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ZHANG Bojiang The pragnatic status of “ detenm iners” in Chinese

Fran the four types of co-occurrence patterns of so-called deteminers n Chinesg a
couple of tendencies can be observed 1) A person pronoun alvays precedes other detem ners
n an NB 2) A person pronoun usually has sme pragnatic interpretations The findings
reveal that the nawre of the person pronoun detem iner in Chinese NPs is 1o express
“sympathy”. In usng it the speaker identifies his own stand or viewpont with the person
denoted by the pronoun in the utterance Moreover demonstratives and indefnite nouns
follov ng the person pronouns are used to express subjectwily This indicates that
“ detem ners” n Chhnese are more pragm atic than syntactic in nature

Key words detem iner person pronoun sympathy, subjectvity

W eiTien Dylan TSAT On the syntax-samantics correspondences of Chinese m odals

There are a variety of inleresting construals associated w ith Chinese modals They not only
provide cucial empirical grounds for the theory of granmaticalizaton but also facilitate our
understand ng of the m apping mechanisn betveen syntax and senantics as well as our analysis
of the upper layer of sentence strucuire Under the so-called Cartographic Approach (Rizi
1997 Cique 1999), this paper investigates varbus syntactc properties of Chinese modals and
their correspondence n the mnterpretatve component Furhemorg the notion of structural
smplification is introduced to exam ne the historical developm ent of modal categores It is
therefore able to offer a coherent account of the spectrun of modality across functional
pro jectbns

Key words modals Chmnese syntax Cartographic Appmwach syntax senantics mnterface

SHEN Yang Rint SYBESMA, The derivational relation between the syntactic marker
gei () and several verbal constructions

This paper mnvestgates the constmction “gei VP” (“  VP”) and discusses several
related issues such as the reasons why gei can be added to a VP, and as the semantt
finctions that gei has It proposes that “gei VP” contahs a sen antic canponent “ external
force” and the nature of he extemal force is detem ined by the type of verb to which ger is
added When it is added to a V,-V, canbmnation n whih V, is not a lexical unaccusative
he extemal force is a cause( r). In the case that a lexical unaccusatve verb is nvoled the
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