M AP B R mEREP EE LS
HY [a) 9 HE V1R VR S 4T

BAHUERRREG GFH”

T 20164F7 A 12 B, A5 T4 2 00 F AP RHREXAF T i th K%
MR, I—FHEEREINRTHAKREL, AFRKET £ AL
£ B A K B AAT I M A (S BARBRIR ) £ T AP 3R E a4 £ 3 IR
B, ARIRIEIEOM A FBAELR, 5N FFhARiESH UAM corpus tool 3 ¢
B EEHE 0 L R T ARG AT, ST ER B A RIREAE
AR SGLINRLY B E LY, BT EES)WHAPHEINGERET TN
FE, BNEIAERE ARy 2 5 FREX —F4 Lo 132 —
B0y, BT RBGER ERE L, FEAEHEGITE AL “REeET
8, KA E E AT AR 3 AP R E NS ARF LI AR &R LR
HIeitik, BATT AR MEE TG 7 AR 69 L6 S @ A A VA B AR R 4 B

FREHEIRLE,

[ % 6 | RN BE; AR IO BIREE ST

L1 K

g R AR R SRR R, MR B AU E R FIE, dRR

B EERIVFIE 5K . 20164F7 H 12 H, A7 T fif =2 5 257 (0 ¥ B A Bk e 12 0 SE
HESE UM 2 o b A R P R A AR, PISERE R IEUR, S TR E LB
257 WS sk, IR A ] IR A R A A £ B B v A SR el R
PR T RIS RS, Ui, S O W S I X i b R N B AR N

YEE TN ATTAR, WKF R KA S = R A I REMRRIE S %, 1650
Br. Email: yufei.he@sydney.edu.au., i {5 i 4. Department of Linguistics, The University of Sydney,
NSW, 2006, Australia. A<i¢ SC5 21 v [ [ 5 B 4 54 2 v B (%E8h%5 . 201606010378 ).

UL http://baike.baidu.com/link?url=uyMy0CxonHHjH8CtIYx_LURIUP5BVhQqm8bT2Np3xUISsPulYEL7A]
RkZirS3AhgPckydlhFGTxjXqMO5Fgp97ff TxDbdbwLYbvce3Qq7EjSoUUSepwlFulxwBFUSTYYmyzu9Ti_
99bnHCA-Li-EK, Ht5i/IA T 2016410 1 1 H .
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o CMesbh, LR S e i AR g,

BIR B RRRX — PSR, AN T — R SRAGE . A E T A
20164F7 H 12 HA8 H 31 H EEALHMLHTHIMZE (CNN) A (Al ) (The
Washington Post) B & T B bR maEFuE (3£2255), A 7/ Yk
Vo SRR IR AT, AR SO 1R SR I 0E Hh S8 I i A LU B 3 ]
BB, FRECRILHT SE BT TEAMETR A ST AL Gs, BE— A R
TSR S TEE I AHIEC R

@ EEPMIiHIESR

B (2015) fEHEE (TERE XHEZRMEZE ) HHXHiE RS i ST HE S 1 i
M. WhHEST I Oh PR R VR TR B R R, FE AT
DR B RGN FrmPERRE S (2015:161) . 1B RS2 Sy
FINRSEY . i ARESIIAAE B .

INHSES R R, AFERERA T 5t (RIS E MR REM: ) | S 2
fith CHPE4EME ) . FRAFH SRR B SR ( Biber, 1989; Bednarek, 2006 ). £
INESE R, SEE—E R E RN E S, ERTEHRENR, s E
FRERNCELETFBAEANE RN RS, HFEONHAERE (WA, 2011; FHE
K, 2013 ; iR, 2006 ) FEEAR TR, ( Volosinov, 1973; Leech & Short, 1981; Quirk et.
al., 1985 ). FiE IR TE4E AR IR TRAVRIE . MZE (2011) K5 HMaR e 3 1E o ke 1)
Bt 7 5 R A4t 2 75 S5 25 . Volosinov (1973) Ktk R4 E %S 1iE
(direct speech, LA Ffai# DS ). 18132511 (indirect speech, LA FEF7>M1DS ) FIFi
JeiEEE) H %5118 (preset direct speech, LI FfEiFRAPDS ). PDS RIFES iR IEHIFRSY
E

N &AL A BTSRRI T AL E A B AT REME” (Lyons,
1977, ¥55| 8 Palmer, 1986: 18 ), Palmer B HFR A X 551% 4 (deontic modality ). X 5%
SESAT LA BE— 343 Aph B (BRI SE i X 55 ) . REBETE (MR R A AN
BB MRESRME (FYZ BIEENRRE - R ) (EEN, 2015).

