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(7) You’ re late again > > You were late be fore
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The M isunderstanding and R ethinking of P ragmatic Presupposition

X1E Shao- liang
(Weinan Teachers Unwersity, W einan 714000 China)

Abstract This article ams at them sunderstood d scuss bn of the previbus concept of the presupposition, m ainly on the m sun—
derstand ing of the presuppos iion bew een the language fom and meaning and then discusses the ontological existence of the presuppo-
sitbn  and that possb k world is fundan ental to pragmatic presuppositbn
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