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United States and other nations did nothing to deserve or invite this threat;
Iraq provides funding and training and safe haven to ter—
rorists who woud. .. ;
be directed against heading toward;
destroy burn down;
threat danger; tragedy catastro—

phe(Cap 2013:75 78 105 -109) .
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( past—to—present shift) (future—to—pres—
ent shift) o
a September morning ;
In the past adversaries needed extensive conventional
military capacity to endanger America. Now different threat has emerged;
America will act against emerging
WMD threat; ter—
rorists could at this moment attack America;
“some Americans think we can wait but the US government believe

the opposite as they have evidence of certain threats(Cap 2013:111 - 116)

peace freedom;
dictatorship radicalism ;

“This

evil might not have reached us yet but it is in plain sight as plain as the horror sight of the col-
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(1) The Assad regime haskilled indiscriminately tortured starved raped and used
chemical weapons on its own people. (2018. 3. 15)

(2)1SIS has kidnapped tortured murdered brutally persecuted religious minorities
and committed unspeakable horrors such as burning victims alive in cages. (2018. 3. 15)

(3) The Syrian regime’ s actions and policies including with respect to chemical weapons
supporting terrorist organizations and obstructing the Lebanese government’ s ability to
function effectively (2018.5.9) -

(4) A Western NGO received patients suffering from a variety of symptoms including
constricted pupils coughing vomiting and abnormally slow breathing. (2018.4.13)

(5)Iran is proliferating dangerous weapons fueling sectarian violence and supporting
terrorist proxies and militias. (2018. 3. 15)

(6) The Russian government has bombed civilian areas and provided political cover for
Assad’ s crimes. (2018.3.15)

(7) Russia and Iran have contributed to the discord and chaos in Syria. (2018.4.13)
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(8) Over the past four years we have commemorated various 100-year anniversaries of
World War I — a war that witnessed the routine use of chemical weapons causing immense
human suffering. In the wake of that war nations came together and agreed not to use these
horrifying weapons on the battlefield. (2018.2.22)

(9) Assad’ s continued use of these weapons threatens to undo all of the progress we have
made. (2018.3.15)

(10) Russia must decide if it will continue down this dark path or if it will join with civi—
lized nations as a force for stability and peace. (2018.4.13)

(3) “a war”

“World War I’ “in the wake of that war” - (9)

. (10)

(Cap 2013).
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(11) The United States has spearheaded the process of supporting terrorists in Syria
trained them and provided them with various types of weapons and sophisticated equipment
in addition to shielding them politically. (2018.4.22)

(12). .. the criminal lagging by Washington and the so—called International coalition which
led to the terrorist control of the main oil areas in eastern Syria which ensured them perma-
nent financial resources from the illegal sale of oil. (2018. 4. 30)

(11).(12)

o

11.31%

(13)Since it was illegally formed in 2014 under the pretext of combating terrorism the
U. S. ded coalition has been conducting airstrikes against what it claims are Daesh targets.
(2018.6.7)

(14) the security situation in Syria has improved markedly but the task of fighting terro—

rism in the country has not yet been fully realized. (2018.5.24)
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(15) Syrias gross domestic product (GDP) has fallen by two thirds half of working age



Syrians are unemployed and the value of the currency is one-tenth of what it was in 2010.

(2018.5. 18)
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ABSTRACTS

A Case Study on Discourse Structural Relations and Communication Strategies of English
Annual Reports from Chinese and US Banks p. 1. WANG Lifet & BU Han

In this study we conduct a contrastive study on the discourse structural relations of the Eng—
lish CSR annual reports by two banks ICBC and Citibank. Based on the Rhetorical Structure
Theory and with the help of RSTToo0l345 we investigate their similar and different discourse
communication strategies used by the two banks to promote their external communication. The
study has found that 1) six rhetorical structure relations are used in the texts by both banks. How—
ever the relations of background and summary are only used in the ICBC text while the relations
of volitional-cause nonvolitional-cause and evidence are only used in the Citibank text. 2) The
ICBC text uses more list background and summary relations than the Citibank text while the
Citibank text shows higher frequencies in relations of elaboration cause evidence time and
space. 3) These texts of the two banks adopt different rhetorical relations to achieve their commu—
nicative strategies. The ICBC text uses more presentational relations to affect readers” attitude
but the Citibank text uses more subject matter relations to achieve its communication purpose
which indicates significant difference from the ICBC text. This study not only has implications
for teaching business English writing and translation but also has application value in improving
students” business English understanding and communication ability and enhancing the effective—
ness of enterprises” external communication.
Key Words:Rhetorical Structure Theory ; discourse structural relations; communication strategy ;

annual report

A Critical Cognitive Linguistic Analysis of Political Conflict Discourses:A Case Study Based
on Discourses of Syrian War p. 14. ZHANG Hui & YAN Bing

In this paper we intend to make a critical cognitive analysis of political conflict discourses
focusing on discourses of Syrian War as a case study. Based upon corpus study and quantitative—
qualitative approach we discuss the construction of discourse space and shift in “deictic center”
of discourses on Syrian War in term of spatial temporal and axiological axes in the discourses of
USA Syrian and Chinese media combining Discourse Space Theory and Proximization Theory.
On the basis of synchronic contrastive analysis of discourses of USA Syrian and Chinese media
we find that (1) Both USA and Syria apply a large number of spatial proximization strategies
with adequate axiological proximization strategies aided to construe a discourse space in which
entities outside the deictic center are encroaching upon it causing threat. (2) On temporal axis
Whitehouse website Syrian Sana website and Chinese Xinhua website all mainly adopt past-to—
present conceptual shift to enhance the historicity imminence and rapidity of influence brought
by the war. (3) The shift in “deictic center” entails subversive changes of distributions and inter—
active relationship of entities inside and outside the “deictic center”. Whitehouse website en—
hances legitimization of its military action while Syrian Sana website tries to delegitimize the ac—
tion. It can be seen that in political conflict discourses speakers anchored in different “deictic
center” tend to employ corresponding language manipulation strategies in service of diverging
political goals while implying different stance-taking and viewpoints.
Key Words:eritical cognitive linguistics ; discourse space ; proximization ;political discourses;Syr—

ian War



