2-12,II1-4 -7, - 4 - 22, I{I!6,

IV-1-12,VI-1-4. Lo gl
direct object: I-2-15,10-2-15-2. Al J il

(At
discontinuity: I-4-5-5,1-5-5-15,1-6-9, IV

-1-12,VII-2-23, VII-3- 15, VII - 3

-32,VII-2-27,I1X-3-5. J,:Jl-t&z\ll
discontinuous elements: II - 2 - 31, Lhill olal

ol

discourse: I1-1-3, VI-4-2,
discourse action: [ -4 -4, [I1 -4 - 26, VI - 4 - 2,

040



discourse analysis: 0-9,1-1-3,12 VIII- 1 -2-2 gl 4
discourse model: configuralion of mutually related
text - world models IV3-9, VII-1-8

-8, VII- | - 4. s m358

discrepency:14-5-5,1-5-5-15,1-6-9,IV -1
-12,IV-4-7,VIl-2-2-33, VII-3 -
13, VIIL- 2 - 37, VI - 2 - 42. = ol - el
G,
discreteness: 1-6 -3,I1-6-15, Il[-1-7, IV -
3-1 £
disjunction: I1-2-15-11,11-2-20-3, -2 -
24,V-1-4-8,V-7-1-2,V-7-4,

v 13, Jlasl - ol
dispensible elements: those whose absence does not
impair connectivity I -2-20-6,II - 2 -

30. RV | I TP |

St )

(e laz Y

distribution: 111 - 4 - 5. 32

distributionalism: 1 -2-3,1-4-10,111-3- 1. a4l
distiitutive pro - form : one referring to each of a

group of entities singly V -4 - 4, PSS ki

divide fness: I11- 4 - 5. in pall

Lo Jbet suoee

domain specific: VII-1-7, VII- 1 -9.
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dominance; VI-3-1,VI-3-14, VII-1-1-4,

vVil-1-7,vil-2-8. e -hs - i
downgrading: IV - 1 - 11ff, VII - 2 - 23. aas
dummy: I-2-15,0-2-15-6,IV-3-10,V-5

-4-2. (oLl as) wty L

E
ease of processing: s - processing ease oYl U g
economy: [ -4-4 MI-3-7,1I-3-18,IV-4-
11,V-1-7,VI-1-4,VII-2-39, VIII -2 -

45. slazil
economy principle: V-1-7,V-2-3. sbai¥l fa.
education: I - 7 -9, IX pas. <A
effectiveness: 1-4-14, 114, 1V - 19,1V - | - 26,

IV-4-12,V-4-3V-7-10,VI-4-14,

VII-1-4-3VII-2-19,IX-2-5. aJl
effeciency: 1-4-14,1-4-6ff 1-2-19,1II-4 -

14,IV-1-9,IV-1-26,1V-4-12,V pas,,

VI-3-7,VII-1-12,VII-2,13, VIII-2 -

19, VIII - 2 - 39. sels
elaborated code: V - 5 - 6. Jaie pllai
electrical signal: 1- 6 - 14, 14 Gl s 5,
element: 1-1-6, . s
ellipsis:1-4-5-1,1-4-11-1,P,V-1-4-7,V

-5-10, V-6 pas. RS
embedding: insertion of subordinated phrases into a

clause I-3-5-3,11-2-27. bl - y2>
emotion: I-1-13-1,IV-2-3-2,IV-2-6-6. Jaat - Lble

oy



emotion - of: I[[[ - 4 - 7 - 20. oo ble
empiricalness; I- 1 - 16f-,1-3-5-4,11-2-2. slaze¥) 4

(L e
enablement - of: II[-4-7 - (5, VII -3 - 24. Cee A OSE
encoding: I- 6 - 14. AP RS
entity: an identifiable item of any kind V - 3 - 3ff e = ols

entry conditions: IT - 2 - 2. Jay by 2

entry operator: III- 4 - 12 - 3 Jeradl 25

episode: experienced sequences of events or states

IV-1-4;s.storye. &by - Sl
episodic entities: V -3 -3 - 3. iy jole
episodic knowledge: VIII- 1 -5,IX - 1 -4. Ly & pne
episodic memory: IIf -3 - 16f., III-3-24,IV -1 -

4,VI-1-4. Lasliy 5 51
episodic strategies: ITI - 3 - 26, VII - 2 - 14f. Ly o 555 e
epistemic curiosity: IV - 1- 12. u’J"" Jyas
episte.nology: I -3 - 11. b all 4 ks
equivalence: VII - 2 - 34, : Sl
equivalent - to: Il - 4 - 7 - 30. cod = sl
ergatives: VIS, L s S
errors: [-5-4,11-2-14,11-2-33, 111 -3 - 12,

VI -3- 14ff, IX-4 -8, slastf
evaluaionI-4-14,1-5-5-11,1X-2-5. (Lol slrasps 56
event: 'I-4-14, VI-3-2ff VI-3-14,VII-2-

2 2 Sl
existential quantifer: III- 1 -3, V-3 - 12 , S :,.*5 sai)
exit operator: I11 - 4 - 12 - 4. LV 5 5

04A



exophora: V-1-4-6,V -5 pas. Do) |

IS o e

-expectation: disposition of a processor towords cer-
tain occurrances I - 2 - 11, IV pas-, X - 7 - 4. o
experience: M -4 -3, VII- 1 - 4 - 5, VIII - 2 16f. L4
explanation: - 1-8-4,11-1-10,IX-2-5. clal
explosion: I - 6 - 9, III - 3 - 23; s. combinationale. Sl
exposition: VII -2 - 11. P
expression: III -3 - 5. =
expression phase: VII - 2 - 8ff. ol U e
extensional meaning: 1-2-8-2,V-3-1. S sl
external controls: - 1 - 11,17 i, Loyl

F

face - to - face communication : I-4 - 11- 5, VI-
2-6. L JlasY
facts: [V - 123 -1, Sola~

~ fatlure: 1-6-7, H[-4-23,01-4-30,IV-1-12,
VI-3-11,VI-4-18,VI-4-20,VI-4-34. Js
feature: distinguishing trait of an entity III - 2 pas. 8k A
feature overlap. III - 3 - 27. el ST S

feedback: reactive imput back into a system from the
inviromment VII - | - 5. gl
fictional text: IV - 1-23 -3, VI- | - 12. S o
figure vs - ground: IV -2-5,I1V-2-6,[X-4-7. Jlin b S
i )Y

final state: end condition of on actualized system II -
2-22,VI-4-4,VII-2-6. el Ju
044



first order informativity: IV - | - 8ff. Lyl e L)

S
focus: directional center of attention IV -2-6- 1, IV

-2-6-6,IV-3-1,IV-3-10,IV-3-17-

9,V-5-5,VI-3-14, VII- | -8-4f VII-3

-33,IX-4-17. H%
foreign langnage teaching: IX - Spas. Lol W ol
forgetting: -4 -5-4, VII- 3 - 31, Ol
form - of: M- 4 -7 - 10. B I U
format: manifest arrangement of datal-3-42,1-4

-it-1,1-6-10,I1-3-2,111-3-9,1II-3-

15,IV-1-5,V-1-1,VII-2-6-2. JS -l -
forward downgrading: IV - 1 - 12. S i
forward planning: VI-4 - 8. P laass
forward repudiation: IV - 3 - 12. B A
forward search: 1- 6 -7 - Iff. o Loy
found poem: VII - 1 - 12. il dad ~lede S ial
fragment: [-3-4,IV-3-13. ihs
frame:1-7-6,IV-4-7,VI-1-2FF, VI-2
pas., VII-1-8-1, VIl - 2 - 13f, VII - 2 - 30ff.,

VI-3-27-2. b
frame attachment: VI - 2 pas., VII - 2 - 32. A Ly,
frequency: I - 3 - 14,1V - 22. NS -2,
function: I- 1 - 6,1-5-3- 1,V -3-5,VII-1 -8-5. ik,

function words : I1-2-5-2, [[-20-3,11-2-23. &yl oYl
functional sentence perspective: IV - 3 - 3ff, IV - 3 -
13. ol ab g ) i