Biber % (1999 ) ¥4 £ix M NS SE B SL RIS A E L, IVARE
S BRI S SR PR RN RIS . EEME (2015) AR S
Martin Fll White ( 2005 ) PHNEHEINANE RS, BERGRIET & VEEWTFERT A
RN, FETA REREIEN AN B, SRR PR 2R, TL
o MBI, RIS LI AR R o] o b IE A i, BIBUR S
FHARSE . M BRI T o2, il =Rk 51 % .

@ W, http://news.sina.com.cn/c/nd/2016-07-25/doc-ifxuhukz0990189.shtml, % f51)71R] T 2016 4E10 H 1 H .
@ . http://news.sohu.com/20151019/n423637010.shtml, - http://news.ifeng.com/a/20150612/43963615_0.shtml,
HJE i 72016 4F 10 H 1 H .
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TIBNIEE T MEEX A G AIT, 0 “HESRS” (frankly ). “BESEE”
(to be honest ) Z#4)FIR1% .

SRS, SEME (2015) WFE R L3 28 R0 B B W A 2 (2011) DL %
Volosinov (1973 ) i i & SRR FIAL AR 7 ST T LY A48 1] 1SR HEZE

TEIRKIAF
— R Eﬁéﬂl*ﬁue

BEEIAP
— 1EH
— bk
it -
%)
ik I: 5% It
HElk
nREME
REZESISS Wt
- g [
— AH RUHEA
i HiE5NhE/DS

ek E [a)45 |15 /1DS
iSCUEE ) H A5 i /PDS

—— X5 E REREE

PR

—— FIEAE
B BRI R

© Hia R EHRIEIEIE

PR IE Ve — PR B R U7, B IR Fowler (1979) T (IBF Al
i) —A st MPEERE B E “BRBERIIESN CGEWERRRMEER )
ERUT. BURTEHILL SR IaA M 4E R, LLROE S A O L 2RI HE RN
RHE” (Wodak et al., 2009: 8 ). HHIFIRIE/HTIA A T F FIAL L5 LA AR 2R K%
A, BT LUR ek SRS FE IREZS (Fairclough, 1995, Simpson, 1993:5), %F
SIATHESE, Fairclough (1993: 136 ) $&ihy 7 HLPHEIE /AT =4 iy, BIMEATIR
THHRAE L SKE R A SO, #R “TRTESCRER” , #hE “#LASCiR” . ZJ5, Chouliakari
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FiFairclough (1999: 53-74) XM THEEIRIE T HABIE: (1) BE 1516
A RFEENE; (2) BT E T ER A S SE L, TETE S H AL S
AHRH R B R RULSOETEA B, BT R ez i EAAAEmEns; (3) %8
MR SIS (SRR ) A% (4) feh kBRI TRE S %; (5)
PHAEHEE TR (1) — (4).

PR E S BT H HEA LI 5 20 3606 TE, oA EE R IR, REXT
T T A D 15 1 20 A 228 ECR i B A BT TR R R R 4R B R & AR R R
PESEATROBIIHRGE , W ABOE . 4. &5, JLIRER G (White, 1997 ). Fowler
(1979) B /CIHIITIE T Sk SN HAE 7RG R B FrH . @l Halliday 19
RETIRETE T FRISE A HTHEZS, ST ElE R ) B i A BIAB I AE 2,
a4 1A S R AL T WAEPIER, BRBUE . S5 RIS Ty BN A R A
AP B, Van Dijk (1988 ) it 43#HT 99 4N E 5K 138 434 4RI 700 f el
T, AT R O E SRE R SR, s TR U R AR RS R R A
P TR RN EEAEH

