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1. LI

B, FOBSEEIC X D, BUREEFI (epistemic)
mbDE, FHHEH (deontic) 7o iic, @El, S
IRTCAHF, BEIIE LT, @EARCET S, %
RUE, BB, TTEEMOHNZ b b b3 BN g
HEBEE (L% E. modals ST LIt 5) 1%, &
fhE - BE OB G, 2D 0FMEBRG-T, £l
B\ & BT Bk

2C, EHIZ, TOZLOHNNEORIB AT
< %7, LT E. modals 732 5 LCHE » ORI
Fmﬁmétbw<vwam5:a%,%B@E%%%
4 (1981) Ik, W B L, Ko &Rl
MO %m%&&nﬁﬁﬁm%\ﬁbto Wz, B

LS EMFEAILASIS (1981) R\, XOMHEE L,
=LY 7 4 (modality) & O BEE» B ELTc. AF
T, BIEOHKEOENEIMD A, BREORELUE
LR EREIRE LI, —ISHB TOREL F—IKH
ELTCE &, KX OBEMEE NHLIFELZ 2T

7kl

2. E—m&
BB, LT ORABRRINRENE, —o0f
WRENDLIS S,

BEWRRHIER BB DT R\
D, B REORIESL, bAaERYHEETHD
LIEELT, HAWIIHREL L CRLiED HRE
o TW5DT, WREEHINTCI, E. modals
DEFITRAETH 5,

g1 - LAL, i
W BEBAITE DR D Tikin\,

HME e BMTET

*s\E%% %] (Department of Liberal Arts and Sciences—
Foreign Languages)

A2 e ZDFEMIEEBIECEIT SR
TR\,
2.1. FRRIBEIHEIH
ZIKt 7 O, £7, LEIOEKHNAHTo
T, BRI, HPET D LT D,
211, FEBHAR
F—IRFI RN, [HBOLBITF BT R
D1 ElEATE LT L TR K D FIST(1N2)2:
b h DM BRI, Tk 2 - R ORIFAKATH S
5, fcrxid if §iNCY% one thinks, I thought
FICE BIHERE L OB ThHIUE E. modals 134
WARECH B, =D one thinks HhHicb DOk S
LIRSEDTH S, ZOBEH if ZORENE, TORR
HIC 3\ NG, BHEER T B O C [ HFRAIRBITF H it T
WIRD | &5 b h D eDTH B,

(1) If the speaker is cold, or one thinks she
might be, it could be (depending on the
authority of the speaker) a command or a
request. (Kates, 1980 : 132)

(2) If I thought she would be nonplused, I
was wrong. (Abe, 1971 : 63)

2.1.2. B - FHORRE

B - &fFORIFEICHEEL o 0, o & 2B
1%, when = if VBN TWAEETYH, BEHROHE
MHBZ D LESP, BEEEDLL W 3Hi0BE,
(8)oHkic E. modals HAATREIE D, FORflx
BHONRNDOS D LT 51D Th b, i, Quirk,
et al. (1972 : 781) Tik even if, A\, FEREDEI]
ﬁ@k%bf%%ﬂ*%Dwmlﬂmﬂ%mitbkb

**4 54 Palmer (1979) %, & LIt b L T 525, X
IR, RBEAEESE BT, BoRIESRivT e
%o
wkkps 223, AE (1980 : 463), FA (1977 : 351—3)
KRR TIL B ARTBRBE LT U 7/en’, R CHEBREL Toi
BT %o
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LIENBTH S0, EROERNIT I, »iah 2L
E. modals #% even if (3 A\WNIFEUEKEYED even
though) WWEUNRNTWBHINE, X5k, HEEO
HIIAER L T BHIRREAEDT, ZhbOfE,
1 - FEORGM L 2R CERTRD & L aBT 50
ThdH b, LIT~0073, FOEESH - HrEOEIc KT
% E. modals OERFIO—FTH 5%,

(8) a. And so people with weak imagina-
tions may refuse to call a certain per-
son happy when people with stronger
imaginations might say that he was.
(Hare, 1963 : 127)

b. He has learned the words, and is im-
patient with people who from igno-
rance or mischief make up new words
when old ones will serve. (Bolinger,
1980 : 1)

(4) She came into my room and sat down
with her hand against my desk, as if she
might collapse on the spot. (Dazai, 1971 :
36)

(5) It looks as though Mrs. Leidner must
have been murdered by a member of your
own expedition. (Christie, 1936 : 64)

(6) In fact if Q does entail If P then R, it
looks as if P and Q will each require an
attachment to the world that is indepen-
dent of its entailed hypothetical. (Pears,
1973 : 105)

(7) The eggs still did not look as if they
would ever burn. (Dazai, 1971 : 22)

(8) If, as I shall presently argue,... (Kates,
1980 : 30)

(9) Even if these groupings will not need to
be made on grammatical grounds, it will
clearly make it easier to generalize about
the meanings of lexical items,... (Hudson,
1981 : 212)