Voo



fuzziness: [-1-6,1-4-4,11-14,111-3-6, III -
3-36,11-4-12,111-4-39,V-3-I0FF, III

-3-36,11-4-15,IV-1-10,V-4-9. Uil T P ge
- u_é_‘L_'; J:LZ =
SEYEn

fuzzy set: set with probablilistically defined member-
shipVII'l -5, VII-1-7,VII-2-5. o ygms 48 gorue

G

gambler's fallacy: I 13, IV2 el olalb
gap-1-6-4,1-6-9,VII-3-15,VII-3- 19f. 3 g8
gapping: V - 6 - 4. d>uJ|

(our o) il dalis Jur

generalization: expanding statements from individu-

garden path senteces: II - 9 - 33ff.

als to whole classes - 1 - 8 - 2. e
general problem solving: I-6-7. 121, IX-1-4-

1, IX-1-7. o)\S.L..U(L»Jlul;Ll
generative linguistics: the study of how language
manifestations are produced: I - [- 11, T-1-16,1-

1-18. Lad el L

generative semantics: a version of transformations!

grammar with logical propositions as base struc-

tures 0.5, [-1-13-3,1-2-6,1-6-11,1I-

1-6. Lad b YA
gestalt psychology: psychology concemed with pro-

cessing input in integrated chunks - IV - 2 - 5,

VI-4-6. Jﬁlus'J°>"w~5rl‘



gist: appreximative summary of a textual world III -
4-3s. gt W B e
given vs - new knowledge: [-4-12,IV-3-3,IV -
4-4. it ilae g Ale Sbyles
global: applied on a large scale. VI pas., VII - 2 -
10f. Jols
goal: intended future state of the world I-2- 17,1 -
4-11-3,1-4-14,1-5-5-3,1-6-1,VI-
4 pas- VIII-1-4-31 VIII - 2 pas. oda - 4l
goal state: intended end state of on actualzed system
[-6-7-1,VI-4-4,VI-4-8.

gradation: defferentiation by small degrees I - 3 -
4-4. T

ials Ul

grammar: I - 1 -: 15ff.,[-3-2. Aol 4
grammar state; a surface state of a sequencing sys-

temIl-2-8. L you -
gramrratical : allowed by grammer I - 1 - 16ff-,

1116, el il] Gilhae — 5 o

grammatical dependency: structure with at least two
grammatical elements one of which cannot stand
alonel-4-4,11-1-14,11-2-6ff-, 11-2-
1, 0-2-1511-4-21,V-6-3. S el

graph trw-ory: study of the mathematieal and elecrical

por=.tie- of network III - 3 - 10, ITI%. S e &R

ground: - figu:e vs. g IS i 3 e !
H

head: I-2-9, -2 - I5f-, 1l - 4 - 14. ob o s

Ty



helper character: VIII - 2 - 10 - 1, VIII - 2 - 26ff. el Uy, dnases
heuristie: a method of discovery: [ -3-4-9, VIII -

1-18. 8l
hold stack: a temperary data store for current ele-
mentsI-2-10,11-2- 14. G3e ol
human activities: I-1-5,1-4-10,1-5-6,1-7-
10,IX-4-9-3. el bl
hypothesis: a provesional statement IT - 2 - 9-,II - 2
-14,M1-3-12,IV-2-9,1IV-3-17-4. got Rl - e s
hypothesis merging [1l - 4 - 14,1V - 1 - 4. 2R

I

iconic: aspect of signs that outwardly resemble thei

disignation IV - 2 - 8. (Al Glaw oon, 75 S 201 J) 4.9) &)
idea: VII -2 -9. BYW e K
idealization: method of ignoring manifest details I1I -

4 -35. SYge
ideation phase: VII - 2 - 8ff-, VII - 2 - 30, IX - 7 -4. syl U
identifiecation: I-1-8-1, G adl - oY Gl = Lyl (s

if added vs - if needed: [ -6 - 9. ixlost bl 8 WL
imagery: VII-3-5. Sl = ONSS
immediate constituents: components extracted by bi-

nary division of structures II - 2 - 31. i sl oL sl
immediate constituent analgsis II - 2 - 31. CIRUCR L WP
implicature: VIII- 1 -6 - 6. elov)
incomplete structures: II - 2 - 16. dail)l ols
indefinate article; V - 3 pas. PRSI
indefinate entities: V - 3 - 5. ioae L2 (Lole) SULS
indefinateness: V - 3 - 13 ff. Rl

1.y



indirect object: [1-2- 15, I1-2-15-3. o1 WREE g Y-

induction: I - 6 - 5. o) izl

inference: 1-6-4,1-6-8F-, 1-6-13,11-4-1,
-4-24,11-4-29ff-,IV-3-17-3,V-6
-8,V-7-7,VI-3-7,VII-3-15-3,VIl-3

- 18ff. JYazol
infinite regress: Il[- 2 - 2 - 8. S Yozl
infinite set: I- 1- 15,11 - 1 - 5. LAl 1 o yora
inflection: alteration of surface element in conformity

with the grammatical dependency in which it oc-

cursII-2-2ff- 11-2-5-5. -ty 2
inform: IV, VI-4 - 14 VIII - | - 8. e
informant: a language user who judges lingnistic

samples - 1-17 -2, Soudl aelos
informativity [ -4 - 11 -7, [-4-121-7-4,1lI- 4 -

1,IVpas,V-1-5VI-1-12,VII-2-16-3 L)
inform reason: VI -4 - 14, VI - 4 - 21 ff,, VI4 -

27fF, VIIL - 2 - 26, el oo
inheritance: II[-3-19, VI- | - 11, VI-3-4, VII -

1-9,VIl-2-36, VIII- 2 - 24. CIS%)
initial state: beginning state of on actualized system [

-6-7,2-22,VI-4-4, VII[-2-6. o ¥ dl-
initiation operator: IIT - 4 - 12 -1. eddl 25
instance: member of aclass III-3- 19,11 - 3 - 28. JLe

R I | LY

instance - of: [1 -4 -7 - 24.
institationalized entities: V -3 -3 - 5. (L,—'-»'*-U‘ 24all) Lle Qe ols

instruction I -3-4-6, I - 2 - 9, I1I -3 -6, VI -1-3f. wryp = e
et



ZL—A'J
o L‘n..ab
B> ga &y

instrument: [-4-11-3.

instrument - of lI[-4-7-9.

integrated theory: I - 6 -2.

integration: merging new entries with storage [ - 6 -
5,1-6-9,II-3-1-3,10-3-13. S bl b dall bl

intelligence [-56,IV-3- 18- IX-1-5. S5

intensional meaning: 1-2-8-2,V-3- 1L 3 geadll  call

intention: processing disposition that a future occur-

rence should appear I - 1 - 4. dad
irrelevant [ - 1 - 14,11-4-23,IV-3-7,IV-3-8 S
intentionality: I -4 - 11-3,1-4 - 12f., VI-4-8, VIII

1-6- 1. Lidaill
interaction: [-1-7,1-2-7,1-4-11-2,1I-1-4,

VI-4-2IX-8-2 Jes

interdisciplinarity: 1-3-5-10,IV-3- 18, [X pas &l ohJl Wil
interestingness: I11-1-4-3,IV-1-8,IV-4-12,
IV-4-18, VI-1-12.VI-4-18,VII-2-9. al,'JYIi)L‘l—fLQ;.\YI

interference: use of one langnage affected by knowl-

edge of another IX - § -6. Sl il
intermediate states: thos between the initial and final

states VI-4-4,1V-4-8. o g0 Y
intermal controls: 1-2 - 11,17, Ll bl s
intersection of sets: elements shared by sets. Sl gaandl UL
intersection of spreading activation: [Il - 4 - 24. o sl il Sl

intersystem: [-2- 11, 1-4-1,1l1-4-3. Bl 1
intertextnality: [-3-4-10,1-4-11-6,1-4-12,
[-7-7VI-1-8,VI-1-1,IX-6-4. (_oll) adl J5S
10



intonation: 0-9IV-2-6-2,V6-7,VII-2-6. ]
intiution: undeclared belief of disposition I-1-17 - 2. Bt
invention: IV - 3 - 14, g
invoke: VI-4-14,VI-4-23, VIII- 1 - 8. W]
invoke theme: VI -4 - 14, VI-4-23,VI-4-27,

