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A Proximal Perspective to Legitimization of Critical
Discourse Interpretation

SONG Jiannan Xi’an International Studies University

Abstract: Proximization is a new theoretical framework in critical cognitive linguistics, which
mainly deals with how spacial structure represents ideology and promotes legitimization of power
discourses. This study expounds the compatibility of proximization to critical discourse
interpretation by delving into its experiential motivation, in which deixis and image schema can
function as an integral perspective to interpret a legitimate discourse complementarily. It is found
that, basing deictic center either on self or the others, speakers employ such grammatical
constructions as active/passive voice, epistemic/factive verbs and if-clauses to selectively feature
schematic components of a proximal movement, thus generating ideological expressions capable of
invoking hearers” legitimate perception. Consequently, the proximal perspective to legitimization
can be considered as a tentative paradigm to critical discourse interpretation.
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1. iIRE=

T TE AT 515 TE ) B (discourse interpretation) & B &ML PERF ST B4 o BT
DL B8 B R 0 BT R G2 i ik DAL R D) R 0 118 40 A AR, s A Bl iRl O T
X 2009) AEMSAEFERS (X 2014) 55 5 0 3808 P 3087 375 18 20 2L R BIL ]
W% B (O’ Halloran 2007) ME &% 4 (Zhang & Di 2016)4 , il 51 6 57 &R E S
S5iEEREMERBOCR . J5H LI E Y Sl R v 22 ¥ 10— R 51 5 S0
K AR S S A SE IR IR I . B 2E K Gadamer(2006) A A i 1 ]
BEMARAS H 17 F BRSO AT 5 3 SR AT 4, R IRIE A5 28 Br X7 1A
PRGN EREMIR R o 0T 22, HETT RS 1 S T2 JE T AT 3 1 1 A B 3R
o 7 RS R AR TR 228 5 B UUR AW B T T R FER AR

R TEE BRI ST i A TR AR B B, ZHE LT BRI S PR i
[) 3], 2 DA 505 o 2 ] ) AR DG R A 15 81 R g F AL < DAAE AL I5 15 4
BT SR N 72 2 TR TR B 25 A0 S5 4k & SO , B0 200 T 36 FAh S 2 mni m A
R8s U H IR R BEE TS Q] 2 5 i i o i Bl (P A6 9K A 2018), AN
I, HUEE IR X 50201 7) B 2 = sk id 1B (R BiF 57 2 BN 2 32 “ 4 23 PRS2 1 7 LA
TE”, TR A BUPERRAR , B S B I NS00 RN SO AEF 5 AR
WFIE & G 3 I A2 B8 MBS, A AR AT (R e 2013), B 241 g
5EE B (BRI -2 DOVR S AU TG TE I 7= AR ks, T R E a0 ) R S o

TEMEAF TS 5 1 RATIA N B LB (Cap 2013, 2017) A i T 22 bR AU #4ke
FACN AR IR, 2 1% 7 3 e g o i T S ) 6 TR AL A A 7 AR KT A 3 =R S AR
FEEE A RN ARG o R, AR SO IR R A 3638 i AR 0 SE Atk , B SHR ST 1) B A
95 25 5 WIS 5 kAL BB AL PP o 201518 8 2540 22 S T (R B0 & v Ak

2. AiEWEIEMN AR AT E

a3 Ak (proximization) SEAY 7 35 18 11 SCAHZURME . 36 T 38 B XUy % 25 1]
FFTE] A (B A E T A 1 O B SR AE , 35 1 28 T LA BGAR RS sh Wik 5 H bn Z [H] 1Y
VTSR ST, Bl 3 ) B A R] N TE] X E] DL R A (R0 22 S 2 RAE R B AN T 4 /)
2 AR H T AR B 77 A TE TR B 6 AT IAIR . 40 “Outrageous attacks happened in
Libya may creep into the US.” (%5 [A] i %) ; “Some of these countries are now a short
time away from having a serviceable nuclear weapon.” (F5J [H] [X [ii]) ; “The perpetrators
of the crime remain undetected, free to pull the mightiest nations to their knees.” (¥ {H
W25 o Tl TR R TR A SO A S AT TN