10 I firmly believe that even though coun-
tries may differ, they should talk to each
other in search of peace. (Newsweek, Nov.
9, 1981)

2.1.3. FERELTOEDAH

B« ZAEOREEHPNICITE, BEE LCORDA
LT ish s, BH, E. modals 23VER L&
WV EWD ESS, BHEmOERORLEELETH S,
OEESIPLEHLIMUTAHL D,

FPE G EERFHACTHA D &, REE
MR TH A5 &, LTOFIRERLHBHET, 5
TEEMR, B B\WiE, BloHRTR T, FittoPIE»

oo

FRTHDEWHRGE, Tiebb, —HNARRD ALY

T A5REEHE S OB,
The idea of the analysis is this: a condition-
al statement, if A then B is an assertion
that the consequent is true, not necessarily
in the world as it is, but in the world as it
would be if the antecedent were true. (Stal-
naker, 1980 : 198)
If two people are arguing ‘If P will Q?’ and
both are in doubt as to P, they are adding
P hypothetically to their stock of knowledge
and arguing on that basis about Q. (Gibbard,
1980 : 227)

RO — e HE & L COR Y AEATiebi
A ENHEL BB T b, FEME, =
CEEE OB/ REd:, BARMEEOHN L RE T 558
fEx %0 E. modals WAER LI VDO THS, EEMN
HWr e KT b ONFHEMPAICERL LI WEW) 2 E
1k, Geach (1972 : 275) 28R L QW AikIC, L0
e T ask ENA-TL BE, AT, ER,
XIR, RYFORFEDN, Tihbb, ) —00EXY
>4 LEELTOWS AN (interactional) 7FEsEoD
TR OBEEINDEZ Ehbdbhnbd,

ks, REDRIFEIC bREBRISEN D S 2D Tk
W, LT Wekker (1976) oDFtibruERICEREI L C
Wh,

It should be noted that in dependent clauses,
when future subordination occurs, the effect
of the simple future present will be the

representation of a future event or action
as a given fact,... (Wekker, 1976 : 89—90)

2.2. fFE&EH#1

M1 2FE LD, st E. modals A3
HERL Qo BU0~30RE A Bl A BT 570D Th 5,

(1) If the play will be cancelled, let’s not
go. (Wekker, 1976 : 72)

(12 If he’ll be left destitute, I'll change my
will. (¢bid.)

(13 If it may rain, why don’t you take your
umbrella? (Lyons, 1979 : 137)

TC, ERO~ORAEBLBHL RS, &
5 HbHEFOBR, b5\ %, bABHRECOE B
PIHL D IAAL TV B LW EHIRERZT 5, ZOZ L2 H
T Bk Wekker (1976) (000322 415D
B 7v—XTx5E L T\5H,

(14 If you think (etc.) that the play will be

cancelled,... (Wekker, 1976 : 72)

*HER (1980:62) T¥ even though KHU AN T3, HiNT
E. modals m&BAIEETH S LML LT Do

25

*rogik Lyons (1977 : 805—8) iKW T HIHEE N T 528,
SECHLLRLADT, ZoTRELAWE LT 50

R LSEARFHE
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15 a. If you think that he’ll left...
b. If it is the case that he’ll left... (ibid.)

WmEThi, HS E. modals OEBHEMNR BN
HEH, FEREOBEITI W THEIS)~2) D a HRFE T
IR LI S DAY, fo & X RIICIRHLI TR TH
FEOBHBANTERIN OB Th b L EXEB 5,
ZORBEOBHRN TR NS & Bbivs you think
FIHICDHOEBBABNOLE LGN T D Th %,
ZOMEEFEDOE ok Z 2D echo ThHEEIT E.
modals T3 &HAORIFASNCARIRETHL S L FIRL
T\w% Palmer (1979 :119) o k@ (1980 : 463) 2D
MEBFE-HTHLED, EEEH L echo Tl T
Y, mEOEHEN T think S\WHEKARBNTESLT
b AHErEZAE, KE (1980) &1k, WEEh=2
T YA D,

L AT, FEEHRNBESEERESCREYS 2 D6
P, LS Z L M bABERE LI EARETHZ LT
BECH B LB 5, 7o & 21E, Bach and Harnish (1979)
I EAUE, (60 ORI REANIE BB CTH 5 43, &
BENTIRERE T L T\ AL, P e LT3
please VAR IEETH D & \WH Z L Th s,

1 a. Can you please pass the salt?
b. Will you please pass the salt? (Bach
and Harnish, 1979 : 199)

UL, T OFEREMMLE XD MR R E S
Wbl Tk, fok 23 E ORI CEARMN L B
MTEDZINECD ZERPRICREST 5 a2 T&h
W, Fict E. modal X o T, K- KAORIFEN
TR BEBO RN R B350, O AEZHN
T2 EHTER, ZORARKREERERT 5 70DIT,
RE TN BE IR ERET 5 LB,