AR Zo 7 P 0 () M 3 15 AT 3 B AR 9T (B 0 A I e . R IRIER (2014) K
BB A TR RS RPN B A &, KRR T 1 R 36 4 53 F44) 05 () AL A 7
B 4 8 i T R AS ) 3 O S R U At S v SRR £ I 1) S A TR E AN IR A
S EHGE E N B bR TR . @b (LR ) i —DGE i e
SR . HaR T RFERNE, MAE (2011) R BUHEIERS 7 7 A S S0,
PRI T H T A DORHEPE R, o 17O G PR i B R AR U7 THI ) B A
o IR (2011) BEBC T AME 3 3 AR A0 VU s 2R SCHRAE AN Fb ] 32 3 G AR 5 A
SCVESC, BT B R R T, BEST T B ESCUE T R A S T T RE,
s T RARES S EEIT IS SR, EaR R e i) —A 3 ] n) 87E TR}
MR/, IEMFowler (1996 - 8) 8H, XHANHIE R B IEE TE S HTAR T BERS “Fr
B e f BT B A ST LI T I BE B SCAR I S B B A
ZH|—E W% ( Stubbs, 1997 ).

B —IE, MO L BT Z I T8 b R 1 5 A A A e,
MK A TE R SR BRI IR R R (it & /i, 2013 ). Baker (2008 ) &+ —
{02 F 0T AR R JEEFR MR, 4307 1 SR RIS RAEHT 8] 1 15 )
PSR, IR AT TARNER, SE PR T B R TR TG
W HTFZTHESS . Qian (2010 ) #d (i HTRDRI G4 IR ST ERERTS, Z0br 17
F H# ) A1 CRBEFR ) iAo b S SO o 5 )

MRS, R T HiaEiE R iR 520 B 300 3 MO 1) 18 R 4 2 00 S 34
P CIRHETE ) ANF, PR EIRESAIES WK R, ARG EM (2015)
B ST TEHELRAE Ry o3 MT 71, 2R NI A NEEAE B TR A3 0 Tl i P B0 B
3, NG R HAE PR ST 37 EUn]



WO B IR 3k Bz A N R B R iR
O #xHix

AW N CNN AL (AERGmilH: ) _EUSCEE 7 r A 2016427 H 1245 ( Fgifgfh;
FLERNMG ) )8 A 315X TR iR iie , 4% B A S i .
RE R RRC R, AMOREALE . BILIEE T 22 FE, H CNNT, (AR
MR ) 155 . 7/ CNNHGE$E C1—C7 gwit, 155 (AREiipR ) B94iE & wpPl—
WP15 Zfith, TERHEE Sain)%L 17 434 1n].,

FHERNEFEhbRAA 4 UAM corpus tool 3, ZASBFSERRIE: T BiaHRiE H i 7%
KA, BAESESY . NRSLY . XS r RIS X . FRIEINESLIA N F PR,
AWFEEINT M E (2011) FlVolosinov (1973 ) X 5 sk AR J7 R BF 5T HE
o, BARS M EEE TES . 25, ARPRTRHERNE b ST T S A,
FEREEVAN T S5 D R A 5 LA B A T T ) B AR T 37 B )

O A 5itie

FETVERVES AT, S8 1R G B Ak 22T ) i3l v i 73 28 S ik
LR AHRHEIGE R, w2 0 EINRSLY (46.7%), HIKESET Y
(40.6% ). INIHALIZAOEEH FEAIAE T HaME (33.5%) b, BISIHAMNE R &R IAI
T A BAE RSN . ZSESL I NP8 A fEfE G PRI S = R8s, Hig
BER (14.4% ) B % TR, RSO 85047 ra i iRk S8 e il Hr s8R ST
S RS .

®1 IERERHIEHAEB ST

S BRIR %
UN WA 446 46.7
Btk 44 4.6
T RENE 82 8.6
= 320 335
e AV 122 12.8
WhELH 17 1.8
RelEE 45 47
PR 60 6.3
SESY 388 40.6
Tk 138 14.4
Flik 130 13.6
ey 120 12.6

o U 0 0
it 956 100
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51 1AIR3IIA

%M R EE (2011) FlVolosinov (1973) X /i 35Sk IR ALk 77 SAOWF ST HE 48,
AR RERE b 5 | B ER Ao A EH S [T (DS) . m51E (1DS) Ak
PR TR (PDS), H551 5 RIE S AR B0 & 7 S AU BRI 2 e . AR
P e 26 SRS TT, BB A A A S B EORIE (97.8% ), TIFESIEN
SIFMEZERIIEA (44.7% ), BULRT UL, FrEGEA MR T6 HEES E, X5
Fairclough ( 1995 ) HYMFRTEER—3L.

