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Semantics and Pragmatics: Which Dominates Which?
— Discussion of Complementarism and the Interdisciplinary Trend of Pragmatics
Hou Guo-jin
( Sichuan International Studies University Chongqing 400031 China)

This metalinguistic or metapragmatic paper clarifies the classical semantics-pragmatics interface conundrum by retrospection
and comment of Gazda’ s equation and Levinson’ s seven types of communicational content/meaning and the disputes over ‘what
is said” and ‘what is implicated’ . The paper displays a list of classical topics of study in semantics and pragmatics and a pano—
rama of their respective research interfaces. Thus the paper positions the author on the stand of ‘radical pragmaticism’ of ‘com-
plementarism’ . Tt also maintains that the twenty-first century is an epoch of meaning studies and that as ‘pop-discipline’ of the
twentieth century pragmatics will enjoy greater popularity because micropragmatics which bases itself on semantics and other
basic linguistic subjects will delve deeper and simultaneously macropragmatics owing to its applicability multidimensionality
and interdisciplinarity will go wider.
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