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Abstract: This article is a critical survey of recent political language study (PLS) in termsof its
theoretical viewpoints and practical methods Based on the analysisof PL S characteristics, its de-
velopment and gpproaches, the article argues that PL S concerns itself w ith thew ays inw hich polit-
ical actors realize their motives (e g undercutting) by making use of language and thew ays in
w hich the audience perceive the true nature of the political actors (e g w hether they are intimate
or aggressive) by analyzing their language T he article al argues that PL S has its distinctive fea-
tures thatmake it different from other linguistic approaches and that PL S deserves such anev tem
of itsown aspolitical linguistics
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Abstract: M ore and more attention is being paid to Relevance Theory (RT) in China To really
understand this theory and the differences betw een RT and the traditional gpproaches, we need a
clear understanding of the basic concepts Thisessay isfocused on the follow ing basic concepts of
RT: cognitive envirorment, mutual manifestness, relevance, ostension and intention

Key words oognitive environment; mutual manifestness ostension; communicative intention
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