F b, I A R B AE S 32 AR S R 8 (9 A IR i DR 1 AR it
PRI A H . VR — Mo il 1 A R4, 0 A R s U 3 T A 1 B S
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4K 11 4 P AR it A & B 7 (Cap 2013: 295) , B AR 32 AT 48 55 5 358 % 15 4 UL
MR RE . S H 4, Cap(2018: 98) I\ “ AR 1E T IR 2% & 15 YL g A
i PH B4 A i A SRS R OGRSl A o X A FRA 175 2 AE B a5 s
IR KR 2T I3 75 OB b AR S I KA R
AT T S5 B R G A AR 56 T TR P R SR B T R Tk e R L 1 A AR B R HE DT
PRI A
21 BESRERP LD

BT RIL T HE R BB E T2 AR GBI R RS R L5
W UL R 7R (deixis) o2 5 1 58 35 SEAH K R 19 R 5 15 48 s 15 B iy i) i
ol 45 #4 (Levinson 2003), 2 B 41 25 ffi {4 (us BX them) . %5 [1] (here ¥, there) LA J i 1]
(now 5Y, then) FYTH AR PR C &, R RIS S RYRE ST o SR, DA S8 00l
SR IR 7R G R AR B B2 — T A (1 A S AR B (Claudio 2003: 55), %8 T ARG B
PEBE F7 2 1 BRI 1 1 (R R 42 2000: 1), H T (self) 18 5 4 2R IA 0y 2 BB I 6
F A8 75 G A B RS 3 07 1) RH X B RS AR AT 55 52 o 7 Buhler(1999:
102) A K, A F(self) S H B b (1 B[] (now) | 1 15 (here) e HA At — A B ¢ 28 1A
EAE =P AN TR (R
(1) Terrorists are growing in their evil capacity to turn our greatest technology against
us. (Cap 2017: 55)
(2) We have now been at war for well over a decade. (¥ [ 5 [H 5 K 2 i i 2013/
05/23)

Z: PRI “we/us” (45 78 oGy, 1 (D A 1 “terrorists” 5 1] “us” T 1Y
23 AL B OCHR B (2) WA 5 1 we” ] ] “ war” & 30T A IS [E] A0 8 0GR o BRI =S
FIRA T G M LA F (self) W FR7R 0y, 52 ARAT ] 52 B AR AR LSS PR I8 X 42, 31X
i T8 7 RE S A 37 B T - A2 ARTE R SE b R N ) ] 25 D A O A
%" (Marmaridou 2000: 100) , BR5E 52 A T 38 52 95 1R TH TR PR OC 2R 1R 01 5 )%
O o B A$8 78 BT AF 1O B AR 360 58 3 2 AT 47

Langacker(2008: 30)TA /0o 56 “ A7 15 B XT3 %o e 2 ) B S L e 1 S 1Y
URZNBEAR , A0 3 = S 1 45 R0 R AE DL K 0l R AR R I AR RS B, < i (8130 3R
fiE AE IR A A6 35 14 3 A5 B PR 855 K L DG IR PP AN 2H 1L (Hart 2014: 4) 5E4)
PEPREE T, SR T A AR T 2 B S AR, W AR A7 A 1 BE AR AR
(R A AR B P 3T 46 ) LA SORE X A7 88 i n 7 B 85 46 ) R B T 8 30 DG 3R 1 R 3
o WAt SN, B R R T S R SR 2R, s ]
WAL S AL 2 S 2 T (EFIFT” (Kaal 2012), 5 B2 755K %8R
WA AE 2R AN OC . TS TR Ok B & RPN 3 iy B A, X 26
R EFZ BRE ) B B NS TE— DT Z A Y LS RSO I B o (B AE
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11.2016), #4IE X R MR /RSO M T & E# T F e &5kt &
FI i .

