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An Interaction of Tense and Time from the Grammar-pragmatics Perspective
with Special Reference to English Future Tense
Xue Bing Zhang Shao-jie
( Northeast Normal University Changchun 130024  China)

Tenses are the grammatical rules to represent time and yet the grammatical rules of tenses fail in explaining the complexity

of time representation. Plenty of tense-time mismatches reside in natural language which instantiates the interaction between

grammar and pragmatics. This paper holds that the English tense system provides necessary resources and means for time repre—
sentation. The future tense can be realized by several grammatical forms conventionalized in different degrees. Among those
forms will is the most conventional one which marks future time and conveys modal meaning in specific contexts whereas non—
future tense forms also represent future time but with constraints by different pragmatic factors in context.
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