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A Textual Analysis of the Generic Intertextuality of the Award of

South China Sea Arbitration
Xin Bin
(Nanjing Normal University, Nanjing 210097, China)

When we talk about genres, we need first to distinguish between text types and literary genres. The former includes narra-
tion, exposition, argumentation, and utility writing, etc., and the latter including poetry, novel, drama, and essay, etc. The ge-
neric intertextuality here refers to the property of a text which belongs to a certain text type as a whole but shows features of other
text types. Our analysis of the generic intertextuality of the award of South China Sea arbitration shows that the appropriation and
exploitation of the resources of different text types tend to be selective and biased and are ultimately determined by the goal or
purpose of communication.

Key words: textual analysis; generic intertextuality; award of South China Sea Arbitration
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1 ke

Fowler A A ER Z MIV&E A WA 10 43 5, )8 T
FEARIR AT RS AR AL 2 AR H B AR SRR AE
“SCEAE SR IS — FEAR BB A TE (PR IR
ZAb 2 S W AR AT ANk 22 0 AR A RN it 22
AOAS TR 2 FRATT 7K T8 T8 15 5 1 A Ak e — i iy 235
W) —Fh B IF 4R ( Fowler 1982:37 ), Fowler
AR IIVE T AS S 0 ORG24 o, T2 5 B
PEFAAE G, BIFRATT 22 T LA FR ZEAAR R A 2
SRR — A il A ER A e AT B T FRATT B
TR FE SR G, B E S B
AN (e — E R b)) TFH 2 X pv g et st ), &
AR 32" (A F: 38), Fowler(1982) 41—
IR LB A AR E 53 S < 287 (kind) AT 207
(mode) . B F5HEH 2 L ERARE, 7T i — 447
FE R AL AR E L, ZREE AR RN,
Eﬁlﬁi,ﬁﬂmﬁ This work is a Z Y Z 1B H FE R
2, EFAXRCER B ENT HHA XN 2R
FRARRE . B B A1k R |, il anAe Se i
B | narration/narrative, poetry/poetic, drama/dra-
matic ZFX L BT iR BT Ron 2 JFHE R R,
A comic play JL-FAH YT a comedy , {HJ2& comic X
AW E T e 2, Flan, 2S54EFE -
BT B/ Z IS Y FRN a comic novel B, F&AT]
EREE, XTEHE T =R KX F/NBEZE, Fowler
XA R, AR b w3 — AR
W AT LA (i HARTE ) BA e AR A RIE, X
SR AR ST T A4 8 B S

Fowler TAH SC2AARER IS 4R 26 T0 i oG i« =07
MiAE 27 A HTE MBS IR sZ2 228
SRR R AL 2 BB AR . Fowler FIT U6 AY
XA 1] P — EAFAE TUE S Ar b, a0 Wer-
lich(1982:39) M\ MR (VEFH B ) A% 1A (B2
B A R ) TS 7 THDRF AR 53 S 22 R BEAC IS 7Y .« il
H " (descriptive) | “ AUEF Y (narrative ) | “ 1540
[#1” (explanatory ) | “ & 19" (argumentative ) Fl
“FR/RHY” (instructive) , Werlich FJ4328 8 S5 X 53
SCEEARFER  FLIR , IX — 43 LIE F W 2Z PRI e Dy 5
il s B )5, F2 BB Fowler FYIX 43, iX 2 —Fp <207
M35, 248K, FRATIR B Al LK AR Sy < 287 fiE
& B HRR A SC GRS BRI SC LS SCRNEE
TRSC o FRATTXS T VA AR A8 A e A5 1 23 AT 32 R A
XA B

2 HRPHERENLEN
CRPR SR A R R B R 2 B A

R IE PR B 4 I s 2 4y e AR iy BT P e, A SR
RIS I MIEE, BB E LR TR ISER .
oA — e 4 FArH A (1) EHR, 5 B I
S H N M ZATICEE N B AR B A 2
(2) 1E3C, B AR 7 il 09 R 2 A se F 3R iz 2
W =R 92 SO A SE RO UE S 5 (3) #ak, 5 W] =0 A 4%
A I BTAE IR AR S AT 7R 5 (4) BB, 222
AFEPEREE N B 2P AT SR sl i 3 22 5 &
192 W= N Wl o = Wl = 11 Sl £ Rl == e o o 1)
SRR, < IESCT 2 UL WS ok e R BOTR
A, T FPE” W 577 Fne Uil TR A o