Cap(2017: 17)IN i (b R IR A7 AR5 B F AL A H 5 A N 18] 45 75 T (inside
deictic center, faj K IDC) LA J 5 fih & ® f & & A9 40 1] 45 7~ 770> (outside deictic
center, fif #X ODC), .3 H. W4 & R TR /R S IR, H 3R/ 3 10 25 78 32 AT
B AR R Ta) A RN A FRATT S 43 4 3L ) A AR TR A T s R OC R A
oL SR KIS E S, $EAE T B R R AR (E BT 2002), A 3R
P BT 2 BE 0 6 0T = S 30N S 48 4 1 T A8 A0 AR P 5 R 0 S — R AN
AW, HIL, & AN g R P.OIDO) S L X R, HIRZ e 34,
TSRS IR BB s 27 AP H8 78 b (ODO) S IR R &R, H IR E 4
Z BN B, I G G AR BE AR . AT T T AL S I B A N S
3R/ 2 0 B AR 454 52 AN A 3 56 BRI B AR RIS B X = S o
5B A i R AR AR R R 19 B )12 7K IA” (Fairclough 2003: 219). il .
(3) [ODC: These threats] deliver catastrophe to [IDC: our own world]. (F1'8 iC & &
2018/03/11)

(4) [IDC: We] shall help [ODC: Iraq] to move towards democracy. (i 3¢ /K Jz Rk i
HE 2003/04/04)

1 (3) H & 3t g5 52 & A TE b ) 48 7R H o0 “these threats” 5 N W] 48 7R H O
“our own world” Z [0] , & 1% &8 F #1875 vh0 2 B a3 5 a] (B ODC—IDC),
H 3R A 52 B UM, 83 350 0 A TR AR BRI AR B, 1] (4) Th B I R A E
] 48 7~ HH0 “we” 5 Al $8 78 Wb “Traq” Z (8], & 3& & DL [ 48 7 Hho0 2 Bk
J5 a] (P IDC—ODC), [ & % 245 B4R 4, #a i = 50 09 & 1k A0 A8 B A Ny 3 5 o
FE R B R UG YU, 10 52 A HE T 48 % 42 Y B o RR 0 VA R B A B L ok
F YA LS
2.2 BEIEEXBEXIRRE

AR IR, R UG T T G5 A S e 5 A G R R AR
Hart(2014: 117)I\ R, #3 ib 2 57 78 th S AR (it 77 DL SRS 21 45 1A 35 Bl 4 ol 1) 2
SRz b b B ahmi s, RIS ES DIgoe O A i 5508 0 0253555 ;
iy e, BVET S0l ) i 8l Hnsk mitas 8 B s =X, BV shd T o S 1w
FRIECINE 1), B KA NEZE R 5i8EE5M0E XA a2 e fE 05 5
SCETEXTAAR , T A8 B — TR R S 1 R R e IR B, 5 | RS [ R B 1 Ak
N, BRTE S T AR R — A X, 30 s B sl AR B T AR R AR — T
T B — 7 AR (Bl A2 2009)

a3 = 32 3k 3l R/ SE Sl R DL if ) SRR IE SCRAE , LU TH]
BTG S PR A A A T AR B 3k
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K1 ks

1) 45 B AE ok R BB I 2. Pourcel(2010: 425)IA 4 5 39595 46
SRS SO sh VRS2 R, Bl 52 31 AL B SR R A MR SOE < E 8/
Pt L T TS BUE R SRR ST 5 S sh 25 2R, RVFiE /2 3588
AR TE B A5 45,7 (Chilton 2010: 505, 2014: 94), 40 :

(5) a. [The police ., ] hurled at [the protestors ,.,]-
b. [The police ., ] was hurled at by [the protestors ,,].

