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Abstracts of Major Papers in This Issue

Culture, Knowledge and Linguistic Criticism in Postmodernity by XIN Bin, p.1

The postmodern economic, political and cultural context provides multiple themes and concepts for critical
discourse analysis (CDA) and social critical theorists such as Gramsci, Habermas, Foucault, Derrida and Barthes
have cultivated a fertile soil for CDA with their theories of hegemony, globalization, knowledge and power, language
and power, the life world and the public world, the colonization of the life world by system and the resistance to it,
etc. On the other hand, critical discourse, with its focus on the role of language in the social change of the
postmodern era, has made important contribution to the critical study of postmodern society. This article is the first
of a series of three which relate CDA to postmodernism and root it in the postmodern social and cultural context.

Key words: postmodern, culture, knowledge, linguistic criticism

Investigating the Relationship between Metacognition and EFL Listening of Postgraduate
Non-English Majors: A Multiple Regression Analysis by SHEN Yunhua & ZHANG Jun, p.45

There has been a plethora of studies into the intrinsic relationship between Chinese EFL learners " metacognition
and their deployment of learning strategies. However, very few studies have thus far been conducted into relationship
between postgraduate non—English major students” metacognition and EFL listening skills. Given that EFL listening
has been a“Cinderella” in EFL instruction and yet it proves to be an increasingly significant language skill, we sought
to fill the gap by conducting a study on 232 non —English major postgraduate students from a comprehensive
university using CET 6 Sample Listening Test and MALQ. The study finds that: (1)Listening metacognitive awareness
(i.e. MALQ Score) and the five aspects of metacognitive awareness significantly contribute to a valid prediction of
participants” listening performance; (2) there is a lack of statistically significant difference between male and female
participants in metacognitive awareness; but (3)there are statistically significant differences between HP and LP
groups (pass or not pass CET 6) in listening metacognitive awareness and Person Knowledge subscale scores. These
findings suggest that enhancing EFL learner”s metacognitive awareness facilitates their listening abilities.

Key words: MALQ; CET 6; listening performance; metacognitive awareness

Querying the Nature of Translation—How Culturalists Misunderstand the Reductionist Approach
by ZHAO Yanchun & LV Lirong, p.64

After the “cultural turn” of translation studies, the culturalist memes have occupied a central position in recent
decades. However, their postulates can be shown lopsided and misleading. For counterbalances, a reductionist
approach was proposed to steer translation back to the assumed right way. However, this reductionist approach was
counterattacked by the culturalist camp. After leafing through their conclusions, one may find that the culturalist
critics misunderstood the reductionist approach in aspects of ontology, methodology and teleology. This paper takes
the specific examples to illustrate their misunderstandings.

Key words: ontology; methodology; teleology; misunderstanding
Multitextuality in“Biofiction”and Cross-Reading as an Interpretive Strategy by WANG Liya, p.92

As an increasingly popular segment of postmodern fiction, “biofiction” has drawn much critical attention due to
its conscious juxtaposition of the biographical representation and the fictional re—writing of the subject. Informative
as it surely is, this general perception of “biofiction” as rewriting of historical subjects and source texts may easily
neglect the relationship between its formal features and their cognitive impact upon reception and interpretation.
Focusing on multi—textuality as a defining generic feature of biofiction, this paper explicates the agency of reading
activity, which is both structured by the intertextual construction of biofiction and the reader®s knowledge of those
“pretexts” from which the current story borrows in a selective way. For this way of thinking, genre features of
biofiction are not intrinsic to any particular biofictional text but rather a product of interpretation. To exemplify this
argument, the paper chooses three texts relating to the writing and re—writing of V. S. Naipaul, revealing their mutual
dependence in terms of “life writing”.

Key words: biofiction multi—textual structure genre V. S. Naipaul
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