®2 BHERSHEENST

51 ERIE L 3UYE Bt %
DS IDS PDS

HH A ) s 104 137 72 313 97.8
%I 15 22 7 44 13.8
[ a3 21 36 8 65 20.3
rrE 26 36 33 95 29.7
P e 1 21 14 36 11.3
Wt . WEsTRT 24 8 9 41 12.8
frAaE 13 5 0 18 5.6
FiAth 4 9 1 14 44

AU BRI s 0 6 1 7 2.2
Bt 104 143 73 320 100

TR E S, MR RN AR MO — P ERSER RN T 20
W%, SR, fRiEBRES| TR RS, (R AR KR4 Al i Wi SG A
R HFESE (PDS) #5409, Volosinov (1973: 134) Ak, TEPDSH, #5189
TGN 2] DARYE 2 S BN, HZ R 0EEsmE Y. XM 7N E
g OB TR AGE N BSUIRIE 17 o XA 7 ORI 5 1B ) B SL I
BMPERSZF) T —E 0 FesE (Fairclough, 1995), 7EPDSHY, T B4 Ff HU&H
YR, RTEE MEE IR TE R HARER /00 LS H R RN 0 o BTl T LA
TR AR g, BORER B RS H B S B AT A i e R TR, St
K, FETERNE R R 7R B “indisputable sovereignty/rights ( TS EAL )
Al “historical rights/facts ( Jy s EAL/SSL ) B, A 7R#AELLPDSHE 2B
X PRI U & T R R IR TE AR . BSOS S, HEHAM ST
“Brigiy” (Bell, 1991).,

SET7 I R A e T R R G R S SRR ) [ A [2], @i
125 L E S5 Be A SCHRGE TS LR T BN SEEDE SRR P Uil
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B, AR P I RO SEHE R BN %M SR A D T O D SRR B 4t SR S BERS
W, PSERR b SE R A B AR B A b T RS AT R . B[] e T X
SFYEIG S “should (1% )" SRRWINERE RN, RINWEE 1l ol
fR DR I IS ) BTRIR

[1]  “This decision can and should serve as a new opportunity to renew efforts to
address maritime disputes peacefully,” the U.S. State Department said in a
statement. (C2)

(IR AURT LA 12 A A 8T 60 SRR AR 82 A P il D i e i b S 55
71,7 EEE SR RIR, )

[2] The State Department said it “hopes and expects” that China and the Philippines
will abide by the ruling.

(SEREESbeRYIERE “AEIFHRE pERFEREESF L, ) (WPY)

191 [3] $2 21) 38 [l 5 ¢ Y 12 EH 75 5 H 1 i U pig B e W R Il AN A 6 /el o A4l
SCHTESE, B TaT LAR M X — fiv R L e AR SO O . BRI v [ R o R
HEAHSC B USRI AL, N IAAE— L8 RIR e . B DR F e SV St
PE T EVEA—AN KR ETE R R VR E 1R XA NE R RIS 5] [4] W08
B 7 EERSL, BIROW P ETERHERY Y skATR7 , RIS T et
MEARHBIX Y RIF- o

[3] President Barack Obama has urged a peaceful resolution to the dispute and while
visiting Vietnam in May said that big nations shouldn’t bully small ones. ( C2 )
(Lo - BRSSP R i e, ARAE S H Vsl BRI H R
FE AR I BN )

[4] The United States hopes the ruling and pressure blunt China’s perceived
expansionism in the Asia-Pacific and calm tensions with its neighbors. ( WP10 )
( S 5 B g 4 D SR H B RHL Lk v [ 7 K M DX Ak 255k, 22 A [
5 AR Rk R )