A VAT ER SR AR Y 45 3L 501 DT, IE SCORINER P
X 10 L 51 F L BRP s 1L YR 5 oM 42
ZZ IV WIEERI; V.« JULBeE” Fnvp [ 76 mE v =
TR 3R 1 3 s AR FE 5K 5 VI m T S A )
57 5 VIL. H AL R I A& 205 VIIL IRy I 3
Ty 22 TE) A 4 it 5 TX . G 3t X7 15 2R AT A 5 X ) ke
FC, MEE EF T ZE 10 A S T 403 R
TGV E IX R R BI04, 1
FIV BAE LB FER DL V B IX B IR E
T TR 0 A SR TR R ) #k P, A TR AR 4yl 4
AERSY 51T H I A AU L AP EEE S
FFERYE IV 2 IX FEARR R Uil BSOS RIE
ANIEEIG VR G X P4 DISPOSITIF ( ] % £ ),
FEX T S A5 BB 43 3R T p5 0 G AR PR
o TR FEZE ST W R Ap R E N T R TR
PRI 3 2k DT P s AR 3k B SR R L FH P RE

TEMG T 5 VA 3 EE 1 Ik b, FRATT R E A
1902 % 2016 4F[A] 91 k2241, Horh A5 58 [
FIEX DB (HE R 18 M H“HEAEMm”
(press release) —42% , v £ #5598 fa 19 1
A 14 A, BRI AR AR T B R BN A S R
7 APERZE D23 W7 A sk B SRR 3E BE R A
G FRPCAE IRy R IE ke 1S
PHAR R, AEAE A — T s DT, B AL R R
LSS, 3R A 1Y B 2L 3R B 0 R ) g EE G
KFERFRA, B e/ IMES, 5 RE,
T VR R 22 10T P R A BRI 18 i 2
W, ik 11 IR, “BRPe Frim R ik 11 01, Bk
47 501 DUERDEA AN A . ma T AR 22 3R Pegt
B fE o3 2 FB 43, o —FR 4 b < Ah ERUEE R AT R
P 3 U, AR SR TE S 4 H AR o A
AR A T 0] R O U SR 104 SR ) 8 ) 2k DI
7 P P SRR U B o N SO 5 iy Al o
FEE T FEACRN HE R = YRR 10 SR [R]85 1) #k ke
FE (DA iR« R pedim2e” ) , 3L 8 IT, 43 4 75 .
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(D) PEREE AT 555 (2) W7 L5 (3) P LT
FEERGE B (4) PP EUZE X FE = URR Y
SRR AR R . 55 AR5 Y — 7 T X Rk
AR, D) — J7 T 2R3 e 2 — &R - 9 g
ST 2 i ) 3R R X A AR AR E Ty 42 1Y
A AR ] P ] A FRIEFIE AR

MARIR F ST 2 — B8 e FES — 35y b Ay
AR AN TP AR B 1 15 S R A g AL
Ky, BAICRC 6 TR AT ] M S A F
PR Zeid S50 . 28— AR X AL R R AN
B RIS B = ISR DU X SEAA TR R FR SR
Pefiny 4R AR R TR R 28 PR G
AR« UL M 1B HE” . e, X LR HA UL
B SR i (LA 91 B s 4 5 PN 1 805 2R s 8T
o) K A R A5 Y ThS )

(1) F#E X, @ The Tribunal reviewed the
meaning of “historic title” in the law of the sea and
held that this refers to claims of historic sovereignty
over bays and other near-shore waters. (8)

(2)4325 5, @China claims historic rights to
[ the islands and the waters around them ] resources
within the ‘nine-dash line’, but does not claim his-
toric title over the waters of the South China Sea. (8)

(3) 24, @ The Tribunal found historical
evidence to be more relevant and noted that the
Spratly Islands were historically used by small groups
of fishermen and that several Japanese fishing and

guano mining enterprises were attempted. (2)

(4) i b% . @Under Articles 13 and 121 of

the Convention, features that are above water at high
tide generate an entitlement to at least a 12 nautical
mile territorial sea, whereas features that are sub-
merged at high tide generate no entitlement to mari-
time zones. (2)

(5)51F . ®Under Article 121 of the Con-
vention,. .. “[ r ] ocks which cannot sustain human
habitation or economic life of their own shall have no
exclusive economic zone or continental shelf. ” (9)

IR TFEHSEE E WIS AU T MU
WISV AL, DA SR ERIL I B T .