2.3. fIE&#E2

A2 BB L0, BIERBHLTE, 09
ORI, HADIET, TRELEENCD o fcbOps if H
HWA - T 2AJREMERHBT 570D TH 3,

im If, he might argue, a man has curly hair
and a black skin and thick lips, and de-
scended from people with similar features,
then we cannot deny that he is a nigger.
(Hare, 1963 : 188)

2.4, E—EHBE
KECHEH LB — R OEWRAOEIRE, B - &
DREHOFME BRI TNB LB L, offEs
Hd, EE, UEBTCNDHEES, 2.2 CiElELE
MEENES, SNbERRT D, M E:EE
FAOEWREMAHEL, EHRENDEX, &5\,

REOEELROL LAbLELZ EARBEE 5T B,
3. B IRE

#EoRSNE Lyons (1977 : 787 ff), F k0%, gy
(1981 : 159 ff.), 4L (1981 : 309 ff.) /- bREH 21T
TeEMmBe, TONHE B Db, [HERN
Bl h B 5%E* hic E. modals 1, B - &
ORFABNTLAERTE TS S]] 25 2 2 b,

3.1. REOHE

ECAKNIE E. modal OMEIFEIICEIT 54
MAEEE R R L DT, REOSWOZERE b5\ & 5
FEOREICHET AR A LTI O,

Lyons (1977 : 749 f£.) & EH (1980 : 64—72) Gz,
FEOBETLZEIC S I N T WBH, E. modals
DB T D REILCIE, S44 (1970: 28 ff) @
B, UTOZ@»bb:EZ2NERSTHAD,
Tebhb, HEEIEBENECES T 2MELBLLND
WyLeaX) 7 4 REEXZIRHOLELZDONDIIND
B L BEETERDSTHA D, BEXY 7 4 R LA
MENND T EE, R (1981 1 159) DEFELBEIC LE
W57 bE, FHEORFBEICRT BRI/ IIREEE
FELTEREER LD Db, WAWAIRGEA L
OfinEX Y 7 4 HRETHREEZRC L > TbEEL
BTN BHY, RFSCCHEEIL T\~5% E. modals 3
EXV T 4 ELTIOL-RITELDN T 5,

XTI ZTA &) IR B, FEEEOREDH T,
E. modals % ¥ ORICAIEMTI-BEWA W3 2 &
BELTHRI D,

@A Mi(M2)p)n

EEAE, FBEEE VLI LOIEn ), FEEOEERM
M rHERER T XY 7 4 REAOE L, PEWidm
S, Thbb, BEREHOBN LA Z L, £TR
LC\wa¥keer x5y, E. modals, 5\, Tith &

*r OBREEALR (1981) DAFETH D, TOEFELED b DIHEN
5. @M Lyons (1977 : 806) @ objectification DEREE
Th D EWMLNELNNH DA, 3.1 TFH Thve & 2HEBI
T 5,

MEEOBELEINED, XOWELEINEm»nik5. Allwood
(1981) kg, AABR, FEOEN, RS, WbWBER
MOSEHERL CIBEROPREBEIZL I I 2D EEnD,
ZALDOLDOIERFICETHIDEEL, X TREOHELS
bR, XOBELE W iahotce MHLHLELRY 7 LERRT
BN B T LN O THEREOHE LV BErAVA T LiCL
7o

**+Langacker (1975) (1978) Ti%, WEAB7LS LE|L T B,
T A A TREFE TR X LI HESERER T B,

ek (1981 : 309 ff.) B, kL, BARELEHMRE, &%
BIRB 2\ D X B ECHI LT B8, FEL, HEFEOSNITE
WTHEORIEILOL B Ao T IR EATS c ikl
prty
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F AL ZHLTHELELYEMTERR LI, Zhbo
A, MR EERNERECLY, nHRRRTS L
D M1 (fo & ziE, BARRBIFO perhaps, surely 2,

% { ® E. modals) &, FEBEXERFT 2, wEN
WWRBICE Y ALD Z LA ARE/: it is certain that,

it is possible that O/ EE I NIEE M &
OZEEN DD VI IREE ST LTS, ADREcHE
ERHY, bAHWE, EEETAN -5 E2 B
%o LiL, - &HORIFEHATHE, nOBEIED H

SNUTBOEDD KRBT/ LIET %%

T.C.
B Mi(Mz2)p)n —> (Ma),

BRI OERRNVHGD L & A CHE LRI, B
- R ORIFEENL, HAFRN—RRNCEETHE L
YEEE, HAH\NE, WOARERT, dERERGT
HPHENRDD LI BELERAERMCR LI O TH S0
HYMEEILLDTHDLEED,