F Aty 258 i S S Mo 2 AT SR SRR L 9] (5)a LA S the police”
e AR IR LS OC R IR ST, 52 “the protestors” W S ST 0 #Y
BOE H R, 32 B0t SR F MUz AR o BT = , B i =58 52 = w5 i i
ZIBEAELE R . B(5)b H, 55 “the police” J&:Hfi i i & -1 iR 37 F% ¢ R 9 F% 5))
Hii 5, M7t 5 “the protestors” iR A 275 5= . 3= 8l/9k 2l 11 45 R e AN W) 9 4
2 A HE T8 248 BT 5t (van Leeuwen 2018 :33) , $ 45 52 AT shAE AR 56 16 ) 5 2%
AN Bil(5)a Jit 45 i 5t “police” fill A & IT AT 4 , 1] (5)b 52 FH1iij 5t “police” 52 32
flifE R, B NI AR R b 5 “police” LA TG, 4] (5)a 1Y #a T 3 1 J& T 1E 4 By
T, HA AR v Tl 32t 3 52 e i 461 (5)b o

2) o i 7 A T A A PR M %5 . Pourcel(2010: 435) A i 5t AR 3
75 AR T A A IR o AR S 2 S R B B R PR
# 8l 77 AR FH 2 52 (factive) Bl 1R R AIE | 45 A — EUU) 2R A I\ (epistemic) 81 i7) Z2 iF
(Chilton 2010: 508) , {7141 -

(6) a. The police [kept ,.] the protesters away.
b. The police [drove .| the protesters away.

i (6)a 1, 3 =45 1F 5= “the protesters ” £ 5 Jif 55 Hij 5% “the police” [ HL ] ,
i 1155 52 2y 1] “kept away " FRLALFUA #4 T F 5, F6)b T, 2 FHHF ST A i
=FORT S A (B U], IR Bl 6] “drove away " ¥8 15 Y A B A BE A SO ) 55
SC o Bl i = FR B A 247 S B9 M {5 )& P (van Leeuwen 2018 : 63), & 15 & i H
AR Bl i) B & O i AT A B 0L T, 5 el 52 AR X it g A 6 ) 5 R AR A

+ 479 -



2019 4F BARINE 54

W Tl ©)b 1 F 52 F A A — By B s 1, A5 R AR
T (6)a,

3) ¥ 7% s IR Ry A AR N 25 . Chilton(2014)IA 0 BT f A BRR =
T St A A7 76 T R AL BB Bt - U e i 3 B ke B0 S 3 S 4 1 S
] A8, it S iy 5 T DL 1) B BB B A2 S T N
(7) If [the police
would be approaching.

1 (7)H “the police” b 3% =¥ 5t , B Bl Hij 5% “ protestors” L #4317 4 , #4 T 1
PR G EACTR AR o ol T if- A A0 7 i A S 92 B & 58 4 AH 2 (Chilton 2010
509) , FH I ELSE I AL 3 07 18] S 52 A R S R B B, BT i R A
AR R . TEE SRR E T 5T, A1 if- A 20 A R i 3 D7 )
A REIE Y IR SR L S0 2 AN B SR B Y 5 A A

] had not done something, the danger of [the protestors ]

patient.

3. AiENEBNEILA

FATE B Z IS X OCR P51 I Rk R g Sl . 152
BRXUT % T 1 ) AR AR I, 38 75 1 5 TR A 2 il R s i A rY Ao 8 6 &R
SR, BARIE 7878 O 00 32 AR AL B OGRS AR PR IAIR, &k
O F TR A BRI AR 2 BT T 1], 8 O RS R OB AR
JEAEY L AT LSBT g ) T (Hart 2018: 79) 5 1 24 SRR A 10 45 W T B
EATY ERimuN I R S SN TEEE N E S U DO R ASIL (SN (WAR PN E: A5l AN e
I8 SUA B8, T TR SRR 7R T BT 7 67 B DG R I S kAR 1]