FLUR, XA ] A DB i ) 38 DR — AN AL
JIRIEFE W B T R 1A TR B AR AR T i B B AR
P&, XL sk B Y OE S S BFAFAE . Bk
F5EE— BRI R AL BRI AN A R 2 3 4
T3 0] 2% SIEAAR TR] AT g 3 e HLAT S 7R (g 13008 SRR
Ak, BIE s GBS i, X WERr A 148 >4
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T, b 136 A TR 9 APEE” (The Tribunal ) ,
FERF L TR A UESE#  . (1) The Tribu-
nal consider. .. 51i&; $2 H 7], (2) The Tribunal
note/find. . . AN . 43 HT A58 ; (3) The Tribunal con-
clude/hold. . . G5t fg e [m @, Hidh, (1) $& i
AL, — B S AT YRR 80 S IO I E
w89 3130 2 consider (& | #F 52, B 25
W), MAMNATE address (4L HE 3 F|,2 ¥K) F1 con-
cern( & #EA,1 W), (2) G, AW
g e 19 B i) J2 note (19 ¥) Al find (14 1K) , b4k
A recall (18 #2 ,4 ¥R) Fl provide (AL = ,2 K) .
(3) 5 th 45 i B A 2, 07 T A %0 a5 e 1Y) 3 1) 2
conclude (25 ¥X) Fl1 hold (14 ¥X) , L #MAF consi-
der(A % ,4 IK) ,reject ( TR F % ,4 IK), em-
phasize ( # ¥ ,2 ¥X) , decide ( & &, # H# 1 IR),
accept( B & &K IA, 1 IK), agree ( [ & . # B, 1
¥R) , disagree ( ~ [ &, 1 X)), reaffirm ( & &, 1
) o A RS E 119 %, A0 119 4~ F 4,
TR 39 A~FadA 17 MdEH a0 shiE 2 F w4
FSE VA AN ELUE 14T Sy 5O B B AT issue (AR
A ,1 ¥X) , summarize ( & 45,1 X)), undertake ( &
F MNZFE,2 IK), take steps (KB F B, 1 IK),
examine ( i & HF % ,3 YK ), convene ( # £ 2 IK) ,
compare( b, 1 IR) ,review ( Z 4 . B % ,2 IK),
appoint ( Z& Ik g1 ) , interpret ( ¥t BA VM1
) Lassist(HF By W B, 2 W) FERER X 17 A
] TREAR TRGR A S =,

MISTEJT ¥, X B AR 28 6l ik XA 5
HEIE R eI ik, S e A Ul B 4 41 2%5 | 254 ™
PE . B, R, IE AN Bhatia 38 H 9, « AR
AR H GG E R =R R L B AR TP i %
GEATI 1 ) FH 25 P A 8 55 IR AE ] 42252 14 8 [ P ok
FIRHA A B (Bhatia 2015:16) o A T JH
FI, R AR RN —IF A agtads i AR i 3R
2T PR ), 58 42 75 88 A 3k i 00 = A s A
HIARFR L  FEh T 8 & “ A A 57 1
O #EAT B T Y S ] PR A R, AR e M AR
B S, HATER 25 F Xk LSS Z0 T, Bhatia A
N, BSOS R OGBS 1 FAR 3R AH B2 W] 19
HSCRFR , XORUE HAR L v S Az 4 101 3k iy
A LA s Tl M BB (1R | 2006:8)
X WIJ7 T A FEAE Goffman (1959) RAF I “Hi &7
(front-stage ) Fl“ J5 57 ( back-stage ) A9 1 o1 F 4T
N B G HGEESR I RAE , BB T MR, 5 &
W FEAE SEWE T JE i, mteE PR A 5 A iR
B TR B IMEFA L, BT H EETE L1 &
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R H AT P, R LT IS B RN - e L
TR AR DN F AU SCVE Y AR BE R R T TR SR

FRD A I AL 3E S A [ AT TR T v e 2 T 5
“ig‘izllllln E/‘JO

3 BREHEFTEXHMH

3.1 FEBUHE SO

Lemke (1985 :283 — 284 ) AN g —iF 5 2 [A]
PRI EE 3 FPRT S R GE 1R 5 AT 5 RS (linguistic
semiotic system) ,#hZ4 7 HF 5 R 5L (social action
semiotic system ) Fll 3= &l 3 4t ( thematic system)
o 347 NS R e — AR R S Rk
SERNER AN EATIAH B2 B i R R IR R
i1 B Hob T I8 R 5 AT S R 32 BRI S TR
B FHARGUER BIRES DI A Sl R
E Y LR, WHEMUAA R EEFIEAIFR
THREEAT IR, HE Aok A -5 AL & TH 25 W)
—IHIE I E RS Z 0 FEROC R X RTE
M—~ 18 X377 (semantic field) , H P45 432 (6]
ems iy HARTE OGRS A R e