TC, BRBLTCEALRKRHEZINZTRL), 2O
L, EFTnENE - KHORREREATIERIEEINS
DT, Wi WTULEX Y 7 4+ £ Th % E. modals
MERLIAWI LEEEIES, UL, BEBRTE
Z 1%, E. modals @ will, must, may, might 43
ERINGENCHEIAENS Z L b IS B
A5 ELVHWEEDS LT Mg #EELICD Thb, T
e, D Mg (it is possible that &%%) L [FHU
B LI THBRCERLESTH A D LW I HEES
24,

ok, ZOARBIL Lyons (1977 : 805—6) @ sub-
jective modality & objective modality 12§ L CoD
i, T7bb, subjective modality FERUTELHE
OFRICER LB &\ D E e —~HT 5 EAnS v, &
E, Homrbey r RBIALZ 2D, EEILL
NEARME U A, WO, BORIZFES S 2 THHdRL
TSROSO LD SFBE MRS LB,

XC, ZZTCEE Y Lyons (1977) » OME#E A —)5
TN, Rer7va vy #HAULDZ 2L LD, HOHM
CRAGEIC /v A 1L, subjective & objective modality
EERRXH T A BE, BRABBEN B L)
BB EOLI I o T\ B WD ETHDB, TR
B, fifroex ) 7 o BRECH A WCEBNEYEFEE T
objective 7nd D & subjective b D L ITHITCLE
2 TN B0, BEHENEDEFRGEM - RORIFSHPICE
AR T 5 2 L bRl cx 2T, Mo nicEs
BHOTRAENEEZLDLDTEND D h, ThbbEHER

*T. C. BEHH-CROBFAGARASIBEE WD T LE2E T,

C4)

fl B4

HOE BB R L m PN LA TN E A KRB DO Th 5,
ik, AclEl (1981 :309 ff) DEHELED /e bid, 3+
HWHEpEEFL, BRERREERLL T mERORE
R/ D AEARERTHL LD LB IES D,
Lyons (1977) (3EWRIICET 23 S ieiddinig 4
B 55, L EOREIC subjective 73T & objective /g
FREFXATAEER, ERBICIL > T b a2tk
Zrr AEE,

3.2. E. modals 044

3.1 KRR L e REBEAN L =X Y 7 1D L &RME
BIEH L EFTRATH DM, ZOELEEBILT, %
E. modal OFEl% 1T/ 2 ¥, W« {EHRHI B T3
E. modals DEROEFHEM 5 £ FHETED L WD Z
LERE D, oL, E. modals O/C [WET 70\
ZEWT 5 cannot LY BRI B LN oD
C, GEEE b 21T B,

3.2.1.

PUTU8~0123%&/4EiPlic E. modals B3 % may
WOZ, TN EAZOBRKREYFOLTELNDIZ ENZ W
it is possible that A3ERL T BHITH B,

18 If it may be living, there must be some
indication of chemical processes taking
place. (Davies, 1979 : 166)

19 If they may be here by six, we must be
ready before then. (7bid.)

200 a. If it may be raining, you should take

your umbrella.

b. If it is possible that it will rain, you
should take your umbrella. (Lyons, 1977
: 805—6)

@) ... if it is possible, probable, etc. that
John meets Mary every day it is equally
possible, probable, etc. that Mary is met
by John. (Palmer, 1977 : 145)

L D§~R0 a1t Davies » A\ L Lyons 7088
R ThDE LT LDREN, ZAD native speak-
ers | L% LNYINLTBEKBELAE L X TH D, @0
ad —ZITFEERIELTHH L WHIETHYD, 35—A
FDEAFERHL LW Th B LD 2 e Thotee Z0
TADEBEREBEZIC L CEL 5 &, XRIK X » T,
Lyons % Davies ORI BRI, (19~00 a 3BT
B d Livi\vay, & E. modal © may %%
Fot i R R o QOB e D T Enibhd, T
bHEZ ORI C 21, E. modals 283 5 may it
LBKBT A0 THB L, —RIIEL, BxdI eh

May, it is possible that

*hzr (1981 : 173) ¢k it is possible that Ztex ) 7 « FH
ERE XN ENWI T EMRENT WS,

P TSR
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T& 5%, ZHEENT SR, Leech (1971 : 75—6) C
%, E. modal @ may 1%, FEEDOEBI/AHHH &
By 5 ¥, T/ndot, factual possibility #FEbH
T LI BEREES D S L\ d BB EN TS, X
5iz Lyons 3 E. modals —ic B L T ROREAE
BE LT3,

.. subjective epistemic modality seems to be
more basic than objective modality. (Lyons,

1977 : 805)
BEH o C E. modal @ may [T—IRIITEERRE
RIBET 2D THRELFRELTRWTHS D,
L7 L, Young (1980) i X, ZoOfED may
WEEXORCTIERCINIIBETHB B 2 TED
EWB L TH B, INEDO—HITH S,

29 People are saying that the train may be
late. (Young, 1980 : 96)

Z® Young OFIE L, objective modality HIRT
BHiud, &MAEEPIC E. modals 2VERRATRETH S &\
5 Lyons (19977) oFgEEEHETIuE, ik E.
modal @ may MEENEIE LCERAIND Z &8
BHBEND T ENbhn b, 19~R0altE XL FOHIT
HAD, Tidbb, EFEOHMTE 2 1318~0atd Ms
CHLET % may 23REPICAERL T 5HTh 5,