VI 4- 30. ¢3% S e
involvement: degree of activotion of pocessing re- ,

surces [V -2-6-6. J’;y = g;“‘:-

J

journalism: IV - 1 - 4,1V -4 - 10. Blwo
junction: I[I-2-15-11,V-1-4-8,V-7pas VIII

-2-37. iy,
Jjunctive: Py

K

kemel: basic irreducible sentence in early transferma-

tional grammer I - | - 15. (B1g) 4 ,a,
keyword systems: III - 4 - 15. Llea Yt oldsi ("‘":
kinship terms: III - 2 - 4. LAl b
knowledge: content of human cognition and meaning

I-5-5-3, Il pas. s. episode k; world k. 4 e

knowledge of the world: s. world knowledge. (L.l & jas) LAl B jne

knowledge space: a configoration of mutually ac-
cessible content [ -6-1,1-6- 10,111 -3 -6,
IV-1-25 VII-3-41.

knowledge state: a state in an actualized conceptual

system [II - 3 - 7.

IS e -l

G -



L
lack of knowledge inference: III - s- 19, Il[- 3-21 o JYu o Y

G all e
langue vs. parole: I-1-14f-, [X-2-4, o R
2 UER
leaming: [V-1-8,IV-2-2. r,l..:.ll
least effort principle: Lt b slazi¥i Taw
level: 1-1-15,1-2-1,P S 5t
lexical solidarity: I1I - 37. el ladl
lexicon:1-2-8-2,1-6-8,11-2-16,1II - 4-23.
linearity: strictly serial formating 1-2-9 - 2. (s AD ot
linearization: imposition of surface linearity upon un-
derlying relational configuration I - 1 - 4, VII -
2-16-If,IX-7-4. (wug..;usgusnca,)é__.:n
links: access paths between nodes: II-2 - 8, III - 3 -
7, I - 4 pas. = W

LISP : bracketed character - string computer lan-
guage VII - 3 - 42. ,r‘);‘ o iyar by N oS dﬁll ..,....U-l )

list: inumerative data format: M1 -3-9,IV-6- 2. T
literal expression: one with obvious reference to a

worldIV-1-17,VII-2-28. S =
Tliterary studies: IX - 7 pas. Lol ol
literary texts: [V-1-5,IV-1-8,IV-1-22 IV-4

- 10. ol o gl
literary theory: I -4 - 8. TSRy
litigation: VII - | - 3. o

Ty



load: current amount of data to be processed II - 1 -

12, VII - 2 - 20, VII - 2 - 25. (bl s yore) Jom
local : applied on a small scale VI- 1 - 1 s = e
location: special definition of an entity with respect

to others VII - 3 - 2 - If. VIII - 2 - 39. S
logic:1-2-9,1-3-2,1-4-11-2,1-6-2,1I1-1

-Mff,V-3-1,V-3-12. Sh
logical world: I -6 - 3, LI - I - 3ff. Sk (e
long term memory storage: II 10, III - 3 - 16. Jegb O

S g =Y
loop: doubling back to an earlier state of an actual-

ized system VIII - 2 - 36. 3y, — byl

M
machin translation: I - 6 - 14,11-2-16,IX-6- | UV L
macro - state: [[-2-9, I1-2-17,11-2-25,111-4

-14,101-4-27,VI-1-1,VI-4-7. S -

macro - structure: a global structure III - 4 - 27, VII -
2-10,VIT-2-15, VIl -2-15, VII - 2 - 28,
VII-2-38, VII[-2-24-2, VII[- 2 - 42. SrS a
management: controling actualization for a particular
motivation[ 1 -8-7,1-3-4-6,IX-2-1,IX
-4-9 -4, s, stuation m. Joridl b5
mapping: correlatnig levels of an actualzed intersys-
temI[-2-10,1-3-3,1-3-5-L1-6-12,
I-3-501-3-24,1I1-4-10,HI-4 - [6ff,
IV-1-23-4IV-3-44,1IV-3-14,1IV-4-
12,V-5-4-2 VII-1-8-5,VII-2-3,VII
TA



-2-16ff-, VIII-1-21,IX-4-3,IX-7-4, by s s

i pLladl LY

marker: an arbitrary feature assigned to an entity by
an investigator Il - 2 - 1, [Tl - 4 - 33, wls
markov chain: IV - | - 2. <S5l s

mass nouns: Il - 4 - 5, 11T 13. P L TR (I

matching: comparing entities or configurations III 4 -

36,1V -2-3-5.5s-pattern m. o - Ol
matirial resources: VI -4 -3, VIII -2 -39 ff., VIII -

2-41. Wb 5)) 40
meaning: content conveyable via signs III pass. Py
meaninglessness: [V - | - 14. gl = el 5Lzl
means - end analysis: [6-7-1,11-2-18,VI-4.

8, VI-4-19. bW, Ple gt LU
mediation: access via interposed entities I - 4 - 11 -

5, VIIT-1-2. b gl - bl
memery: [-3-4-9,1-5-1,1I1-3-16,V-4-

13. i S
mentioned entities: [V - 3-3 - . e LRI :..pt,dl
meta - action: VI-4-2, VI-4-25, VIII - |- 2. S Les
metaclass: III -3-20,IV-5-4-1,VI[-1-1] (RPN/JFLIe |

meta - language: language for communication about
language I1-2- 1 - 5. Gl Jp- 50 s
metaphore: 123, 111-3-20,1V-1-17,VI- | - |0.

VI-1-13. Sl



metatopic: topic attained by invoking a metaclass of a

discourse entity \%1188 LS'L": Qér
micro - state: I[1-2 -9, II-2 - 25, VI -101, VI- 4 - 7. S e Al
micro - structure: VII-2 - 11. S0 &

minimal units: smallist entities incapable of further

reductionI - 1 - 15, 1IT-2-1ff, VII-1-1,

VIII-2-1. Saall ol i
miscues: VI[-3 - 14ff - IX-3- 1 igan — dale - Lbb & w0
mobility: [IV-2-3-1,IV-2-6-1. s AL
modality: [-2-8-2,1IT-4- I8. &l 1y NI
modality - of: III - 4 - 7 - 27. ool

mode: means of representation on transmission III -
1 - I; cf - compatible m. ol - b
model: cognitive correlate of a donaim under study I

-1-6,1-1-12ff,1X-4-9-3s. discourse

m' situtation m.' text - world m. 3 - Jbe
model - building: -6 - 1. g el
model - space: an integrated configuration inside a

modle {11 -4-27,1IT - 4 - 29. S o PR O
modification: a change which retains some material

of function within the whole ,1-4 -3, VIII - 2

-30,IX-7-3. S
modifier: II - 2- 9. s
modularity: 1-2-7,1-6,3,11-1 - Iff- III-1-7. Uy - 48

e



montague grammar: [ -1 - 13-2,, >y ael i

mood: grammatical diffemtiation of modality III - 4 -

18. &) gz Yly UV e oatll ekl 3550 5 9f Gy 6

morphemes: mininal units of meaning changing form
-1-4-10,1-7-1,11-2-Iff. O o Sldomy
morphology: I-1-150-2-3-3, -2-1. J,.ajlr.l.p
R | V-

motion - of: [11-4-7-8, VI-3-3,VI[-3-28.

motivation: disposition that on action should be per-
formed IV-1-3,IV-1-12,IV-4-10,V -2-
4, VII-1-8-4VI[-2-271X-4-51IX-7