TRHZE T HAR P R AR A 55—/ Sy (4.4% ), {HJRIMHT B /il
Fig HRART AR, BRI E B S R E ML — B B ZUGHBLH
A OBEAEBEEERRY “ally CRERED)” B97EE (o) [5] A [6] ) LUK HAh S RibeoF
P () [7] IR AN ) o {51 [8] 381 325 | HE A S R g D sl 5 B A U 4
PhREE R BN, i H 38 ] X SR 5 — ) O v | RSP O, e SR
XU R RINGE— P, Wi 7 E RS
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(5]

(6]

(8]

Japan, a key U.S. ally and China’s neighbor, issued a statement saying it
“strongly expects that the parties’ compliance with this ruling will eventually
lead to the peaceful settlement of disputes in the South China Sea.” ( C2)

(VeSS 22 SRR P E ) SRR, HARKR R TRE, R HZR “9R2
AT IR AL, DT e 2 AP R e )

Vietnam, which like China claims the Paracel and Spratly islands, strongly
supports Tuesday’s ruling, the country’s foreign affairs ministry said ) (C2 )
(8w [ v el — A, P Bt o4 oD A B R B Y SR AT AL BRI AN
FETRIBFS R A AL )

Canberra was one of the first governments to voice support for the Hague ruling
and encourage others to abide by it. (C4 )

(IR TSI 55— A i W S 3 1 2 e A8 EL 530l A 5 ] 52 388 < pe 18 H) IBURS
Z—5)

It was welcomed by the Philippines, the United States and other countries in the
region, which called on China to abide by the decision. ( C7)

CFEHEEE . S8 R e DX oAt 8 S e, A A v ) O i <
i)

BRI B0 A 25 7 3 TEORL A vp S R R A 28 KRR 43, AR AN B B 0 Al 2 e
HFEAEER AT, oAt aT L B R VR RS B B A SESLT (RRE,
2011:45 ). EXFHABE FHIHGAIAL, AR 7S R 1 2 5 [9] A
[10]425160 “pHr " FI “IEEL R WS R SRR, i@l 7E R i
Fishe SRMMEHET, “oMrE” M EELR FRE G, RAREEFILE
10 56 ) IR TR B T AT IR P, AR D AR TR R S [ B T RO R

37357

(9]

[10]

X— ri A R%E .

If they ignore or go against the court’s arbitration, analysts say it could have
worrying implications for the stability of the region and weaken an already
fragile peace there.( C3)

(ortrEdah, BB ST O] B2 FE it X B it R4 A4
PGSR, B ISAS eSS A )

However, legal experts have said now the court has found in the Philippines
favor, they could return to court and ask for other, stricter measures against
China.(C3)

(ORI, IRHE R FORMEARIE R FERE R, IR AFEHEE T LIgRSE Lk,
BESROGH v ] SRR S ) i )



WO B IR 3k Bz A N R B R iR

BRE, EEEAON R R ERE R S| TR RSN, KB E
SARGE ) F M. SRR SEEIE R HAth R SR AS A 6 1 2 S R 40 T
N, EREEREIMASLIER —3 BN SR 46 T XIS AP E i1
Hh R SR R R SR A, A R AR AERGE AR B T R s iR, (HAR
K303 F R PG R A S R R . M S BN, X R AR 7K
o THGE BRI VREALR T, R iEiEn) 2=

52 REIIF

DRI EEA NSy . SE LLEs R R m RIS 4
TZH A O AT AR RIS R B DR R . SRS E D RER S IR R T
PEMPERSZE (Hood, 2004 ). M2 2SI SGE T o] LU Hy ma i ik S a4
TE A IE AR BEERE R (235) ICEBRRRAS R (153 ), JUHARBLZERE BFAINT L.
ERERRIEAT T, 51ENERGEIE (98) 2 FHZINTERGEE (40), RPRIE
B FIR L RIS FEN, X7 HEIE R E WS E0 . TER
S M iR B “ally (R ) XA 51 & BRSO i Bl 7 107k, 0 b2 6
[S]FN T IR [11] . 3B 2 0K v L R s AR A B HE SE AR B2 AE P ) AR R I | R
FRE, Wl [11] . il USRS “must (Z0)”, HIE F REE R R
LRI EEETE, S JE it A i) B S ) R S R A P (EDU A He o] L — B .

