10 2008 2 109-121 ,

“ " u ”

R( )

5 ;
21S: NP+ VP

; S: NP+ VP “ ” :

* ( : 511D740176)

(2001 [1980]: 486)

: http: / v, ddyyx cam 109



(1) _

(5) __ ,
(6) 9 9 _ 1 12
(1)
, “ ” (invoke) ,
(
) : (1-6) ,
, 113 ” ?
? “ " (focal
operator) , : , “ "
, (3) , “ ” “ ,
” (4)
Rooth (1997: 276 - 7) , ,
1995 1993 ; “ 86" (1986) ,
) (1986)
Fauconnier (1975) even
(2004)
(2002) (2005)

110



a Does Ede want tea or coffee?
h Ede wants [ coffee] ..
¢ Ede wants y

b a , coffee : c
, b Rooth (1985) ,
( ) :

, [1], o«
d [[Ede wants [ coffee]-]]" = the et of propositions of the fom*“ Ede wants y”
e [[ [Ede]swants coffee ]]' = the st of propositions of the fom* x wants coffee”

Rooth , : ,

: 6 56 -

8 9 11 12 ,

(r) -’ ?

(2) ° ?

(3) : ?
4) ° _— ?

(5") ° ?

(6) ° ?

“ ”

, ( echo-question)

, “ ” ( ) , " ”
22S: NP+VP +VP,, + VP,
z . , S: NP+VR  +VR,,
Rooth (1997: 276 - 7) 2 1 Alterative samantics (2003: 108 - 11)
4.3 ; (2005: 133 - 5) : , (2003)
(focus damain) ( ),

(2005: 49 - 53 56)

2008 2 111



+ VPR, S: NP+VR + VR

(7) D

(8) : N
(9) D
(10) 1994 ,
(11) : , !
(12)
(13)
(14)

(15)
, “ VPl +
VPn-l” 1

(7) “ N ” , (12) “ R L

(13) “ — — —
VP

238§ +§5..+ S

SHES TS s S, SHES S

(16)
(17)

(18) , !
(19)

(20)
(21)

(22)

(1)
(16); (2)

(17-22)

(16') a

112



[o}]

(17")

(18")

o o

(19')

[o}]

(20') a

(21)

Q

(22') a

“ ”

, (177 -22") a

(3) ____ 14 ,
(24) 11
(25)

(26) , , :

(2006a, 2006b)
(2005)

2008 2 113



) ; S: Xy Xt Xns S: X+

(29)
(30)
(31)

(32)

(33)
(34)
(35)
(36)
(37)
(38)

(39)

, S , X ( 29 33 34) (
30 37 38 39) ( 31) ( 35) ( 36)
( 29 30) ( , 31-34) ( 33 36)

(2002)

114



(39)

5 5« "
S:“NP+VPR +VPB,., + VR~ “ "
(400 " S*NP+VR +VP,,+__ VP~
a (I) “" n;
(iD) “VP,”;
(iii) “VP, VP ;
h : (i) , “VP VR~
(i) ;
(iii)
(iv)
(v) VP, , NP
c : NP VPR,
d : (i) : NP VP,
VP, , ;
(i) : NP VP
(iii) : NP VP,
(1982) , (45- 6
( , 115 )
2008 2

)

VP,

NP

VP,

VP,

115



(1999 [1983]) “ " )
A
B. /
C
D.
A-D “ " D
t 1 (
), ; ,
( ),
(41) (A) , (B) , (©)
, (D)
B C , )
(42) (A) . (B) . () , (D)
( 143-5 )
(1999 [1983]:152) “ "
(event scenario) : P ,
Q; , Q( Q), Q ( Q ) R
p
R (conjunct) ! " ,
(43) * TS PH] Q+ Q+] R”
a c (i) “ "
(ii) ‘R
(iii) “Q Q R ;
h (i) P , :Q Q R ;
(ii) , Q Q . Q R

116



(iii)
(iv) ;
(v) Q P Q
R P R
c : P R
) : P Q( Q)
(i) : P
(iii) : P Q R
B Q
; ey Q
Q Q
R
(44) a AN _
- ( 86 11)
b _ | ( , 86 12)
c \ ! ]
( 424)
(1986: 10, 18)
(2) , P, q
(2) P q : (3)
“ ( )
(B) (C)
Q R Q Q (1999
[1983]: 146)
/
A (P, Il B: ( Q, | ¢ ( Q), IIp: ( R)
B C , A D
B CD oF
A (P, | B: ( Q, Il c ¢ Q, Il b ( R)
@) (1999 [1983]: 146) ABCD s P Q Q R
2008 2 117



A D
(43)
?
R
Q Q R Q
R Q P Q
B CD
4"
(1)
(2)

S: “ Xl +Xn»l + xn”

(30) °
(33) °
(34) °
(35) °

S:"8§ +§..+

(16') °

ar) -

(18) ° , !
(19) °

118



(3)