- 3. it
motivation} statement: VII - 2 - 22, VII - 2 - 23ff-,
VIII - 2 - 32. Lt i le
multistable system: I - 43. GUBY ot 1) ol 356 pla
N
narration I - 7 - 8, VIII - 2 pas oaddl
narrative text: [II -4-6,V 7-6, VI[-1-8-2,VII sa~ad a

natural language: one used in spontaneous communi

ationby asaciety .2-9,1-3-21.6-2,1-6

-15IV-1-2,V-7-17. bl i
near miss VI - 1 - 6. gt 5 Uas
negation: assertion that a proporsition is invalid 1V -

1-25, VIII - 1 - 23,1X -2 -2, IX2. 7y
network: structwre of nodes and links II -2 - 8, II 2

-10-1II - 3 pas., Il - 4 pas -. VI-3-2, VIII -

2-2-251IX- 1-7;s. conceptual - relation al

n., semantic n.

m



nodes: content - loaded points in representational

space. I1-2-8,I1-3-7, dze
noise: Il - 4- 26,1V -2 - 8. oo
non - determinacy: I - 6 - 13ff-, IlI-4-19,1IV -2 -

9,V-5-4-4,VI-1-8f. LYY - Lol pe

non - text: langnage manifestation devoid of textuali-
tyl-3-4-41-3-5-5-5-1-4-14-1-5

-5,IV-1-23-2,V-4- 12 Jyda b pNS Ll
normality postulate: VI-4 - 11. (g 2200 3 48) el ol (5 480
normal ordering: IV -2-3-1,IV-2-6-4,VII2 -

14. s e A

da>ll

noticing: III - 3 - 4.
noun phrase: a noun head plus at least one dopen-
dent element I3 -2, 11 -2 - 9. Lokl 5gd> 3 Glimbey V!

numerical: expression of countability II - 2 - 23. S
o

object: [11-4-4,V-3-9. G Jpnda -0 2

da> M

observation: I- 1-8,1-2-5,VI-1-14.
occurrence: an element in an actual systemI-3,1 -
1-16,1-3-4-5,1-3-5-3,1-6-8,1I1-4-
6,I1-4-22,IV-1-1. J8Sde 28 = 53,5
operator: a signal modifying the steatus of a relation,
or configuration opposition III - 4 - 12ff. 5
opposed - to: IIT-4 -7 - 31. o slaa
options: simultaneously availble elements of a virtual
system. [-3-3,[-4-1f0,1-5-5-1,1II-3-
17.VI-1-8,V-5-6. Sl

Ny



orders of informativity: 1-7-4,1V - 1 - 6ff, IX - 3
- 6.

ordering: VI - 2 - 6 - 4, of - normal o.

originality: VII - 2 - 12.

outline: VII - 2 - 12, VII4.

outward downgrading: VI- 1 - 12.

outward repudiation: VI-3 - 12.

overpower: VI-4- 14, VI 10, VIIT - 2 - 1.

overriding: a normally disallowed occurrence im-
posed on actualization - [-3-4-3,1I-1-1 -
13,IV-1-23-4.

P

paradigm: (a) accepted outlook of a science I- 1- 1,
IX-1-9

(b) a virtual system of foms capable of occuping a
grammatical slot. II - 2 - 2f.

- paradigmatic: I-2-2,1I-23.

paradox: self contradictory proposition III - 1 - 2.

paragraph: II1 - 4 - 28, VI-4 -2, VI-4-6-ff-, VII
-3-32.

parallelism: recurrent fomatting: VI -4 - 4, VI - 4,
VI-VII-314-1.

parallel procossing: [-6- 12, III-3-9,11I-4 - 14,
VI-1-4,VII-2-3.

paraphrase: different fomatting for the same content
m-1-11,1-3-1-10,VII-2-19.

parole: s. langue vs. p

1y

e e =

izl & gare - o

Szl
i i
S

Gl e Slel o)

(s~ rU&.‘JI Jlae ) oS



parsing: the mapping phase that leads directly to or
from. suface structure IIA, III - 4 - 15, VI - |-

10, VII - 2 - 18ff. Ol all S sh JAE
part-of: III-4-7-11. RN
participants: people in interaction or communication I

-4-6,VI-1-3. iyl 3 oSkl

passive: sentence format with the affected entity as-
subject. II- 1-13, VI-1-5,VI-2-6-4,VII

-2-23. &—@Uall&&]\,d)wﬂ&;\
pathway: access route I - 6 - 7ff-, VI - 4 pas., VIII -
2 pas. >

pattern matching: I -6-6,11-2-22,1I1-3-2-5,
-3-151M1-3-28VI-4-5V-7-1,VII
-2-230,VII-2-36, VII-3-29- 1. LY &,las - LUYI L3
peer group: group of people on socially equal basis
V-5-7. () & - ot e

-
el

perfomance: I1-1-1-17-3, I-5 - 2ff.
perfomatives: VI -4 - 2, VI-4-23. (Jpdly oluYS): asbi ol le

perspective: selective viewpoint on data configur

ation .
tr-3-2,1M-3-11-7,1M-3-26,VI-1-2,VI

-3- 13, VIII - 27. S iy ST Sl
phonology: I - 1 - 15, 1-5-1,1II-2-1, VII - 1-

[ff. G pall Ll e

phrase: [T 2- 22, II1- 4 - 26.  3,all Jowa fouy Lokl SLS 0 0 S 0

W



phrase structuer grammar; gammar based on abstract
symbol strings II - | - 2. LS b e A gl
plan:1-2-12,1-4-4,1-4-11-3,VI-1-3ff,
VI-4-4,Vipas-VII-2-13ff,VII[-1-2-

1, das
planblock: VI-4 -8, VI-4 - 18, VI-4-34, Lis - bl Uiy
planner: 1-6-7. adl asly
planning phase: VII - 2 - 8ff., VII 2-2-28, VIII - 2

-12. bt U s
plexity: Il - 4 - 5. =Y
poetic texts: VI-5, VII - 1 -8 -5, VII-1-11-IX

-6-4. YAl o geits
possession: VI - 4 pas. G - SNl
possession - of..: Il - 4 - 7 - 23. o d el
postdiction: III - | - 7. Y
power: [-5-3-3,11-2-27,11-2-29,IX-2-5

- 4. b -3
pragmatics: 1-2-6,I-2-12, VII- I-5§. Jylaht ot et
precondition: VI-4 -3, VI-4-20, VI-4-29. G b1 20l

predicate: (1) whatever is asserted about an argument

m-3-3. SR RGCH g R N {
(b) stretch of a sentence dependent upon a verb

agreeing with the subject.
VI-3-4-1,VI-3-4-6,VI-3-10,VI-4-4,

IX-4-6. Slsday Glae Jas o LS 0 045 Gpo-andl
predicate caleclus: a logic for formalizing predication
1-6-2. ¥ &) g Sl o £ 50

Mo



prediction: (a) scientific activity of foreseeing manit-

festationI- 1 -8-5. ool - oy
(b) processing disposition that an occurrence will
happenI-5-5-14, VII-2 - 12. 35

preference: 1-3-4-3,1-3-5-2,1-6- 12,122,
Mm-2-8,11-2-17,1l1-4-5,1I1-4-10, UI-

4 - 14 111 - 4 - 16ff, J—«a—ﬁ
111-4-37,VI-107,VI-3-14,VI-4-10, VII -

2-14.
presupposition: [-3 -4 - 10, VI -4 -3, VI - 3 - 5f,

VIII-1-22. R I VR g B
primary concept: II1 -4 - 4,1II - 4 - 14. Sl e
primitives: [11-2- 3, [II - 4 - 6. AR
probability: [-3-5-2,.6- 13, 1-2-8,II-2-

1, VI-1-1,IV-3-15 VII-1-5. Jlaz!
probabiity operator: IV - 1 - 5. ezt 250
problem: I- 6 -7, 111 - 23, VI - 3 - I, VIII - |- 1-