— 500 bRYOKE it is possible that % HEHiPIC
B3, M ELEbia L, KE (1980 : 482) T
LR0bRIDER L SITRETH A L LT 5, EHIT R,
Lakoff (1972:239) & Young (1980 :94) 3 AY4 D
HEBEIFEOE 5 A, Fhiaiad 5 it is possible that
D77 v - AR HEZOHENEE LTS
BB E LB, BLEDZ Eh 5 it is possible
that (247 < &b may X b EAEMESECERTHS
LEx B,

Ee7vavDELde L TUIUTORAZ L2AEx
5Thb»D, E. modal @ may 1LI—RII{EIERER
ELTnEIMEMT b, ZoREEZOERIC
%, BEFENBTIFISLIS, REEIRT B ERS
MR- TeZ LB HBEMNTEETH S, L2L,
EFNEEMN, iz TENZIWIRb] [£5viltE
BB AL L\ DR b D EEE O TIERRHIRT A EE
h, fF, oL, B=FOHEINEN T bhvTn
DEAIHE P NI AEMN aTfe BERMER L LT
it is possible that &R UEkABELELERINS
enibb, ThU, BISMNT, FEficksFHrI0
E. modal O Ms MBI bvicERHITH 5%,

*e BEFOBIFEICEL TR U Ao/ DiL, BlaRbicbish ol
FebThBo LML, REELAKEZ ENELBEE D,

3.2.2. Must, have to %

E. modal ® must &, T EHLL B DO 2
T 5 have to, WM E. modal @ must R
JUv—~XKRE L TCBLERXINSD it is necessarily
the case that OEFIE S5, E. modal @ must
MG AERL L T3 E—Fl 7 h - fos —,
R ORGP — BT AR Gh % - foo TDBISE
@ITH %,

23 Toward the end of the evening, after I
must have said Saneko’s name fifty times,
Hori-san took me aside and explained that
... (Seward, 1968 : 79)

LEOflE, must OBE D FIVITIEERERT Ma
ELTHEAZINDZ ENBBZ EHRL TV 5,

L#L, R. Lakoff (1972 : 234) »% must (% a like-
lihood based on present conjecture #ZFi>3 &k
N BEEIC, E. modal @ must (3, EEEOTEEC
O¥ET A KT &\ ) IEL K FIRMRTEE OVEE A i
ZTC\5BEE%218%, Leech (1971 :75) 73, must &
have to & Z#H# L &%, must 1L factual neces-
sity # &k L, have to L theoretical necessity %
BRTZLVCHEREHLTCW S L WHEMBY, E.
modal @ must (X, FiZ, nBEIMET S EERNER
ELTCOMEE K> T 8% XD,

—75, have to \LZEARIVREME DM TR ATREM: % 2k
NEDOIHEREND LT 0D, MEPAOERLARD
BA5, 76h 5T Tedeschi (1981) 23FEIET BEETRYD
MR/ BDTHA D,

@24 If John has to realize that Mary is here,
he’ll leave. (Tedeschi, 1981 : 260)

% 7-, Langacker (1978) i\ C%, have to (%
BEPRENE Y, PHERL LTI ANATEBTSLS
LW D ERZOFREY BT BRI,
B EERENEEES LT A2 i3 e LT T O
BT S,

Have is not speaker-centered to the same
extent as the modals, so the sphere of rele-
vance it defines can be focuses on a distal
point, here taken as G'. (Langacker, 1978 :
877)

X-C, it is necessarily the case that O¥E&ILE
5THAD. —FILNETehoicht, ZORIULLID
BRI, H7e D BENCEE - RAORIFEBPICELZ LSS
VC“%Z)O

25 Sentence (12a) will be false if it is nec-

essarily the case that you can pick the
violets and not be arrested.(Kimball,1973:26)

have to ¥ must

589
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Fhilll, ZORBNIGEDP NOERTHHEERNEB

ThHEEZLDEED, .

PUEDENHBLUTO3ENFETEL -, B
L L-Cit E. modal @ must ¥, T ICRIDOEEITER
MERLLTUELNEZ L 550, 1T ALOHEE,
FHRNEFTH Y nBIRET A0 B - KEORIFAKA
THRETAZ LINELALENLE LD, FZRELT
L have to {¥ must X b ZEERAEME L Ms 1T
BT ONLAEEMEN LD & FRETE LY, FZR
r LCi¥, it is necessarily the case that ¥, 45k
MEPHNOEAERNELR CHHLEXDEED,

3.2.3. Will, be going to, it is probable

will & be going to |, WENDEBELR CIIHEA
BEB&ninie D b5 Z &, ¥, Miller and Kwilosz
(1981 : 213) 7%, &/ERE L will, shall & DERRAMD
HEEE L SRR R B LN T B L, Rt
7Y 2 Y CH D BRI WS AO EHEEL VWES S
Ve i, will I REL T, Wb B BHER
&, RODOEAHEBOEREFEOLD L% E. modals
ETALD L L T—HL TR, > TRV 2 W) HE
¥ 5,

