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Pragmatic Meanings and Intentionality Explanations of “Bu Xiang Dang X De Y Bu
Shi Hao Z”Construction

LI Shu-jing

Abstract:This paper analyses the constructional meaning of “Bu Xiang Dang X De Y Bu
Shi Hao Z”construction and probes into the motivation of its pragmatic meanings from
the perspective of intentionality. Thisconstruction includes three variables of X, Y and Z,
which are often nouns indicating occupations or statuses. A study of real instantiations of
thisconstruction shows that its constructional meaning is humorous approval of subject(s)
who is (are) good at many things and expert in one or more and it can be used to express
the pragmatic meanings of humor, novelty, generalization and approval. The speaker,
guided by his intentional attitude, makes directional and deliberate choices of the
intentional contents concerning the subject(s)’ occupations or statuses, so as to lead to the
formation of the construction.

Key words:“Bu Xiang Dang X De Y Bu Shi Hao Z”’construction; constructional meaning;
pragmatic meaning; intentionality

The System and Scope of Energy Discourse Research

ZHAO Xiu-feng

Abstract: The discourse analysis has been more specific and detailed in recent years, and
yet energy discourse has not been specified as a sub-type discourse for analysis. Energy
discourse, as a virtual sustained hot topic in public opinion home and abroad, should be
scrutinized through the lens of linguistics, for they are the battle field of ideology and
power in general and energy hegemony in particular. Systematic studies of energy
discourse are accordingly of theoretical and realistic value. In line with the view of
discourse as a social practice, this paper first defines energy discourse as a sub-category
of discourse and an umbrella term for all discourses around energy issues, and then
outlines the classification systems in view of international energy hotspots.It proceeds
with research methods and fields on literature review. And it concludes with a call for
attention from linguistics to energy discourse. A multiple of methods should be adopted
to examine the representation and communication of energy discourse to expose how
power and interests exert manipulation over public opinion and justification for making
and implementing energy policies, and exercising energy discourse hegemony.

Key words: energy discourse; critical discourse analysis; critical metaphor analysis

An Analysis of the Energy-related Official Microlog Discourse from the Perspective
of Linguistic Poetics

WANG Jian-hua JIANG Xin-li & LI Jiu

Abstract: Based on Jakobsen’s linguistic poetics theory, this paper makes a functional
analysis of the energy-related Sina official microblogs. 100 posts from August to
December 2016 released by the energy-related official microblogs, including petroleum
and petrochemical, are randomly chosen as the sample, while 100 posts on water supply,
transportation and weather respectively are included as the experimental control. All the
micrologs are examined by text analysis, and the independent-sample T-test is conducted
to explore the functional difference between the micrologs on energy and others close to
people’s lives. The result shows that the referential, poetic, conative, emotive, phatic and
metalinguistic functions can be witnessed in the energy-related micrologs, but compared
with other micrologs close to people’s lives, the referential, poetic and conative functions
are used significantly less in the energy-related micrologs, while the emotive, phatic and
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