Uen - Il

Liff, 3-5.
problematization : VII- 1 - 8- 4 ff.  JiKeznt - St JI Y1 L o€
problem - occasion infrence: I- 6 -9, Il1 - 4 - 30.  JKZI &> Ao JYu
problem solving: [-6-7,11-2-6,11-2-8,11-2

-30fF, 1L 3. 11 11, 1T -4 17, VI-1-10, VI

-3-17-1,V 6-8, VI3 -8 VI-4-7 VII-2

- 11, VII-2-17, VII- 30, VII-3-13, VI - 2

Wl



-6, VIII - 2 - 23, VII{ - 2 - 46ff., IX 4 10, s.

general p - s.

problem - space: 1. 6. 7, VI - 4 - 20.

procedural attachment: II-2- 19, 1I[-4-1,1lI-4 -
17,1I0-4-37,VI-1-5,VI-4-8 VI[-2-
13, VII-3-6,VIII-2-5. VIII-2 - 19.

procedural knowledge: III - 3 - 2.

procedural semantics: an account of meaning in
terms of processing operations II - 3 - pas.

procedure: statement of operations[-3-5-9,1-5
-3-2,1-5-5ff-1-7-1.

processing: cognitive operations upon data: I-3-5 -
8,[-6-6,1-7-3,1II -3 - 4pas., VII 4 pas.,
VIII - 2 - 15.

processing depth: 1 -4 - 14, III 3 -5, VI-1- 6,

 VI-3-3-17-6, V-7-8 VII- 2- 15, IX
-3-3.

processing ease: [ -4 - [4. VI- 1 -6-, VI-3-17-5
-V-7fI1X-3-3.

processing interaction : [ -6 - 12, II-1-4, VI[-
2-3.

processing resources: [ -4 - 14, 1-6-7-2. VI -
4-3.

production of texts: I-5-5-6,1-6-1,1I1-4-19
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VII - 2 pas.

pro-foms:[-4-5-1,1-4.11.1,V-4-1ff,V
-4 pas.

program: II-2-2.

progression: congiguration of susccessive occur-
rences.1-3-4-7,VI-1-2ff.

projection operator: III - 4 - 12 - 6.

pronoun: Il1-4-23,V-4-1-5ff.

proper names: III - 1- 3.

proposition: -6 - 10, III-3-3,1lI-4-4,V-60
1f,VI[-3-6.

protagonist: VIII - 2 - 7. VIII - 2 - 9ff., VIII - 2 -
25.

protocol: statement by a test person of data aquired
and recoaled VI-2 -4, VI-3-15, VII-3 -2,
VII - 3 -3 ff. VIII - 2 - 42ff.

prototype: 11 -3-27,V-3-3-7,V-3-10,V-3
-15,V-5-4-4.

pro-verb:v4-7.

proximity operator: IIl - 4 - 12 - 5,111 - 4 - 32.

pseudo - cleft sentence: IV - 3 - 11,IV. 3. 4.

psycholinguistics: discipline investigating the psy-
choiogical reality of lingnistic models IT - 2 - 4,

H-2-5-6.
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purpose: VII - 3 - 28.
purpose - of: HII-4-7 - 17.
pushdown stack: data store in shich each entry is

placed on the top of a list pushing others down a

notchII - 2 - 10.

Q
quantification: [-2-8 -2, III-1-3,V-3-3-7,
V-3-12
quantity - of : IT- 4 - 7 - 26.
question answering: VI-36 -f., VI -3 -4 -8, VIII

o F
N g 2

S i
LS

A e GV

-1-25ff.

question test: VI -3 - 6. YL e
R

rank: I-4- 13, [, [II}2 Sy = &y
readability: VI-1-3,VII-2-24,IX-1-8,IX-3

2ff, IX-4-9-2. 2o il Uy = gy e
reading: I - 4 - 8, IX - 3 pas. sel 3
real world: I'7, IIT- 3-3, VI - 1-23 -] i ol

recal I-5-5- 11, 1I-3-11-10, VI-3 - pas.
VII3 pas. VI -2 -42 ff. [X -3 -6.

receiving: 1-5-5-7,1-6-1,11-2.20.12, VII -
2-29.

recognition: test of deciding whether a sample was

part of a previous presentation VII. 3 -29 - |.

3L
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reconstruction: (a) scientific activity of building arti-

ficial correlates of a manifestation I- | - 8 - 6. sl slo) -1
(b) recall via rebuilding prevois input VI - 3 - 12,

VII-3-1. el Bsle] ~o
reccurtence: V- 1-4 -1, V - 2pas. IS - sitasle)
reccurrence of: IIl - 4 - 7- 33, I 7. el
recursion I1-1-5,11-2-9,11-2-25,11-2-27,

VI-3-3. 53 3\ne
reductionism: simplificatin of a domain by ignoring

certain aspects I - | - 4. Jit = jlass
redundancy: VII -2 - 18 ff., VII 2 - 24, VII - 3 - 35,

—Ub)

VII 131X -3-6.

referent: a text - world entity accessed via reference e At - J
reference: 1-2-8-3,III-,2 FF,11-3 -3, VI - 22,

VI-4-1.10-3-3,V-2-2 Vdpas. U hill@de - Jd!
registers: VIII - 1 - 3. (L 24l Slmgld) &l S 2
regulation: [ -4-3,1-5-5 - 14, s. cybernetic. s
reinforcement: in classical conditioning a strengten-

ing of a response to an arbitrary stimulus via

outside motivation IX - 5 - 3. VR T i
relation: I- 6 - 1, III - 3 - 4 pas. BN
telatioial entities: V-3-3-9. LNl bl

J @M

relation-of : lI[ -4 -7 - 4.
relevance: 1-4-4,1-4-14,111-4-23,IV-3-8,

Y.



V-7-1-4,VI-3-12,VI-4-1,VI-4-8,
VII-2-8f-1VII-2-15 VII-1-6-2,

VHI1-6-6,1X-7-3. S - B
repair: text revision to remove unsatisfactory strctur-

ing VII - 2 - 6. )
reproduction: recall via direct output of previous in -

put VIT-3 - |. Ll ol
repudiation VI-3-12,V-4-6,V-6-7. BELY
residual meaning: -2 -2-4,111-4-2. A gl
resolution: VIII - 2 - 11. J>
resource: VIII- 2 -11-1, cf-matenal r.; processing r. S50
resource - limited processing: processing where ef

ficiency is limited by the amount of processing

resources that can be made available VII -2 -15. 3gdmes ol |
restricted code: V - 5 - 6. 3,0l S s
revising: [ - 2 - 34, VI-4- [1,VII-2-6,1X 4 - 5. il e
rewrite rule: a notation where a left - hand structre is

repleaced by a more intricate one to the right

VIII - 2 - 3. LK asle] saeld
rhetorical choice: VII - 2 - 38. I N L
nitual: VIIT- 1 - 3. b
role: VI-1-3,VI-4-13. dags = 93
routine: operation perfomed negularly without spe-

cial signals. Wb, - 5,0,

v



rule : a regularity applying to an entire class of struc-

tures or operations [ -3-5-9,1-6-2,1-6-

8§ M-2-11,11-1-1,V-3-14,VI-2-2. Opl - 20l
S
salience Il -3-14,IV-2-2,VI-2-4-4,IV-2-
6-2,VII-3-5 Jap = Olysh = A = sy
scene : visual input at one time II1 -4 -9,VI- 2 -6 -
14,V-5-6 S

schema: VI-1-2ff, VI-3pas, VII-1-8-2
VII-2-13,VII-3-29, VII-3-37 ff - VIII -

2-2,IX-3-4 Eor~
scientific texts : VII- 1-8 -6 iale o geai
script :1-7-6,VI-1-3ff., VI-4-13, VIII-1-4-3 L gk
search : operation to obtain needed data or acess
I-6-7f6f-,11-3-25 VI-1-12,VI-3-9, VIII -1 o

- 21, cf breadth - firsts.; depth - firsts.
secondary concepts : IIT - 4 - 4. L gl eoalalt - Lol ol il
second - order inforrnativity : VI-1- 11 ff. LW Al e L)
selection : choice of a systematic optionI -4 -1,1-
6 - 14, VII - 2 pas.
self - contextualization: I -4 - 7,IX-7-5. awlby ai d BB jadl 34

semarn: ¢ distance: the number of nodes and links be-

e - el

tv -en two points of previous input. II[-3 -11 -4 &Yt L
semar.. : memory : III - 3 - 27. Y s st
seman..ic network : I - 3 - 7, [113 QY e
semantiecs of syntax: 1-2-9-1,V-1-2. 4t IV

vy



semanties proper : [-2-6,1-2-8-2,

semantics : study of signesI- 1 -3,1-2-6.