26 Oh, he’ll still be at the airport. (I'm sure
he is at the airport.) (Thomson and Mar-
tient, 1980 : 199)

EC, Plbo B MBS b b SREBEI A
b, 7 will KW TRUTAR L 5, #EEOD will i,
BISCRYDIEIPID /3T 7 v — b b doh B REICHE B
iz. E. modal T % L5 %%, Lyons (1981:239) &
FOZ EEBIL TN 5,

LI AT, MBSO, Wb BBk will
Tk BN, UTO R. Lakoff (1972) %, Il
% Urmson (1970) DA dbhBEHT, EED
FEERAPHIEIAK & { BIS L C K 50T, n NiIcfIBRT
8% E. modal ThbLE-THEWTHSH,

@7 It will rain tomorrow.

. will is the modal of choice when the
speaker believes the event described in the
sentence to be virtually certain of occur-
rence. (R. Lakoff, 1972 : 243)

No one will utter a sentence of a kind
which can be used to make a statement
unless he is willing to claim that the
statement is true ... (Urmson, 1970 : 224)

BERS TR CULBAMIRSR D will, shall (36 - &pEoFE]

*have to ® E. modal i/ EflbE VMo TH S, ok
%21¥, Chambers Universal Learners’ Dictionary i3 E.
modals FREBRICBIT 2 FdA /L EN TV,

65

{1 E|

AEPICAER L/ E I ND Z EnZ vy, O
L, HpiR¥o will FEHEHTCIRIEINS E
modal, Fich b nBPICNET S M1 Thb e \wi o
EERIEXS(LT AR E 8D LB 5,

LiL, BH/Z i, E. modal @ will ik Close
(1979), (1981 : 101—2) % & LEZ L OFEENERHL
TN BBICHS - RIFORIFESAT, 3 Cicin - 7o may
® must XD EEFNRZETH D, LT a c £09
RO EDFIO—IRTH B,

29 a. I will help you, if it will do you any
good. (*... if it does you any good.)

b.* It does you some good.
c. You may have the sweater if it will

do. (*... if it does.)
d.* It (the sweater) does. (Jenkins, 1972
1 180) ,

@9 a. If it will make any difference I'll
gladly lend you some money.

b. If the lava will come as far as this,
all these houses must be evacuated at
once. (Close, 1979 : 103)*

B0 If I will go, I will tell you.**

Jenkins (1972 : 179—80) -G8 a, c i will 234
BLTCHDOE, 76K b, d ORECBEAERTCIAVL
RS, RKIE A I HUS XSG EHIT A o O B e
LEINTNB, LaL, HORETRRIG, b3\
3, BB CEIFoBIXdETBC & v, ZhiexfL
Palmer (1979 : 118) Ti¥, HiFfiAKTEI LTS
Hisk=E R et s, BEECER IO H
RFLZ OBITI & B ONEBEOFMSLOREICH, &
ORI RAIIE L T\ 2 5& & MAHINIK E. modal @
will CHLHEREATEETH D L INT WD, ZOHBEIL
@8 a, c~0IF CIITHTULE S LB DA%, BWZiLdh U
EFHE\,

TR S EFD TN CTOFIEFIH T & 5Dk Close
(1979 : 108) DETH 5 5, KT & XE ZEEIw ]
I, #0535 HE&MeAt If X is predictable, then the
consequence is so-and-so. & \~ 5 EIRIC/s B BAIL
will ZAH AR LES & L5, EEHT, &0
THED S L) B, RIEOEBRNESORTT
IR A B — DEEER L SR 3O - Qi LD
DT, FAETE I\ Close (1979) DRiFE L it
DNTF T V= ZXNBEIIH LB, Is¥iabid, [ X &
WHHBRES L& 5 2 LA TFBEITE S, AW, Tl

*@2Db KL TW—ADA ¥ k- FIERTRERLTH S EH
x5 —=ARFEXTHS LB X0
OB EDD FRLE LS Yih—< v FOREL TR
Th 5o

R SRR



R - GO RIFIHIC AT BB BB 45

TxAH X OB, Tiin, Xis predictable &>
5 WA, SUAMNICERL WS will OFKThHS
LEZBAHEMNSTHD, Hhi- T Xis predictable »3
SN CABICAERTE 50 r A, BUEEY &
2 will OBAREMIEAICERLTREROThHS, EE
OV CE 24, ZOBEWD will x'XY 7 1 2L
L7 Ms &AIBMGT bhvic FEIERO BREB/ROT
b BH*,

UEOmmE 205 /nh, BEFEZLHERD will
CEL OB WARFENAHIN TS, Zhbo will
BEANCIEnBRAET S E. modal, M1 Ths L
EFTELDo MU UL, FleplilSnh o7
BOBFEGMACAR L TL 5 will 11 Ms, T7/cbhba
P I A IR ERERR LD T LT b,