KT HSCHEWST, Lemke (2004 .3 —4) f5 1,
“CHEMEHEAIRAN A C A H a5
Z AT SCOC Z T g — R, 1], R 2 A 25
TG FRATIA X B — 5 0 00 R 2 A0 OGS A A4
K7 R IX TR 2 (0] OC 2R 1 2 AT AE?” Ak
N, B SCHEAFRE R Z M & WA TER R,
BE g e IR P ot S SRR SRR IE G
%, Lemke RIIEEH “ =0 H SCPE” (thematic in-
tertextuality ) AL, A 4 — 5 75 &R 43 Hi B A
MEZEE DN EOREUNMY FEHE A, -
T HAE: 3 Z2 22 S Y8 v 45 48 BT AR B, . T T
R BT 7 2ORMARIR 1918 A5 AT,
—IER AT AR S £ FRUE 22 R ] [ 38 21
ORI LA s B i, Toie It Ab , #A AT
b R H SCAH BRI TE SR () k.34 -
39) . I FRATDRE B S8 v FE B A X —
I, T A6 T v PR S R e S 2 T 8 LA AR G
TER ISR A O B9 UL RN I 1Y, 3k 15 s 22
GG TR EE A 0) (LU AR A Zy) )
2014 4F 12 H A O 2 A7 19 b B 56 T AR 52
JIT 5 e T 38 52 A FE AR R ST 37 SCAE) (DA )
PRSI SCAFY ) 45 . PO SCEGS AR IR UE 7
5 BB AFERSHHAUE X IS UERN S | SR, AT
BB — PR AT 18 [ e v s ) - AT AT 3 Fh
WUET k.

3.2 ZEBHEUE

ZEGIVSUE S SIS TE , 3 S AR
22 s AEH 5 50, TR A5 b, 4 AR
2GS UE B 75 2R W i 1 (R 8 11 e 2 R PR J ik
TRFH A BT A RS, A7 SCh g R
TR A A UERPUR BT A TERYE

(® Throughout these proceedings, the Tribunal
has taken a number of steps to fulfill its duty to satis-
fy itself as to whether it has jurisdiction and whether
the Philippines’ claims are “well founded in fact and
law”. (4)

@ Accordingly, throughout these proceedings,
the Tribunal has taken steps to test the accuracy of
the Philippines’ claims, including by requesting fur-
ther written submissions from the Philippines, by
questioning the Philippines both prior to and during
two hearings, by appointing independent experts to
report to the Tribunal on technical matters, and by
obtaining historical evidence concerning features in
the South China Sea and providing it to the Parties
for comment. (1)

SRIT, H T R VAP R SN — I R i 7 A
JE 7 TS PR B U] X b U A A T R
JE R DT ] PR AT

3.3 XFLLIBUE

Xof L IS UE R 2 38 5 X LY Bl LR Sk PRIE B, 22
BRI — 308 0 LB T v A S ], X LIk
P F AP S E R A AR 2, T BEXT LU IE DT By b
FAFRAN A [ % 1 T A HG I3 i 9 F2 5K X007 Y &
TN L) BIAE | EAE R TR YA T AN 29)
AR AE A5 st 7 2 33X S X U AT A3 S0l AEL R 2
R, S NATFASMBE BT A B RS LU AR o 1 ik
i deliX 7 P v B < AR S5 FRATIX LA R
HULABTRE . 15, TG A R Sr e XUy
“AE” RIETEE B F3EDT TR AP ERROR 7 2 R
Ji Y, BEA VAT L) 25 283 A5 HILRE 1Y 4 diig XL
D7 TEPEE P I N R AT« S UL B 55
WP EREEAE TR OT “ AN AS 57 NSO 07
T A 25 A48 4 R 7 A S e g M H B TR A S 7 M 2
o IR H S FE DT By 5K DA R A 29 ) AH e B, HE
S BAHACE i T Z

FLUR A7 B3] L AR AR SE D7 By T PR Y R
TRE AR S8 S AP FRVRIR AN P22 B 45 A A e HAER,
Pea BERAL, BN

The Tribunal compared its decisions on the
merits of the Philippines’ Submissions with the rights
claimed by Malaysia and reaffirmed its decision that
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Malaysia is not an indispensable party and that
Malaysia’s interests in the South China Sea do not
prevent the Tribunal from addressing the Philippines’
Submissions. (7)