Gl dyu ‘..L-.
dya r.l;

sender: I-6 - 14 J= A
senses : I3, III-3 - 5 sl
sentence : I -3 - Iff,1-pas- 1-6-11,181-1

pas., Il -4-25f-VII-1-1 do
sentence boundary : 1-3-4-9,11-1-12,11-2-5

4, 114 - 25, 1122 Jadl 50>
sentence sequence : 0 -4 Jodt Al
separable graph : III - 3 - 10, III* Jraill o Gl e
sequencing ; I1-2-1,11-2pas-, VII-2-16-2 e e
seqﬁencial connectivity : 1-2-12,1-4-4.1-4-11

-1,1-7-2, llpas. sie gt bt 2
serial processing : I1I - 3-9, 111 -4 - 14, J=LAb e 2y
serious problem : [-6-7,IV-1-6,IV-1-12, IV

-4-8,VI-4-20 8l U
set:[II-1-6. & gors
set theory : branch of mathematics deeling with sets

HI-1 -6, e pandl & ks
shallow structure : a configuration in which gram-

matical dependencies are shown via direct link-

age. 11-2-9 s i
short term storage : a rapidly decaying memory store

o [v-2-8vi-2-1 LYl ad Of 20
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significance - of I - 4 - 8 - 27 .. 5}

sincerity conditions : VI-4-29, VI-4-34 AN by
situation: [-3-4-5,1-11-5,11I-4-4 a3 g0
situationality: 1-4-11-5,1-4-12f,V-6-8,

VII-1-1. 5l e,

situation management : controlling actualization of a
totality of current states 1 -3-4-6,1-5-5-
120V-5-3,VI-4-2, VII-1-4-7.<ibsll ar g5 - Lis Mt s

situation model : a participant's cognitive correlate of

the current stuation I - 6 - 1, VIII 8 a3 gl 3 4
situation monitoring : [-3-4-6,1-5-5-12, syl 431 0
slot : position to be filled in a sequence [-2-2 - Sl S

T

sluicing: V-6-5
space : domain in a network IIT - 3 - 11 - 6, cf.

knowledges.: model s-: problem s. ols
specification : IIT- 3 - 19.1l- 3 - 27,1V-3-4 SamasS = il
specific entities : V- 3 -3 - 2 Loma ol

speech acts  subclass of discourse actions with con-

ventionalized preconditions VI -4 -2 S
spoonerism . Il - 2- 1 S apan - OL G
spreading activation: [ - 6 - 4.1 -6-13, III-3-

14, 11, -3 -24, II -3 -28,1I1-4-1,

1-4-411-4-371IV-2- 8,IV-3-14,

IV.4.6,V-1-3,V-3-7V-6-8,VII-3
2 VII-3 (5. VI[-3-20,VII-3-29-6,

VII- 2 - 45.
stability -3 4 7.1 4 3.1.4-8,11-2-141V
e

oAV da



-1-21,V-1-7,V-4-11IX-8-3

<L
R R WA

stability principle : V-1-7,V-4-11,V-7-5
state : condition and data present in a system at one

time [-3-4-7, [, U1, IV -3 -2 ff; cf -

final s.; goal s.; initial s.; intermediate s. -
stateof : [II -4 -7 -1 Lo d A
statistics : [V - 1 - 2. elas|
status : classificatory characterization : II - 2 - 24, III

-2-5. dye - &2
steal : IV - 4 - 14, VI-4 - 21 ff-, VI!0 S s
stimulus - response : a simplistic model of human

behaviour as a pairing of outward event and in-

temnal a ctien
X-3-1,IX-5-2 Lot -
storage : II-2-5-7,1I-3-1I1.3.16 ff., VIl - 3 -

31 s. long - trem memory s.; short - term s. 3 2
story : VII -2 -22, VIII - 2 pas ia’
story episode : VIII - 2 - 9ff, VIII - 2 - 22ff. iaa)l C:UJ an
story - telling strategy : VIII - 2 - 8ff. paaillides OIS s
story - understanding strategies : VIII- 2 - 21 ff.  {_,z) L < 5SS e
story - world : VIII -2 - 6 iadll ‘.JL;
strategy : I-5-3-2,1-5-4, VII- 3-29,IX- | -

4ff. 5SS

stretch of text : the portion fo surface text being pro-

cessed or studied [I1-4-26,V -2-6. J:S Cw'f Lail o daiie

strength of linkage : [1[-3- 15, [1-4-12,1l1-4-
36,IV-1-15S.
1Yo
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structural description : the dominant cognitive inter-

est of conventional lingustics [ - 1-8,I1-1-2,

I-1-10-3-;1I-1-12,VII-2-4. Sl i Si
structure : [ - 1 - 12 i
style: 1-2-10,1-4-10,IV-1-23-4,VI-1-

13, VII-3-10ff-, IX -7 -4 ‘o gl
stylistic options : VII - 2 - 38. Lokl Pl
subclass : TIT- 3 - 19, III - 3 - 22f, IIT - 3 - 27f. P S
subgoal : intormediate goal state leading towards a

major gool [-6-7 -2, VI-4-32, SES A
subject : (a) noun agreeing with the predicate verb in

asentence [[-2-15,IV-3-4-1,IV-3-4-

6,IV-3-10. aJl s
(b) test person in experimentation VI- 2 - | ff -, VII

- 3 - 4ff-, VIII - 4 - 2 ff. Ll oSkl as
subordination : [[-2-15-11,11-2-20-3,1-2-

26-V-1-4-8,V-6-6,V-7-1-4,V-7-

6 ff-, VII-2-22. Ll - c_/i:.}!
substance -of : [II-4-7-12, VII-3-28 Cod sl
substitution : activity of replacing elements within a

structure 1J1-4-38,V-1-3,V-6-1 b - Jlozal
success: - 6-7,VI-4-4,VI-4-9VIII-2-27 Cl";'
successor arithmatic : a logic fomulated for arithmati-

cal operctions VII - 3 - 42, oL shill
summary . [-5-5-11, [I-3-11-10,1I1-4-

27 Y VI-3- (4, VII-2- 12, VII* e
super atom: I11-3 - 6 SN o,

A



superclass: Ill-3-19, I -3 - 22f-, [I[ - 3- 27 f -,

VI-1-11,VI-4 -3, SN il
superclass inclusion : IT-3-15-2, VII-3-17. W) ol o
superlatives: V-3-2,V-3-3-8,V-3-1l ollaah
supertopic : VIII - 1 - I5. S

surface : manifest aspectof atext. [-4-4,1-4-11
-1,1-6-13,11-1-4,IV-3-2,V-1-5,

VII. 2 pas VIII - 3 - 3. halll ol
symbol : sign whose relation to its significance is ar-

bitrary III- 1-1,1I1-3- 15, VI-4-2. 7y
synchronic viewpoint : [-3-4 -7, QLI sl ks 3y
synonemes : [lI-3-5 <ol A
syntactic approach: II - 2 - 4 Gyl & kAl
syntagmatic : 1-2-2,11-2-3. s
syntax of semantics: [-2-9-2,V-1-2, AN o
system:[-1-6. pla
systemic: [-1-14,1-5-5-2, B3, 11-2-2. ol
systematization: I -1 -6, I - 3 - 16, III. 3.27 (,_.L..