ZZC be going to BT AEMICE L LiTL X
5. Wekker (1976 :128) = Binnick (1971) (1972)
Sz L, be going to ik will X b b, FOHEMEN
KT A AREMEN R 2 ZZ b AR TELhE Z &
MBWEINTNDS, ZO[RLETR %L be going
ol will 1D X )7 1 DEWERTELEE T
L% 35h3% Lit/vs, LA L Binnick (1972:8) 18
BL WA, EBROARMEORIEEDLT LIS
WL TZ D= 27 ¥ A3, be going to OFOHEAK
N, Tibhh, BETER, ZOEROTEEED
mX1E, AHERF L) be going to OBEFMNLIRAE
BT BEHRTHD, EXV T A1 OMENDLL5BD
DTN, R, —RCEENCEWERERHT O
T, FORREHINHTL BDTHS, Wekker (1976
1 131) B\ T be going to 1% will XV & g
TEHNERPGINR LI B BT\ wBE, FLT, #E
B2, EEMNED IS FAHIPRIC T 5 E|BIEKR T
Wi\ IO AERFIAR LS SR, LIOEFOE
RAEMT TIN5,

81 For if my action is going to affect the
interests of a number of people,... (Hare,

1963 : 123)
¥z Tedeschi (1981) HPEA%AEAIREARN CTH B &
LT3,

32 If John’s gonna discover the answer,
he’ll get an A. (Tedeschi, 1981 : 260)

BEDS o THEAM (1977 : 438) 1T $5\~C HiRC kiR

Fopy7: be going to (XEMAEIPNCAR LER\» &7k~

LNTWBA, TORBITATLHEHLEE Lo\,
L EogA, be going to if, EBIOATEEMEA R

*hRey v . vy O ECOFHMIALE (198 A D Eh'F\.

LD BB B BT LMD, 27 D GAHIPICI
D ANAIRE I & E B\ b, EZEORBUCHEN 21,
CAWIAIEECE n B B o\ BIREIR M2 Th D
Ms OB GAELAERTEHLS L E 2 5.

L2 AT will DT 7 v —XFERE LTRL bh
% it is probable that (2 &5 i LIcHBWTH A 5,
T ORBUTENT RS 115 BUC I A I I D AT
BECh B, REMoT, D7 7 v — KB LR, @
EPUCEL D ANARERBRPNRIETH S 5 2\ ) FRIAS
Tx 5, 4 (1979 : 229) eiE (1982 :145) ki
i, BOEX Y7 4 EETHILUEATETHS 2\
5 Z 21243 Young (1980) %, HIZBIZ{HEAL, itis
probable that #&ET 52 LN TAHET H B & BT
Wh,

83 It isn’t probable he will come (Young,
1980 : 277)

F, ZORBIILELEPHDO Mz KET A%
FEHERHRTHH L E 2D,

At 7Y 2 v Tk will EEROCIFRBER T
D, nBICNBETALDTHSMN, Tl Ms Ik
ERED 2 LCERT AT &, be going to (31 F#D&
BIT S b LT BANER TH A Z &, it is proba-
ble that (X Me ChBZ &R LELLED,

3.2.4. Would, might, should

Would, might should % will, must, may X D,
AR 2R T, 1§ - FEORIFREMAHICS TS
CDERFINRELGNG, UTFRE0O—ETh 5,

34 If the office should reflect the man, then
Walter Cronkite’s cluttered cubicle over-
looking the CBS newsroom is altogether
appropriate. (Newsweek, March 9, 1981)

@85 Our situation will be awfully precarious,
if by chance they should come to suspect
us. (Abe, 1971 : 97)

86 Since one would expect John ran away
or only John ran away (the latter if some
others might have run away.) (Dillon, 1977

: 9

87 The past perfect is used after when when
two simple past tenses might give the
impression that two actions happened si-
multaneously. (Thomson and Martinet, 1980

1 164)

88 This broadly, is that such a dispensa-
tion is granted only if its absence would
make it impossible for the majority on the

council to carry its business. (Greenbaum,

1969 : 80)

89 If John would have been chosen, we

C795
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would have problems. (Tedeschi, 1981 : 260)

40 ..., and if a simple sample would do for
filing purposes, Dr. Yamamoto gladly prom-
ised to give us one. (Abe, 1971 : 46)

&, should DBPEIERIIETE BDHLI TS
BETEH1bHk LTS, &5 L TMd E. modals
LEEANT, B RO E AR RS
HDTHA D,

T might OPFEEHREF L CH LD, REIFHAIK
may HEELTCHA1920a it i LT ADL vk —=
v HERBEARTARE, HAVRESD LG EHE L L v
H = RIS B to A, (1900 a @ may % might T
Bz 7ot Lk, — RIS S AETRET
H 5 &AL T,