ERPUE SN GRS T 2, A ERR T RIS

TR R 25 32 AR A (UL (Hart 2018: 81), #4 3T 4k 26 1k A 45 #1820 518 U A
R B R A TR IR R . — 5T, R LA 148 R 0 (IDC) 5 A ) 48 7R
T (ODC)Z I T i FE L F FR B & 388 8 2 B8 s il Bt L 52 AR B 3 FR W)
[r] b, 5 1 i = OC R DA S At 5w 1) |9 FR A 52 55 OC & I 5 | A (W] BT 1) 5
WINIR o 518 S PR vD S 3 2 114 sl 5 [0 0, A 90 %o = o ot %) 1% S it 1)
SR ] (B3 7K P 2007) o 55— 5 T, — B3 i FE Y B 06 R I, “F8 IR
Bt 2 A 0 R 1B 2N A i BAR 2R R T B S S E 77 (Wolf &
Polzenhagen 2003: 265) , S48 & 3 & (1 FH 3= 2h/9% 2 L sl in] L if #4) =X 18 i 4 3 14
5o i B AU ER A AR B 0 HE BRI 20 32 0 T 0 1k AT Ak s A 6
FE 24 it = AT

KA R B B S RIE SR AL E R JBiE B r a2 R 2l
P R Y R TE A AR A5 2 O I S R A I AR R 5
HEA R e A T AL B R B R A (A 2)
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R
I
[ it ikt |
RIECZ N K +Y GRS

3 S i SUIA S ZFN g B8 75 5t

gt | sk | [ st

I |
it

K2 Sk pr i iim

R 2 O PN E 7N RO i) ey St S -2 S S T O e g R e
li] [ e A AT =, 45 8 RO TR [ B A Ak AR AT o UK, TRIA M U
i R R, T 3h/ash | Sl L K if M) i 2 AL T 53] 92 it
EE LR RS S A R B TR U B, SRR DR ATE U LR | Tk
ey 2 AL R e AR S bR A A TR/ I G R AR A R TR B
o) 52, FE T LA A PR I T R A n] A O R LA [l 4 s G
Z MG R R S AT S g ] S AR SO R A T 1 Al
R S, A R AR B 5 R A A LIS 4 R b S I G &R, 2
At AR B 1 LU R AR BT 57 55 T8 UM G i At i ) A e i 5, Gk
WRRREEAL . B 2, 16 A OA U TRIE S RIEN At B i a
LR A HE R T H

4. FFfEEMANITERLRE
WF 5T R AR SEAL I B % 4 S0 D [ IR B B EGR ot 5 2
FPAY 735 18 b 35 & 90 T R4 30 A i R, 3R B L Bk P O SR 6 B SR AR R A
A R PUE S MG E 2R MR T BERE |, & UG R T
Z AN A I S SRR S , 2 B UE S E AR AN . I TR 1) I FH R
FERF AT T IEEAR B ASTF S 0] s AW PP SRR B, it b
1 FE B ERIAEM . Chilton(2014: 163)45 FEAATIN I 215, 48 ZE 4% 1) i F5 52
A AL (0] B[R] S A E S A . AR RG2S [RGB (R) T DL R A
(B T (A T P R 7R
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4.1 = EBIEREIEEE

2 BRI R AR B T AT A B S it A A 9 4 23 2 (van Leeuwen
2018: 88), W] Fhml g7 0o AR LU B e A5 S R0 A A 1 s 18] B A
T, il B s in) sl A ) 3Rk A B B AR R . DR AR R G
NS WA AR IR A AR i 4 /N 8, B FRORZ A Wt sh 5 2R B g
LA B, I mE RO RS IR, RN R R AR E 4/, 3K
F B R B T S A AR R . A (B BT TR R AR IR A
BEEEIEA . fln.
(8) A number of [IDC: police officers
they ,,..] [came under attack from action ] from [ODC: youths |, some wearing
scarves to hide their faces. (¥ [E B, il 2013/11/10)
(9) At our borders and within our territory, [IDC: we .| will [bolster efforts ,,.] to
piend @0
[keep ,...] them from being used against us. (2017 4F 3¢ [F] [F 5 % 4= % W F 2 45)
(10) If [IDC: America
terrorists ., ] would never pose a threat to our land. (FEERTIHE 4R 2014/09/06)