X BEUh Y B E R R A5 BT AR 2 — A e T
FAGEERR RS = BB = & 5 A
BRI i 3R D B 6 i 2 v B BUR FEC S 3
SCAEY S 47 2 RIK 1N g, BV T 1) PR K
AR, Hfg s AR S d . A R4 T 2ATE
N B LR P i DR R T 0] LB T A, < B SR =
7257 X w8 v ik PR B R A ED EEJE P ., S

TR BT TEBAS S X HE 7 45t 1 3 URSR, #BAS A
R RS =07, SR, AR —FIETT
ViR A B AYTIRLE B 1k Horp =/ b Rl T
H A8 e g o P, FRATT JC R I B R | Lok Y
MY RN EJEE JE PE P H Tl 5 A SCREE DS 2 i iy fh
#rEA — AU R, BV T 8 R sr 3T A
AL, R AP R SR AR VT BB 25 45 LA S T T ) Y fi
PRl Tk B 22 B JRR BRI R S

BJF XS R X 7 F AT R IR AN Z
MHE GEYrE L AL, a0 .

@ The Tribunal also found that Chinese autho-
rities were aware that Chinese fishermen have har-
vested endangered sea turtles, coral, and giant
clams on a substantial scale in the South China Sea
(using methods that inflict severe damage on the
coral reef environment) and had not fulfilled their
obligations to stop such activities. (2)

X BRI B found ( & I ) P 1 5 BLS
A B SIPE, T were aware (& 3R 2| Ay FH
ST LS AT N 2 R WE LS S, SR T, AP R JE
TEMHR XA 38 07 Z 1/ =AWz A E A R
AR FAART A2k < S B vy [ O B AREN o [ v R
MR R A 0 U AEL S IR B AT 1k LS5

3.4 SIHIEUE

SIS UE, SO E BE IR, siE UHE R, AN
ey FEARYE BB RS H A Zy) , U
S R P A I B L AR, AR S T
28w I BT AT R R SRl . AR A .

A0 Under the Convention, islands generate an
exclusive economic zone of 200 nautical miles and a
continental shelf, but “[ r ] ocks which cannot sus-
tain human habitation or economic life of their own
shall have no exclusive economic zone or continental
shelf. ” The Tribunal concluded that this provision
depends upon the objective capacity of a feature, in

16

its natural condition, to sustain either a stable com-
munity of people or economic activity that is not de-
pendent on outside resources or purely extractive in
nature. (2)

XG5 121 4T i 05 i 59
5 3 FOMLE A BEdESE NS AE BUHA B g 22
GRATE WA i, RN A LR 2 T X BB 227
FROE A AT PRI A 1« dEfp A S fE A Bl A
BT A R e — R E i AL
FE BB AN T Sh ke B IR sl Al R il 1 22 55 15 3
BB WAL T 7 DT AS AR I 1l WS 7% 2 249 ) %o
8 U Y S T ELAE S ST HRORE IEOR B RS AT O
HECRIRF S — S BIAT) 245 BUbR o ( RI[R] I 2247
BWAERAE) iz T, L A it 2R A IR OK BT
B R SNE SI R R E RO N SRR ] s Rl S

O Z RGN A 2y ) A G T 5 v A K
HIR A2 9 S5 MLAE | LA 3R B AP 3R 2 R (i 7 rp
A HZ AZH” AN BT X FE 5 $2 i
3R RR A BHFEAL

@ China has repeatedly stated that “it will nei-
ther accept nor participate in the arbitration unilate-
rally initiated by the Philippines. ” Annex VII, how-
ever, provides that the “[ a] bsence of a party or
failure of a party to defend its case shall not consti-
tute a bar to the proceedings. 7 (1)

