17 1 ( ) Vol. 17 No. I
2014 1 Journal of Hunan University of Science & Technology( Social Science Edition) Jan. 2014

5

( 518172)

- HO3 tA 1672 -7835(2014) 01 - 0140 - 04

Meaning Intention and Consciousness: On the Return of
Meaning Based on Linguistic Adaptation Theory

ZHONG Shang - li

( School of Foreign Languages Shenzhen Institute of Information Technology Shenzhen 518172  China)

Abstract: According to the Linguistic Adaptation Theory meaning as a key issue is one of the character—
istics in defining pragmatics and should not be treated as a stable or fixed correspondence with language form.
It is indeterminate and it is impossible to be produced alone by intention. The researches on meaning should
be carried out from the perspectives of cognition society and culture and meaning as the leading role in hu-
man reality should be re — estimated. It is along a non — dichotomous continuum that falls the expression of
meaning and the realization of intention.
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