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Abstracts of Articles

WU Fuxiang A new perspective on gramma ticaliza tion On  contactinduced
granm aticalization

It has been suggested that gramm aticalization processes can be nduced or motivated by hnguage-
ntemal factors as well as language contact The latter case is temed “ contactnduced
granmaticalizatbn” n Hemne and Kuteva (2003 2005 2006). Based on Heine and Kuteva this
paper reviews same critical Bsues arisng frm contact nduced granmaticalizat bn

Keywords contactnduced granm aticalization grammatical replication historical linguistics ntact

Iinguistics

TANG SzeW ng Phasehood i synfactic derivations An introductory survey

This paper presents an ntroductory suwvey of the phase theory Phases are full clauses and veb
phrases with full argument structure which can trigger movement and are relatively phonetically
independent Syntactic derivations are by phase The phase theory attempts to account for the
cyclicity of language n tems of principles of efficient cmputation appwaching Unwersal Granmar
fron  below.

Kewonds phase phase mpenetability conditbn  cyclicity mininalst progran, Unwersal

G mmmar

HE Xiaowej Same reflections on generative studies of the double object construction

The double object constmcton (DOC) is an issue hotly debated n the generatve circle This paper
suwveys its mapr literature Three major approaches have ememed (1) The tansbmatbnal
approach which prescribes hat the DOC and the datwe construction are transfomationally related
(Larson 1988 and Aoun & Li 1989); (2) the semantic approach which holds that the basic
meanng expressed by DOC is possessbn (Pesetsky 1995 Harley 2003 and Beck & Johnson 2004);
and (3) the applicative approach which agues that APPL construction and DOC have the same
underly ing structure ( PylkkAnen 2002 Anagnostopoulou 2003 M wyagawa and Tsujpka 2004 and
Soh 2005). It is argued that DOC and the dative constuiction are not dervatbnally related and
that possessbn meaning may not be representative of the DOC It & pointed out that for further
study of DOC n the minmalst fran ewoik proposed by Chansky the oder of meige n DOG the
syntactic and semantic characteristics of the constmctin should be taken nto account

Keywornds the doubk object construction the ditransitve construction generative granmar —syntax

NI Chuanbin and LIU Zhj First hnguage attrition The state of the art

Over the last seventy years or so research on language attriton (LA) has evolved into an
independent disciplng  nfluencing theoretical and applied nguistics language teaching and
language phnning This paper atten pts to make a state-of the-art review of A research overseas Iis
beus is placed on he sk factors affectng fist LA, that is age and hnguage attritbn the
tanporality and language attriton literacy, the exposure to the first language level of educaton
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