120
106
100
83
8 74
71 26
60 B1%
Z
o o W
7
40 8
32 74
57
20— o9 2 40
ol |
B | o | B | e | B |
i Hihi %3t

F2 RIS EIAINSTT
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[11] The United States now must find a way to support its Southeast Asian allies/
AF+t, particularly the Philippines, without completely alienating Beijing.

(WP6)

( B BUERAHEA SE 2R B BTG B SR HAE AR RO A, il

pr= | E )

T A R AR ROE I S A Fo b, Bl b B S IR0 287 |

et

FFIIERTF I T 1 e B R IGE S, BS T4 R PE N X 5
FIVEY ANBE—H 00 258 B F IR A R 0N, X0 6] — PR A AR PR 0 5 i 25 2
Yy, XU HGE T I RIS E SR ( Martin & White, 2005 ) .

®3 ENERSEGNEESH
IS A % il Wk Bt
TR AW %R TR AW %R
] ik e 0 0 0 0 1 24 0 25
AR K 0 1 0 1 9 3 4 16
HRiE# 0 1 0 1 27 7 2 36
it 2 77
HEIF DY i 0 0 0 0 2 10 20 32
JEHE 1 1 6 8 2 0 0 2
i 0 6 7 13 1 1 0 2
it 21 36
SEEE ke 0 2 0 2 1 0 0 1
RIE#H 5 3 0 8 2 0 1 3
Bt 10 4
HitE 1 0 14 15 1 0 2 3

MFEITTLIEH, Mk . AH S E SRR 200k b E g IR Ry (77)
WS BARPENY (2), MO THEEESE, Ak fitoE 2 #h H 1 2 i BRAS BE
PR B [12] H SE E RSP EERBA B W] A B SwiftdtbiE 1 Hp [ S5k = 325 BH X — ()
L 2R A R A R A B T #1501 2% T R T [ PR BE B R N 2B, 45l
[L3) T E R i & 48 P E AR 3] T 60 MEI R M 28, (HR R EREEMH T
“questionable ( FT£ER) )" Il “ludicrous ( FR)JEM) )" X ZSIH AW 7 IR TS [ 7E R
P A AE TR ARG o Mg S D e i R SR R 1 ) s i g bR TR AN
[ IR I . FERARTFEEERERT, HuE M 7 “jubilation (XRIF )" FI “glad (fayhd )
FEZBURAE IR LLE. “victory (JER] )" F “decisive win ( Y& TR IER] )" 255



HEWMHAENEARENTE LGN BIEEETHR | 189

K BURARIRE Aia); MR, HEFRIEFP0E “an eviscerating verdict for Beijing ( 2
b E TR ), FHEH T “irkinglanger ( #52& )7 Sl vh 1 RS K

[12] Swift cited two examples where a lack of Chinese military transparency/AP-
was problematic/JG-.

( Swift #1128 1 MG - b [ ZE i Z B X — )l ) (WP4 )

[13] The numbers are questionable/JG-, and the idea of gaining the support of
distant, landlocked Niger in a dispute about the South China Sea could seem
faintly ludicrous/JG-. (WP11 )

(X% nT BEnY, Thy ELAE RS 4R o X — ) R B 55K Je H R IZAN i@ L )
PN il ] ) SR DL T AR T - )

T AF D LR Ry B A R W TR 10 B R & T RN B BB S MBS )
v E A SRR S S SR AN [ B S FERT LUE Y, v DO D SR R ZU A 15 AR
MR N AR . EAE PR 1 2 e Sl 1 R i TR AR 0 S A S 5
PR, BRESA “null and void ( FE&%K) )7, “illegal/law-abusing ( JEiERY )", HAE: “trash
paper (JEAL—iK )" o MIEHEEN SR “milestone ( AR )” 1 “the best-
case scenario (FIFIITELL )" o GEit AT B w418 76 PR i A D B BRAR S
(13) BB ZTFERSE (2), Gl 3IFRiZILICh “important decision ( B2
%), 3UHRHE A “landmark court ruling ( HA HARIRE LATREEIAL ), 61K E
A “legally binding (A HZIHIMY )7 o Qe [14] A3 [15] P, AHSRHRE X
A PSR EN A TR RN L3RR — 2. 5 B SCR B SEEE 7%k
WHPAHSE AR — 30 . ] DL, FEX—M)@l |, SEE FREHMA R TR T A
BN, TESIFEEER S R G EEIEH.