4)

() 7 ,

(6) ° 9 9 1 12

S:“ NP+VF)1 + VF)ZH “ ” “ ” ,

(7) Vo

®)

(9) °

(10') 1994 : Vo
(11") : , !
(127) °
(13') ° , o ,

(14) ° “ T

(15") ° , D —

, : S:“NP+VR + VR" VPR VPR
., NV @) = o)
— ” (1) = —_ 7 , “ no ”
(contrary) ,
.o -
(@) - o) - 3

0-1- ) (11—6,) : (3,)

@)  (6), ‘ - e 9 L9 -
1 12 " , ? ,

“ ” “ ”

a (i)
(ii)

2008 2 119



Fauconnier, Gilles 1975 Pragnatic scales and logical structure Linguistic Inquiry 3,353 - 75
Rooth, Mats 1985 A sxociation with focus Ph D. diss, University of M assachusetts, Amherst, MA.
1997. Focus In Shalan Lapin, ed , The Handbook of Contenporary Semantic Theory Oxford:
Blackwell Pp. 271 - 297
, 2003, ( ) 1
-11 2 , 108-19
, 2001 [1980], :
, 1983, *“ " 3 ,172-6 , 1999,
: 143 - 52
, 2004, “ X Y- Z' 3 ,22-3
, 1986, 1 ,10-9
, 2002, 1 ,1-8
, 2005, :
, 2002, 26
, 2004, : 42 - 81
——, 2003, 4 | 323-38
-, 2005, 4
-, 2006a, “ " —_— “ o - "

——  2006b, « om « o 2
, 14- 28
, 1982,

, 1986, : 100

120



1995
1993

yuanyl @
pku edu cn
YUAN Yu-lin, male, Ph D., is a profesor at the Depariment of Chinese Language and L iterature, Peking
University His resarch interest includes theoretical linguistics and Chinese linguistics, egecially syntax,
smantics and pragnatics His major publications are A Cognitive Study and Canputational Analysis of
Language and A Cognitive Perspective of the Studies of Chinese Granmar E-mail: yuanyl@pku edu cn

100871
2008 10 24-26 (10 23 )
1
2 500
3 ( )
4 2008 5 30
A dangdaiyyx@gmail cam
6 2008 6 30 2008 7 15
600 / ( : 300/ ),

2008 2 121



10 2008 2 189-190

Absracts of Articles

Y en-hui Audrey L I, Phrase structures and categor al labelng: De as a head?

Whether de () is a head of a phrase has been a topic of controversy The paper shows that
de is like and unlike a head As a head, it licensees a true anpty category and has
subcategprization requiranents — requiring the co-occurrence of two constituents However, it
does not behave like a head in regard to the characterization of phrase structures because there
is no dephrase and there is never a subcategorization or selection requirement for a dephrase

The samingly incongruent phenomena are not unique — they are the properties of conjunction
words Thes words are characterized by their lack of categorial features Even though they
behave like a head in regard b subcategorization requireanents they do not project categorial
features 0 create phrases headed by then. The category of the phrase projected is detemined
by the constituent merged with de/the conjunction word and this constituent becomes the head
of the phrase Such fluidity of head detemination showns that a head is defined derivationally
— the goprach in the Bare Phrage Structure of the M inimalist Progran.

Keywords de as head, oonjunction, phrase structures categorial features, bare phrase
structure

Y UAN Yulh, Counter-expectation, additive relation and the types of pragmatic sale:
The canparative analyses of the smantic function of shenzhi and faner

This paper firstly describes the meaning and usage of shenzhi ( ) and faner ( ) in
Mandarin Chinese The theory of focus is used © edlain their functions and samantic
contributions o the samantic representation in sentences Through comparative study, it is
found that although these to function words all express counter-expectation, their focus
damains which st the contextually constrained pragnatic scales are different Shenzhi requires
that elements in its focus damain hold a sequentially additive relation, and the counter-
expectation is derived fram the focus constituent unexpectedly entering into the focus damain
In contrast, faner requires that elements in its focus damain hold a contrarily additive relation,
and the oounter-expectation is derived fran the fact that R, i e focus condtuent, is
highlighted instead of P that is nomally expected

Keywords focal operabr, focus domain, pragmatic scale, counter-expectation

ZHAO Shouhui, The Ilatest development n language plannng theory with non-
manstream language teaching as a case study

The dominant theories about language planning (LP) have vieved the subject as a one way
process that focused on the state’'s le in reolving language problens though large scale op-
dowvn activities This ocontinued until the 1990s when a number of researchers did a <eries of
studies looking at the role of receptive processes in achieving the LP goals giving rise 0 a
nav focus on prestige and image planning Another emerging trend is conceming the level at
which LP is put into action, which gives more emphasis to the concrete agpects of LR This
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