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features in “one-question-and-answer” but reveals the characteristics of new media discourse turn model com—

bining different forms of expressions.

Cross-section Intertextual Analysis of Japanese Anti-corruption News Headlines Based on the News
Headline Corpus of Asahi Shimbun
CHEN Zhen-yu MAO Hao-—ran
Abstract: Based on the self-built micro corpus of Asahi Shimbun news headlines related to the “Senyou
Primary School” Event this article examines the intertextual features of high<requency words and supervisor—
related chunks in the Japanese anti-corruption news headlines. The findings show that firstly the cross-sec—
tion intertextual features of high-frequency words in anti-corruption news headlines are represented by intertex—
tual chains of the core content the subject relationship and the supervisor of the event. The intertextual fre—
quency of these words in the comprehensive and social section is significantly higher than of those in the local
and view-point section. Secondly the event subject high-frequency words can be divided into institutional ref—
erential vocabulary and personal referential vocabulary. These vocabularies are intertextually related by homo-
morphic anaphora or special-shaped anaphora. They also create protagonist information chain for the anti-eor—
ruption objects. Thirdly event behavior highHrequency words include core behavior vocabulary audience sen—
timent appeal vocabulary and audience sentiment evaluation vocabulary. There are no significant differences
between frequencies of explicit and implicit supervisor—+elated intertextuality in the audience sentiment appeal
context but marked variations are found in the audience sentiment evaluation context. The co-existence of
cross—section intertextual chunks in anti-eorruption new headlines through the foregrounding of the supervisors
( or not) constructs the objective and unbiased image of the main stream media and exerts great influences on

the audience sentiment.

Analysis: A Case Study of Traffic Incident Handling Discourse
WU Qi4§ing WANG Zheng-hua
Abstract: In the law enforcement discourse taking the form of dialogue the moves employed by the
speakers in the discursive negotiation reveal their power relations under the “rule by law” ideology. By analy—
zing the traffic incident handling discourse with the NEGOTIATION system one of the discourse semantics
systems in Systemic Functional Linguistics this paper finds that the traffic police and the involved road users
use different moves to negotiate on the information about issues such as liability and conciliation and on ac—
tions such as traffic coordination and accident settlement. These moves reflect the equal and unequal power re—
lations between the traffic police and the involved road users which can be adjusted through the employment
of moves in concrete contexts viewing from the language negotiation. Besides appropriate moves help the traf—
fic police to make good use of discursive power relation and improve their law enforcement practice under the

“rule by law” ideology.