[14] The Philippines has turned down bilateral talks with Beijing over the South
China Sea dispute, after China’s foreign ministry insisted a landmark/AP+
court ruling against them could not even be mentioned at the meeting. ( C1)
(kb E A AE R ™ 28 (AR h S B B AR SR P iU, 3R
HERAELS A E R e XA 2R )

[15] Though its decision is legally binding/JG+, the court lacks any mechanism to
enforce its rulings. ( WP9 )

COREHEFRBCEA TR AW IR, (IR Z ST HE LS. )

TEMRRA G B iReT, fREFH M T REMESRIE (14) R EmilFEE
P2 BRI IG 2 C, Tl “rich in resources ( % iE 5 )" I “crucial/vital for global
commerce ( XFEFRE 55 X EKR )" . OB KBRS 5k, B SR
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e BRFAE o

ST, S8 DAY R e SR T 4T M 0 T AR 28 B 0 R e AR AR 2 B U
B H I i BT AR VPO L SR PR B R S o SRTHEESF DR, FRAT I AR T LA
A S RGN HAE R, XSRS E X — ) 37— B

(6 Frii

T B NIERLE, AT IR E AT OA, DL (2015) 3
SR VR R ST OHE A BRI, S0 7 S R L B e
S U S MM S ST VBRI A R,
WA o 0 PR 2 60 S ARSI S TS0 S BB
SHRERMUN . RS HRHEE S| T AN, R i e S5 5
BRI 5, B P  BOR AT 4 T IR S RARE Ry, b REE s M 1%
SSFHE AP, A RAS LI AT R, SRS 45 o 0 b
ffr, FORE L0 75 B AT 00— TP AT o LRk, M
ERAHTAT, S A A RIS B o X — o0 L8
HiE, AR B BRI ST SR . AN, Ml %
YA L A AR R R S TSI 7 A T
ERTZERI TR

DR VB AT 0k o B 6 5 5 HOPF AR 22 SR M0 2 1) BT
JF. Weiss FilWodak ( 2008 ) Ik, HIEERIM SIRBEAGEIEIMERT; STk,
RTINS RIBOA T . R RN R R R ST e — R 51
BN B R . MR S I B 7 0 S B E I T SN
AR, BRI B AN R R R i, Refl]
AT LL A K 45 PR A R R 7. MM SRR M B T —Fhi s,
WIATRM, 520051 SHREE RAMELE B, IR T iR
FRAS. TR T e TF & ROERTEIE | s 00kt U
BT B 2B I k.

AR I 4047, 0 T LA B 0 77 bR 0 A 0
BRI RN BT 70 IR, DR T SRR b 2SRRI, T T
DI 43 AR P 0 R TS . AR ARG T L — 35 PP P
R, R BRI SSRGS 23 A 2L SR S0
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(1 Baker, P., Gabrielatos, C., Khosravinik, M., Krzyzanowski, M., McEnery, T. & Wodak,
R. 2008. A useful methodological synergy? Combining critical discourse analysis and
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A Critical Discourse Analysis of the U.S. Stance in the Reports of the
South China Sea Arbitration Case

Abstract:  On July 12, 2016, the International Permanent Court of Arbitration based in
Hague, Netherlands, published the official result of the arbitration case over
the South China Sea, which caused a stir in the world. This study examined
the stances of the U.S. mainstream media, as presented in the reports on
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the case covered by CNN and Washington Post. The stances in the corpus
were coded by using UAM corpus tool 3, within the theoretical framework
of critical discourse analysis. Statistical results showed that epistemological
stance and attitudinal stance were most frequently used in the reports. Upon
closer analysis, it was found that the stances of the U.S. official and media
were aligned with the Philippines’ stances on that issue, i.e., the court ruling
was meaningful and China’s actions in the South China Sea were illegal.
Relating to the claims of U.S. officials before that they did not take any
stance on the South China Sea arbitration case and the South China Sea
territorial disputes, we can decipher the role of western media in directing
public opinion and the ideology behind the opposing voices.

South China Sea arbitration case; news reports; stance analysis; critical
discourse analysis
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