T

tag : subsidiary link label taken from the surface II -

2-18,V-7-6 39,0 = oyl
tagmemics : lingmstic model of slot - and - filler

analysis on all levels Lai,ll e sl gl
taxonomy : I-1-15111-2-11,1I-3-9. —a
tense : grammatical differentiation of relative time II1

-4-18. Sl e

wy



termination operater : [l1 -4 - 12 - 2. g ¥ L2 50
test - operate - test - end model : VI-4-35. gy st o Jos 1y 200 o
text : occurring sign configiration possessing textual-
ity[-1-1f,1-4-11etc. o
text - internal pattern - matehing: IV-4-5,V-7-1,
VII-s-36, VIII-2- 13, VIII-2-29. 2l j U=l LUYI &,

text lingustics : o pas. ool ol 4l
text presented knowledge: [-4-11-2,1II-4-1,
VII - 3 - 29ff. oadl Leedd Sl oleglall

th-smcm/wold-SMCﬁmtheow (1-6-2 telle ely /oadl sl 4 L
texttypes:I1-4-11-6,1-7-6,IV-1-23-3,V -

6-2VII-1-71VII-1pas-, VII-2-8. u.a_,.a_’ﬂt\}}t
textual competence: I-5-5, L. 5 pas. Ll 5 uall
textuality : 1-3-5-5-1-4-11ff,1-4pas,II-

2-35 Lladl - Ll
textual world (text world): I-6-1,1-6-4,I1I-4-] oadl I'JL"
text - world model : 1-6-1,1-6-4,1II-4pas., V

-4-4,VI[-2-37,VII-3-201 VII -3 - 31ff -

, VIIT- 1 - 4. d.a;}lrjl;csj.f
theme : recurrent world - knowledge in discourse;

of. invoke t. (J) o di) S sl t}..é)ll
theory : 7-1-12-1ft. 4k

third - o+ fer informatinty - 1. 6-1,1-3-4 -3,1-6
-4, +-2-27,11-3-3,1II-3-23f,IV-1-6,

vl 2-7 VII-2-10, VII-2-38. L Dyl e Lagles
time : ter:.peral definiton of an entity with respect to
others V - 7 - 6f -, VII - 23, VIII - 2- 40. 3y - o)

YA



time -of - M -4-7-7. o iy

tolerance : [-4 - 11 - 3f. Jarl - G
tone - group : III - 4 - 26. Lk 16 yara
top - down : input from inside the pracessor’s store |

-5 VI-1-1,VI-1-5,VIlI-2-5§ O Jsts

topic: II-3-11-9,MM-4-27,IV-3-1ff- 1V -
3-4-10,IV-3-9,IV-3-13,V-3-8,V-4
-10,V-5-8,VII-2-13,VII-2-20, VII-2
-30,viI-3-7,vill-1-2-2, VIl - 1 -9,

vir! S4ne = oy
topic sentence : I1I - 4 - 28. gl e dall A
topography : spatiality of a data domain : III - 3 - 11

-3, VII - 2 - 4f. UL Jows 5
trace abstraction : retention of surface cues VI -3 -

16, VII-3-3,VII-3-11, VIII-2-48 Jedl w2l
trade -off : II-2-5101-3-18,MI-3-23,V-4
~ -13,V-6-10,VI-4-11ff. ol
traditional grammar: IX - 2 pas. Sladl i
transfer : [V -2-2 J=u
transfomation : conversion of data or fomat : I - 6 -

2,1'8, -1 Pas, VII-2- 19 Jsf - i Al

transfomational grammar : a langnage model of au-
tonomous syntactic conversion0-5,1-2-5, I
-4-9f-, II-pas., VII-2 -1 syl i
transition : IV - 1-2,IV-1-5,V-7-5. Sy - Jlzit
tree : a hicrarchical format branching from the top
downward II -2 - 34, VII -3 - 42, VI - 2 - 3,
e



- 3

VIII - 2 - 242, Jed

trial - and - error : VI -4 - 6f., VIII-2-27. Uadty Iyl
truth: 1-2-8-2,II-1-1,IV-3-8,V-3-1,VI

-4-34,VII-1-8-3. Slall
Turing machine : a tape - driven processing automa-

tionIl[-2- 3. O HIN PPN ]
turning point : VII - 2 - 22, VII - 2 - 7ff0, VIII - 2 -

16, VIII - 2 - 26, VIII - 2 - 31. Jyf dai
turn taking : II[- 4 - 26, VII-1-8-8, VIII-1-2-

1, VIII - 1 - 18 ff. BYSUIRES IR

typicality : IIl -3 - 14f, I - 324, 111-4-12 - 8,
IV-1-15IV-4-611V-4-10,V-3-7f,

VI-107,VI-1-12, VIII-1-1-1 L5 el
typology : classification via idealized representativas

mr-4-2,Vil-1- If. ESL.;quz;.aS

U

ultrastable system : I - 4 - 3. (3132 Oy 5 k) Lt 36 pUss
underlying : at greater processing depth. I-6- 11, II

-2-2,II1-3-5,I-3-11-10, s>
unique entities: V-3 -3 -4,V -36. 85 e LS
understander V.g.i;ll
universals : IV -3 - 17ff, VIl -2- 1§, IX -6 - 3,

IX-7-5. U= Jal p 20
universal quantifiers : IT - 1 - 3, LS LIS Bl

universe of discourse : I- 1 - 3, VII - 2 - 30,
IX-7-5. ol rJLp
.



unstable goal : VI3, VII-2-11-2, VIII-2-22. b 8 Gda
updating : 1-6-4,1-6-13,11-4-1,114- 13,

Mm-4-31,V-3-12, VI8 VIII- | -5. Sodd
upgrading : [IV-1-1LIV-1-19. el
utility : VI-4 - 7. ade
utilization : 0-6,1-1-1,1-3-5-6,1I-2-11,

Im-3-7,01-3-17,01-3-24. Jlaazd - plist
utterance : III - 4 - 26 ok

Vv
vagueness : IIl - 2 - 3, ey
valence theory : III - 4 - 8. PG
value assignment : VIII -2 -7, VIII - 2-21 -5, VIII

=2-28- Iff, VI -2 - 31 ff. Ll e
value-of : III - f-7 - 29. ceoend g
variables : [-3-4-8,IV-2-33, VII-1-12. ol
verebal duels : VIIL. 1 -3 b o)l
verbatim : VI-3-9,VI-3-12,VII-3-3,VII-3

- 16. e
verb - phrase : I1-2-15,11-2-17. Sl s

virtual system : 1-3-4-1,1-4-1,1-5-5-1,1-6
-8,11-2-11,[-3-5,IV-1-51V-1-24,
X-2-51X-3-3fyIX-6-2. s&f s - 550k
vision : [I[ -3 - 13, -3 - 18,1V -2-8, VII - 3 -

25. L3
voice : grammatical differentiation of event partici-
pants: (I -4 - 8. Jsemald sl plaadd LI

ar



volitian - of : 1l -4 - 7 - 21 J ssly)
von restorff effect: [V - 2 - 2. gy O o

W
waltz effect :TX.8.3 A St

well - formedness : [-2-4,1-4-2,1-4-10, I8,
M-2-13,11-2-37ff-,IV-2-8,IV-3- 14f

- V-6-1, L
words : III-3-5,11-3-8,111-4-22,V-1-3 =l jall
word - class : I[-2- 11,1111 Y Ll di
world : I - 6 - 3; cf. lagical w.; story w., textual w. rjb
world - knowledge correlate : III - 4 - 30, Il - 4 -

36, VII - 3-20, VII-3 - 29. Pl 8 Al L
writing : V - 5-6, VII - 2 pas - [X - 4 pas. s

Z
zerro organization : [ - 5 - 3, I'3 o - ol e
zipflaw : V-3-13,v-7-6. iy o pls

iry



Appendix

The following is a program written by Robert F. Simmonsin UT LISP 1.5 for
the University of Texas computer. The first portion represents the ‘rocket’
text in terms of Homn clauses in successor arithmetic (Simmons & Correira
1978). The bradketing shows hierarchical depths, as usual in LISP
implementation. The symbol <" is for antecedent-consequent theorems,
meaning “is true, if ...~ The letters “TF™ followed by a number designate
“transformations” for ordering the clauses. “R” of course stands for ‘rocket".!