ITC Y R NI E =0 NG RN (=) T i R | NP AT =0 N R 2] e g 1
/N BB 5 I A7 FE T “police officers” 57 2k [ i 2 7 5% “youths” Y B 5%
M), 52 5 7 I BT 3 B P R OE 5 TR 3] “assault” 3R BTt g5 5 52 AR 7R
(H 225, 25 (W) 0T ) VAR R AR . Bi)(9)h , N [ 48 7s 0 “we” 38 25 1t = 11 5t
FEsI e S 6 75 s “agents T . 32 B MY RS it g R A9BSR T S5 90Eh
1] “bolster” 5 “keep from” 3% B Jiti 35 15 52 35 W U (L JE PR & R] , 23 [B) a3 19 & ik 4k
PR o B0y, 3R WAL S5 “terrorists” A BIVERZ WA, & A= A1 )47
UG8 ) Y ] g R T O ARG ke AR . if 4 0F 52 3 America” B T
R Sz, X 5 B By R 5 ) RS2 OC R SR AR I, 25 (Al 1 & Ak R
JEE S
4.2 BYE)#EIERIEIE B

23 (] a3 I A R I (B . BRI B0 T, I TR] 1 /45 18] | A S5 3R GA T =X
0 HR G 25 - IR B R A S MR | A A B[R] 2 MR 25 S5 AR I N a1 48 7
O, TRNOZAL i 25 10 F% gl i ) ) TR A RS 38 5 5 ROR I A% gl iy 57 1 [n)
IAE WAL S8 5PN a0 80, L BRI S AL TREE . Y A TE &
AR TR] 3T 8 G s A AR BE I, DUl P 3 25 s R R I ) 2 BB G &%, el e )
RAE 25 J A BRAE 0% Sl iy 5 w0 1) ik 25 9 B 3 7 57 LA S B A % Bl i 5t 1) R R
(I Bl S5 SR I P B L 1Y B OB T B R E IR AU B AR i i 1) Rk
Bl 1 by s g A H 2 B 2 8 RS T I 199 gl VE G 45 50 <5 5K 7 (Bhatia
- 482 -
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2018: 441) IR B Y G 205 & Gk AL i i/ . pian .
(11) (IDC Europe ., will [be pulled back ....] to the First World War by [ODC:
any country .| that [wishes to re-claim powers from Brussels ,,]. (% H i 2013/
09/13)
(12) With [ODC: a decade of experience .| [IDC: now ] to [draw from .],
[this is the moment to ask ourselves hard questions about the nature of today’s
threats .., ]. (B EL L [ 55 R 2= PF 2013/05/23)
(13) Had [IDC: we ..,
of mass destruction would continue to this day. (i f F1)T i} 2003/11/19)

B QL) & A A 148 7R G ) N [ 4R R o i BT R . sl i B
% = “Europe” 7K °Z Jiti 35 “any country” [ 2 fd1 45 5 | i ] 22 1k 52 B M 90 7 )
] 3k 25 0 0 A AT o R, — SRR SR I will” e B AR IR [R], 1 5 R A AR R
“the First World War” A 7 , I [ 4 3T 38 J8 Dy 0 #2965 8 i 07 0% F AR gl il
“risk”, RS 2 FAFEA — BB E R M IR R A ) B kAR AR
M (12) & A= A 1] 48 78 oG 588 ) A 1] 48 s ol B #E . S i 258 Wit g
“now " Jifi 3l %% ¢ “a decade of experience” i #4 T 1T N , B[] 2 38 52 B 4 22 B
[6) A A o) o ST 3ok R, DA I 0w s BT sk ol 5 i T =X 3 5 5 i)
“draw from” , & Wit 35 5 52 FAFAE — B ME R P, B 0] 3Rk 9 & ik b R B
o B (13) & Az b1 48 7 HhoC 51 ) Y ) s o RS i R . E 5
) 7 58 5 B 5l i 5 “the dictator” A9 Jiti 1 4E H , 1 if #4 2 4% /K “had we failed to
act” R 32 F “we " HUE TR T S22, X 5 IS A 7 18] M 32 ¢ AR R
AR 5 I 1) 2 3k 52 Bt Mt 26 155 22 2 BLAE “to this day” (1 [a].0 84 3T, I 8] 26 35
MR A P 20
4.3 MEMEIERIEIEERE

