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verbal processes cline this study finds that the intermediate cases on the three clines are influ—
enced by the definiteness of the second participant the equativeness and tense of the process and
the consciousness of the first participant respectively. Taking a topological perspective will make
explicit the relevance between identifying processes and other processes types such as attributive
material verbal mental and existential so as to establish a comparatively comprehensive system
of identifying processes and deepen the understanding of the transitivity system.

Key Words: Systemic Functional Linguistics; topology; identifying processes; cline

Constructing Positively-evaluated Face and Negatively-evaluated Face in Chinese Culture:
An Identity Theory-based Approach p.41. ZHOU Ling & ZHANG Shaojie

This research drawing on identity theories explores the culture-specific face—representation
in Chinese. It adopted an empirical method specifically by surfing the key words Mianzi and
Lidn from the Sound Media Corpus of Communication University of China from which V +
Mianzi and V + Lidn collocations were extracted and then the data analysis was made in terms of
their presentation levels frequencies and sensitive factors. Based on the results it analyzed the
similarities and differences between Mianzi and Lidn-—representations from the self-presentation
and face-sensitivity perspectives and finally constructed the two concepts Positively-evaluated
Face and Negatively-evaluated Face which are exhibited as culture-specific face—representations
in Chinese. The study finds that Positively-evaluated Face and Negatively-evaluated Face are
characteristically distinguishable in Chinese culture but these two concepts are significantly dif-
ferent in their connotations from Positive Face and Negative Face proposed by Brown and Levin—
son. The finding further confirms that the English ethnocentric notions of Positive Face and Neg—
ative Face are not applicable to explaining the culture-specific face-representation in Chinese.
Key Words: face—representation; Positively-evaluated Face; Negatively-evaluated Face; ldentity

Theory

An Analysis of Power Trio in Three Different Genres in College English Textbooks p. 50.
WU Geqi & ZHU Yongsheng

Power trio provides important linguistic resources for meaning construction and knowledge
accumulation. This paper analyses the features of power trio in popular science texts social texts
and literary texts in a College English Textbook. The results show that in the popular science
texts the three power resources interact with each other to form the periodicity of semantic
waves. In the social texts the semantic density is weaker and information flow is less regular
than that in the popular science texts. Also power trio features in the literary texts are not evi—
dently displayed due to its specific narration method. These findings can help college English
teachers to get a better understanding of the knowledge codes in different fields and further im—
prove the quality of College English teaching.

Key Words: College English; power trio; power word; power grammar; power composition

Discursive Strategies of War Legitimation: A Critical Discourse Analysis of American Presi—
dential Speeches on the Afghanistan War p.59. LIN Yuting & MIAO Xingwei

Adopting the perspective of Critical Discourse Analysis and following the analytical frame—
work of discursive strategies of legitimation developed by van Leeuwen this study examines the

distribution realization and working mechanism of discursive strategies of legitimation in 50

145
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pieces of American presidential speeches on the Afghanistan war. The study reveals how the dis—
cursive strategies of legitimation construct a righteous “us” and an evil “the other” in an effort
to construct a cruel and controversial war as a legitimate action with noble purposes reasonable
motivation and wide support.

Key Words: legitimation; discursive strategies; critical discourse analysis; discourse of war

A Review of the Objectivity and Scientificity of Critical Discourse Analysis p. 69. GUO
Qingmin
Critical Discourse Analysis ( CDA) is often criticized for lacking explicitness objectivity

reliability and verifiability thus lacking scientificity. By clarifying and reviewing some major
concepts and claims of CDA the present paper tries to argue that if we follow some basic scien—
tific principles and explicit operational procedures obtain adequate linguistic data and make sys—
tematic use of multidisciplinary achievements and evidence we can have our conclusions cross—
examined to make them verifiable thus endowing them with truth value. In this way we can tre—
mendously enhance the objectivity and scientificity of CDA.

Key Words: CDA; scientific principles; explicit research procedure; objectivity; scientificity

An Evolutionary Psychological Study of Critical Discourse Analysis p.78. ZHANG Tianwei
The paper reviews and introduces the theories and applications of Critical Discourse Analy—
sis based on Evolutionary Psychology. The author maintains that the rationale of the integration
between EP and CDA is modularity and coercion. Drawing on Hart’ s study ( 2010) and the EP
theory the paper analyzes the discourse strategies of news discourses and political discourse in—
cluding referential predication proximisation and legitimizing strategies. It is argued that the
theme of the integration of EP and CDA is to explore the relations between discourse strategies
and modularity and that their interaction is mainly realized by way of activation and operation.
In other words we can activate moduals of Cheater-Dection and Emotion by way of predication
strategy or operate module of LogicoRhetorical by way of legitimizing strategy.
Key Words: CDA; Evolutionary Psychology; Modularity; discourse strategy

Relation Inquiry of Tertiary EFL Teachers” Knowledge and Their Teaching Autonomy p.
88. LI Siging & CHEN Jianlin

This article attempts to interpret teaching autonomy in view of teacher knowledge and to ex—
plore the correlation of the dual factors. The authors firstly selected five teachers as the research
cases and collected their knowledge data through interviews and class observations. The knowl-
edge from the interview data was regarded as the descriptive one and the knowledge by observa—
tion as the external. The study then conducted a comparative analysis of the dual knowledge. It is
found that the case teachers” descriptive knowledge is correlated with their observational one and
that their knowledge shapes their teaching autonomy to some extent. It is argued that EFL
teachers” knowledge has a crucial effect on their teaching autonomy and that teacher’s knowl-
edge can be regarded as a practical perspective in teaching autonomy inquiry.

Key Words: teacher autonomy; teaching autonomy; EFL teaching; EFL teachers” knowledge

A Study on University EFL Teacher Engagement with Discipline and Literature: The
Activity Theory Perspective p.97. MENG Chunguo & CHEN Liping