41 If they might be here by six, we must
be ready before then.

49 If it might rain, why don’t you take your,
umbrella ?

PEH > TETE—i might (T may X Y LR
COERAREMEA & § 2%, Langacker (1978:
870) 1z X might (¥ non-immediacy to speaker
viewpoint ¥ EhHITEMNLD L\ D 2 L ThB, R
EET R, BRI 5EEE OBERIHIKCH
BEND T ERIENT IO —EBREE 2 DI T O¥IN R
L, HoFTsT 2HE ORI RAENT S L)
BesE B, it Langacker OFBILY BT\
BHEED, BIBYDREICHEICERIORITKE - & DRI
HPNZHRIT % might OFEBHNELNS DL, 3L
L DIREERHE I - fctewic, FHE OBERIPHE CH
BEW) ZEN—EEDONDICY, TihbHEDEL
U 74 RSO DB T Th A D,

[FERED Z &A% should, would ZEHL T4 CiLE 5
T 5 5, Huddleston (1979) ¥ would 2oC,
¥1z, Halliday (1970) {MREEE BRI OWTLET O
BRHB L w528, 202 rnbd, HEEETHS
would & should (Z—E¥fthe> E. modals I =X
Y74 MBSO TS L E2BTHS D,

The distinction between modality and mod-
ulation tends to be neutralized in a hypo-
thetical environment. (Halliday, 1970 : 344)
It seems to me that unreal conditions belong
naturally with the type where the modality
is not subjective. (Huddleston, 1979 : 338)

PEM o TARE 7 v 2 ¥ O E LTI DR Z &8
=% %5ThA5, should, would, might &%, F DX
TERREE, Tobh, —BEEE O LTINS DRk
T RO wic, BEOEZ £HM, BISBI~U

(85

i W

ORI « REEORIFEMPICE D ANTRRIC/R S Z &8
bbb, EEOPHCELE, OB IMEPRICE
T % Ms EBUT/ AEJREMESS, Mo E. modals XD
Bk, BT M WBT2 28 FHLEIZ T
£AHThHA D,

4. & E]

AERSLORE DB LT O SR bR o fc &8
5o

¥PE—T, 2HOEEHTHRIT, K &M
ORIFEL, —RChsmErERTHL EEEL,
Haiman (1978) /R L O\ 5K, HBEOEELIE
AT AERER RO, IR OISO EEIPHET b —
BEEN IR AmE LD 25 ZERELMT -
Too BEMS o CTHINClE 3 gl L 7o ic n B OILY
HLAEBZ LD Th 5,

I, FRO R - £ O BIERMO BHRNEE o
W, 7o& % E. modals 23\@PICARL TN Ch, &
BER, b5, BREMLINICER Ms Ths &
WHZEAREBMNTR o T,

=R UL, K- &0 RIFESNIC s %5 E. mod-
als OAFATEENMEL, might & would O EXiTE- ¥
D ELW, 1JFLTOMTHS LEIFITKRIT A
HPBHEBLAC ot L E - CTHEWTHS D,

should>would>might>will>may_>must

Xbit, BHThH S echo DEAILE - &UORIFH
2 E. modals ASEMABETH S &\ 5 ik, FIED
B &\ D Ffb e BB 2D BEERGCTE D ERIT
BB LMNCEIEED,

Fio, H2E, WORE SHEOBHND, oL 2 EIT,
E. modals % 5\ 3o £ £ Y 7 « KA FEREDL
ELTACENS LTS, HEbDWEXIRIC X - T
BEETHZ LA ARETHLH L LMook
5, fok zidrRs (1980 : 180) i ki 1 believe,
I think 83 EHEEEFL YV 7« EFRHTHHL VI LK
N (TrbbEREROERMNER THHE NI LK
2, DITUSMIPIT A LT b ZO=oD FHUL,
WICFRE OEBIEBOFEARNER L WEXE 2 \e R
DIZEEBDEZ LTI/ D AR, ERIEAOREN
BB THAH LD ZENBEBNIC 200 TH %,
W) T IR FLAGH CEEER Ko T BHDT
b5,

49 If I believe that there is a cat on the
mat I cannot sincerely say that there is
not. (Hare, 1963 : 111)
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44 But if I think that I ought to do A in
these circumstances I am committed to
thinking that anyone else similarly placed
ought to do the same. (Zbid.:71)

FOfh, E. modals ZHOMEHCEX Y 7 4+ REWE
FT5LD1E, FNHD/RT 7 v~ XEHR, AW,
{1 E. modals (have to &) X hFH&EMEOHEHEXY
FAERBTCHDH L) ZOEFOHSEMITH L
PTEILED, 2o, E. modals ¢ TR
e o B s34, Kratzer (1981 : 57—8) i ki
i, BERBIFE 207 7 v - XKL OBIIC S ML E
HENWHZEEND, EHh—RELTH BWKTH
Bo

BRGNS, FERIY, b ETCRHEL LT
R LIS, E. modals &, FNLDK - &EE0ORIE
HIPNC 31T B AEEIRIL & R BT 5 O IFFIBEILD &
WHZEERRNLERCELES,
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