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The Property Enforcement-association M odel in Illocutionary M etonym ies
Zou Chun-ling
(Northeast Nomal U niversity, Changchun 130024, Ching
Harbin U niversity of Science and Technology, Harbin 150040, China)

Thispaper first reviavs three developmental phase of metonymy, A FOR B,A ISB,A KNOW SB, and pointsoutA FOR B
is the final result of metonymic inference, A ISB iswidely used on the lexicon level presenting the substitution model of tradition-
al metonymy, A IS KNOWN THROUGH B model demonstrates the role and process of inferences in indirect eech The narrow
- sided metonymy Iimits itself in the concept clarification, and the broad - sided metonymy reveals the real cognitive inference
mechanisn In the process of acquiring mplicature of indirect gpeech, metonymy makes the“ construal” hgppen in conceptuali-
zation by means of property induction and property enforcenent, which provides the explanation for the regpidity of utterance con-
strual In other words, the final result of metonymy inference is vague construal
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