AR A8 R Y LI W SR A B B PUE S UGRARIE , i B0
(R IE B FE A FA A DL 5 Al TH R M D Z TR R b 5E . LA A R A E
WAE A N T 48 75 vt Bl sl 2R s S A (EDOL 5 AR A (EDUL 2 TR R AE R B 4 /)N
332 B AN E L, BT R i) SRR AR LA (LA S S ) 48
VAN RO N =) £ NS [ D6 R (1 = 0 N = e e | U O R ARTTR (= BN EOF
i TS R SRR R o MRS IRZAT & B b n IS . il .
(14) In the last half century, [IDC: parts of this hemisphere

patient.

] failed to act, [ODC: the dictator’s programs ,,., | for weapons

palienl] were [marred epislemic]

by [ODC: dictatorships and insurgencies ,,.,] that killed tens of thousands of people.
(2017 435 [E] [E 5K & 4= 50 1 E2 15)
(15) By advancing [IDC: freedom ,,,] in the greater Middle East, [IDC: we ]

[help .....] end a cycle of [ODC: dictatorship and radicalism ] that brings millions

patient.
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of people to misery. (i ff 1T # P 2003/11/19)
(16) If [freedom and peace ,,, ] couldn’t revive in Syria, [hatred and violence ,,, | would
be ignited and come towards us. (ZH 24 2011/09/11)

(14 & A= A1 48 7 o ) A Il 4R s e B R R . TAR B 1A “mar” 3R
PA Jite = 5 32 =R A9 O (WM 55 5 DA “dictatorships and insurgencies” 4 £ T P4 5t A9 4
G 42 A4 My it 2 15 5, “parts of this hemisphere” 75 24 Z F A 5, i s A R B %
FIH A2 it S U I A B, i i AR R A AR EE AR . B (15) & AR A 1)
FenHO A AR R RO T R o SR TS freedom” 5 “ we 7 52 I 2
AR 57 F1 45 5% “dictatorship” 5 “radicalism” [ 4 (B J& 14 , =5 5 8)1 17 “help end” 3% B
Jiti = 55 A2 5 MR ], B (B0 3 i A i R B ey o il (16) T8 Uk W 7%
Bl Hij 5t “hatred” 55 “violence ” FY B 5¢ & |, & A Hh 1) 48 7% o 8 1] A [ 48 735 H
ARG At 2 . (HJE iR T if # 20RF 32 2 “ freedom” 55 “peace” B TR IZ T St Z
L X 5 LS I ) A 52 O B SR AE S, O (DU I Y S 2 A R R S

g

5. &5i&

T A ) R R R T O 5 R S T TR A T B B R T 5 A B AR AR IR
PR L A A . FRATT AR B, 48 /8 RRAE 515 24 =040 1) DA o7
S puy S WIS SR BN (S iR S <V NG AR NG R o O RS NS SR ]
B ARG, B R 3 T 1) 5 T v A S AR SRS A7 AR R AR AR 1Y
HEFGR, 3l sh i X R A R EENEFRT L EZH T RS 5t ad
5 IR/ 52 By 1) e WA At 3 St i 0 A T A 2 A 0 2 1 3R AN LR 5 if F =X87
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