SR, Fke” 5 BA VLW BY I, (A2 B
L5 1 S E e A AR A A TR g B BR AR
7 (Subject to the provisions of Part XV ) ¥ 14—
J7 ATAT LA [ A s A T7 A H A5 10 38 0 o A v 3
SEAS B T RLRE ) AR AR T o RA L (ALY 1
TR ULH SR AT A We? XS SR — Y —
JBERLAE” Hh 25 280 A% MLAE « A 2 2 AT o] HLAE 14
ANV FARA 2 249 [ TR AT Bk BRSO AT 3R 45 1
AEART RT3 W2 i DR B AT Z (8] A AR A 2 1 i R
I B A s B AR AR (S 3 SR AR
1995 48 A 10 H (e A R A1 HE 2 2E
AR 5K T g T [ e AT A 55 A 48 BT IR 5 75
B A B, AR JEXOT  [R) ERE <y R A s < A
R ISON 3 ik P45 FIAR 25 H B A e i R
A I AR D™ < X5 AR 6y W 0k 1 e 47 5
M AR P e X7 43807, < e SN i B A
KGR, 2002 4 v [ FIAR B 48 28 R i 45
TIATRHE ), e 4 S0 R < A A TR
RIS AN [ PRy I, EL3E 1982 41 CHK A [
HEPRIL N 20, B SR 19 A 5308 i A uf
WERT AR, VAR J7 XA phe e AT A8 01 - A4S il
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AL, X SEPR L HERRES =7 A i R AR
AR i B PR EE S 75 1 i v S LA R v [ R
ZR B X B2 HEWE 2 SR E Y, P o B A
ACECR A 3 v [ O Y S22 SCHE ) A H AR
T7 3T i PR AR R BE SR B — R 8 28 BRI 5T 0K
SESCA R R R B LU SR P E BUN Y SR,
FAS T TETEAR GG T (] R I A R 1Y
EEAL N, — R, WA T oo el g A
SER DA S LU 3 8 (I ke S S el A A
6 —700) : (1) PRI A2 ) BHA-E28 9 A9 R
FE , HH B RS AN 5 ) b 35S B B (2) AR
(L3 E) Hh 32 A A EE A B RZR B 2 A Y 1B
GRS F SRR T BOG UMY, A AR AR
1, ABERHIEFE R R R MR, FE T B 2 AT
Ly RUERIPIRT 55 . (3) NN EIR T E 2006 44K
P2 ) 25 298 FAMH HEBR AR Ja) 5 45 i i HE
4R B AR SEJT A AP R sR REAS T K AR 0] 4,
ANV BRI TR RS, DRI A B AR AL
Fommxe gt B AIER T
Fishman ¢T38 [ 42 18 09 — A0 35 : 506 55 kg2
PR AL E A, 2= T RHE g« g, thE
[l 55 BE#T M I 2228 2016 4F 7 H 13 H RECH
] M 45 3 S R A e e v ] R R R AR R TR A O
A0y B 119 45 < R AP AR
AR AP R S I R AT A AT R ) Y S 52 T
5 [ i — BRI S 55 S SR A T — BB RE Y
A Sy sl b SR R AT AR A I LA D R
PREST IR BGIR A F-BL” . KT8 =8, #k 45
B SEAR A ETE R P VAR A — 28 5 R LA SR AY
@ ... the matters submitted to arbitration by
the Philippines do not concern sovereignty. The Tri-
bunal considered that it would not need to implicitly
decide sovereignty to address the Philippines’ Sub-
missions and that doing so would not advance the
sovereignty claims of either Party to islands in the
South China Sea. (6)
CZATE, TR ES I B 5 Ak R AR
TR B A AT BE A D IREAEACR] i, [ BORF
TECSLS SR vh RO S A | figg DRI PR ASUR 4 LY
SE TR A I i R I8 Tt T ARSORI T A R0 AL TR) A e 5
Pl 58 AN, 3 WA B AN A AT AT T PR AR, i 2R
S ) A TR R RE |, — 3 T 5 il 4 VA VAR
FRREAF G A Z) FLUE wAS BEAE Wl — > AT LU

EFS HHE.2019 -08 - 25

P 2 A A A R AR T L S ) A v

4 HRE

PATESR £ B AT LI B SO R 5 8 00 PR A B
1k ( recontextualization ) , FRiE AL TETE & BUIAR )2
HALFETE S s MEERIARE, 52 18 FRIE,
W P IME M EBUBS A ES M E
Y SX R B4y NS F UK
(Linell 2004 : 115 —116) , FFE L 8880
TR PREE AL PE S S 4, (B USRS 2 18
B AR e, AR SO o3 AT R BAR TR R
X AN [RA R U5 B9 8 AT BB 2 ¥ S e M G T |
A UL LA B s FE A~ 375 A1 B — A AR AN BTG HiT
TEH A REE S AR TE 1Y HE S U7 T ; 3X — Y] Fe 2 B e
TUE TR E e AR I A PR E A H 1

S E 3k
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