(GENPRINT RULES)

((V2 ROCKET) < (SETTING R) (EP R) (TF (2 3) (A | WAS FLOWN)))

((SETTING R) < (TOPIC R) (STATES R) (TF (2 3) (THERE WAS A R)))

((TOPIC R) < (R ISA ROCKET) (STOOD IN A NEW MEXICO DESERT) (SPEC R) (TF

(4N AR
((SPEC R) < (A GREAT) (BLACK AND YELLOW) (V2) (FORTY-SIX FEET LONG) (TF

(2348 5))
((STATES R) < (EMPTY IT WEIGHED 5 TONS) (STATE 1 R) (TF (23) (2)))
((STATE1 R) < (IT CARRIED 8 TONS OF FUEL) (KIND R) (TF (2 3) (2)))

{(KIND R) < (—ALCOHOL AND LIQUID OXYGEN) (TF (2)))

((EP1 R) < (EVERYTHING WAS READY) (ACT R) (TF (2 3) (2 AND IT FLEW OFF)))
((ACT R) < (PREACT R) (FLIGHT R) (TF (2 3) (AFTER TAKEOFF IT FLEW)))
((PREACT R) < (PREACT1 R) (PREACT2 R) (TF (2 3) (SIGNALS WERE GIVEN)))

1A detailed rationale for the treatment of this particulsr texit in terms of clausal logic is now
available in Simmons and Chester (1979). An extensive rule formalism & provided for automatic
extraction of the netnork from the text and gencrauon from the netsork back 10 the teat
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((PREACT1R) < (SCIENTISTS AND GENERALS WITHDREW) (PURPOSE1) (TF (23)

@M
((PURPOSE!) < (SOME DISTANCE TO CROUCH BEHIND EARTH MOUNDS) (TF

(d))]
((PREACT2 R) < (TWO RED FLARES ROSB) (PURPOSE2) (TF (2 3) (2)))
((PURPOSEZ) < (AS A SIGNAL TO FIRE THE ROCKET) (TF (2)))
((FLIGHT R) < (ASCEND R) (CRUISE R) (DESCEND R) (TF (2 3 4) (THE R ASCENDED

AND LATER PLUNGED TO EARTH)))
((ASCEND R) < (THE GIANT R ROSE) (HOWROSE R) (TF (2 3) (2)))
((HOWROSE R) < (WITH A GREAT ROAR AND A BURST OF FLAME) (HOW1) (TF

(23) 21
((HOW1) < (THE ROCKET ROSE SLOWLY THEN FASTER AND FASTER (DISPLAY1)

(TF (23) (2))
((DISPLAY1) < (BEHIND THE ROCKET TRAILED 60 FEET OF YELLOW FLAME)

(SOON THE FLAME LOOKED LIXE A YELLOW STAR (TF (2 3)))
((CRUISE R) < {IN A FEW SECONDS THE R WAS TOO HIGH TO BE SEEN)

(CRUISE2) (TF (23) (2)))
{{CRUISE2) < (BUT RADAR TRACKED IT AS THE ROCKET SPED UP TO 3000 MPH)

(TF (2))
{(DESCEND R} < (TIME?) (IT PLUNGED INTO EARTH 40 MILES FROM THE

STARTING POINT) (TF (2 3) (3)))
((TIME1) < (A FEW MINUTES LATER) (OBSERVER1) (TF (2 3) (2)))
(OBSERVER1) < (THE PILOT OF A WATCHING PLANE SAW THAT) (TF (2)))

{(X 1SA X))

Below are some summaries generated by truncating the hierarchy at various
depths of nesting. Each “say proof™ is more detailed than its predecessor.

‘VALUE: 'T*

(SAY PROOF 1)
‘VALUE: (A (V2 ROCKET) WAS FLOWN)

(SAY PROOF 2)
‘VALUE: (THERE WAS A ROCKET (EVERYTHING WAS READY (AFTER TAKEOFF IT

FLEW)))

(SAY FRUGT J)

‘VALUE: (THERE WAS A ROCKET (EVERYTHING WAS READY (SIGNALS WERE
GIVEN (THE ROCKET ASCENDED AND LATER PLUNGED TO EARTH))))

{SAY PROOF 4)

‘VALUE: (A ROCKET (STOOD IN A NEW MEXICO DESERT) (EMPTY 1T WEIGHED §
TONS) (EVERYTHING WAS READY (SIGNALS WERE GIVEN (THE ROCKET
ASCENDED AND LATER PLUNGED TO EARTH))))

(SAY PROOF $)
‘VALUE: (A GREAT (BLACK AND YELLOW) \2 ROCKET (FORTY-SIX FEET LONG)

(STOOD N A NEW MEXICO DESERT) (EMPTY IT WEIGHED 3 TONS (1T CARRIED 8
TONS OF FUEL)) (EVERYTHING WAS READY (SCIENTISTS AND GENERALS
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CHAPTER X

WITHDREW (TWO RED FLARES ROSE) (THE GIANT ROCKET ROSE (IN A FSW
SECONDS THE ROCKET WAS TOO HIGH TO BE SEEN) (IT PLUNGED INTO EARTH

40 MILES FROM THE STARTING POINT)))))

(SAY PROOF 8)
*VALUE: (A GREAT (BLACK AND YELLOW) V2 ROCKET (FORTY-SIX FEET LONG)

(STOOD IN A NEW MEXICO DESERT) (EMPTY IT WEIGHED 5 TONS (IT CARRIED 8
TONS OF FUEL (—ALCOHOL AND LIQUID OXYGEN))) (EVERYTHING WAS READY
(SCIENTISTS AND GENERALS WITHDREW (SOME DISTANCE TO CROUCH
BEHIND EARTH MOUNDS) (TWO RED FLARES ROSE (AS A SIGNAL TO FIRE THE
ROCKET)) (THE GIANT ROCKET ROSE (WITH A GREAT ROAR AND A BURST OF
FUAME) (IN A FEW SECONDS THE ROCKET WAS TOO HIGH TO BE SEEN (BUT
RADAR TRACKED IT AS THE ROCKET SPED UP TO 300C MPH)) (A FEW M!NUTES
LATER (IT PLUNGED INTO EARTH 40 MILES FROM THE STARTING POINT))))))

(SAY PROOF 7)
*VALUE: (A GREAT (BLACK AND YELLOW) V2 ROCKET (FORTY-SIX FEET LONG)

{(STOOD IN A NEW MEXICO DESERT) (EMPTY IT WEIGHED 5 TONS (IT CARRIED 8
TONS OF FUEL (—ALCOHOL AND LIQUID OXYGEN))) (EVERYTHING WAS READY
(SCIENTISTS AND GENERALS WITHDREW (SOME DISTANCE TO CROUCH
BEHIND EARTH MOUNDS) (TWO RED FLARES ROSE (AS A SIGNAL TO FIRE THE
RCCKET)) (THE GIANT ROCKET ROSE (WITH A GREAT ROAR AND A BURST OF
FLAME (THE ROCKET ROSE SLOWLY THEN FASTER AND FASTER)) (IN A FEW
SECONDS THE ROCKET WAS TOOHIGH TO BE SEEN (BUTRADAR TRACKEDIT AS
THE ROCKET SPED UP TO 3000 MPH)) (A FEW MINUTES LATER (THEPILOTOF A
WATCHING PLANE SAW THAT) (IT PLUNGED INTC EARTH 40 MILES FROM THE

STARTING POINT)INID
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