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(1) He said
you again tomorrow. ”

(2) He said that he would return to the hos—

“I”1l come back here to see

pital to see her again the following day.
(3) a. He would return there to see her again
the following day.
b. He would return there to see her again to—
morrow.
c. He would come back there to see her a-
gain tomorrow.
( Leech & Short 1981:320 —325)
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b. She had not definitely not locked it; why
else did she have no recollection of this move—
ment? Had she left the safety deposit vault un—
locked? Really? How serious!

( Hagenaar 1996:296)
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(5) He was going to make her sorry for
that he thought™. ( Vandelanotte 2004: 493)
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(6) How her heart was beating now! She
thought. ( Vandelanotte 2004: 494)

(6)
. FIS

( modality) )
FIS



JAYTAHL ANV SHDVNDNWVT NDIHTHOA

DONIHDOVHL

wo

(7) He mustn’ t stay out late or she would
punish him the next day she said.

(8) Was she really going to cry now he
asked.

(9) Could he help in any way? He asked.

(7) “mustn’ t

(she)  “he” ( ) ;
(8) “really”

”»

(10) He asked whether he could help in any

way.
Volosinov ( 1973) FIS “
” o FIS
IS
DS
“ ( deictic centre) ” IS
0 FIS

(11) China Japan and ROK are important
trading partners for one another while the latter
three either have already established or intend to
set up a free trade area with ASEAN said Wen.
( China Daily October 8 2003)

(12)
money is. According to D. C. Public Works Di-
rector Larry King the city is spending MYM10

Even when safety is not an issue

000 to MYM 15 000 every week on overtime
pay for garbage collectors. It eventually would be
cheaper to fix the trucks and hire enough workers
to staff them. ( The Washington Post July 16
1995)
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(13) For example Linderman says her of-
fice hears criticism that ENABL should be of-
fered to 10-year-olds in communities with very
high rates of teen pregnancy. Other communities
have complained that talking to 14<ear-olds a-

bout sex is inappropriate. “You really see differ—
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she says.

( Los Angeles Times July 12 1995)
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Abstract: Traditional approaches to NN, compounds
mainly focus on the static description of the semantic rela—
tionships of common N,;N, compounds. To make up for
the above mentioned shortcomings this paper aims at ana—
lyzing the dynamic process of semantic construction of
unconventional and new Chinese N, N, constructions and
creating a new model for them. In this model projection
and salience are the basis of semantic construction and
coercion and matching are the key process of semantic
construction. By means of projection the attributive char—
acteristics or structural relations in the event-domain orig—
inally less conspicuous or prominent are highlighted and
symbolized by N, and N,. Under the interactive coercion
between construction and lexicon the two nouns’ seman—
tic features that are related to the construction become sa—
lient. Then by matching with the background knowledge
of the eveni-lomain the conflicting semantic elements
start to be coordinated and become harmonious and the
meaning of the new N, N, constructions are constructed.
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Abstract: This article is an analysis of the formal semantic
and pragmatic ambivalence and indeterminacy of free in—
direct speech ( FIS) . Though it has been generally accept—
ed that FIS is a speech reporting form that bears some re—
semblance both to direct speech and indirect speech it
does not have a definite stable set of formal features and
we often have to rely on contextual clues to determine its
status as FIS. FIS also has its unique feature in terms of
semantic and pragmatic function. In addition to the often—
mentioned functions of producing an ironic effect and a
sense of immediacy its ambivalence and indeterminacy
are often exploited especially in news reporting so that it
may masquerade as the narrator’ s ( or reporter’s) speech
to convey an attitude or opinion as if it was a fact.
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