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Such experments may not quantitatvely epresent the a
mount of embolism that is fomed duringw nter freezing n na-

ture

m ay

Chafe

I think, it is supposed that it feels lke that , Brovn& Levinson
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Bravn& Levinson

2

Ths 8§ I hink whatW ddowson’ s ovn position on d &
oourse and nterpretaton in effects does
Indeed it can be said © have been themain bree i the es
tab lish ng of the new paradigm of CriticalD iscourse A nalysis
“1 hmnk” “ itcan be sad ©”

H alliday >
(m etafunction )

( deatbnalm etafinctbn) ( mterpesonal me tafune-

tion) ( textual m etafunction)
[8]
H alliday
Martn Hallday
M artin
(A ttinde) ( Graduation ) ( Engage-
m ent) : )
L9
Bakhtn s
Bakhtin St
[ 10

M artin & W hite

« »
s

HO1 M artin & W hite
[11]

Those who are not meanbes of this particular discouse
canmunity however will I suspect have sam e difficu Ity m ak—
ng sense of it

Itwould seen particu larly appropriate to do his in the pres-
ent case since we thereby put into practice he very principles of
text— oriented discourse analyss which te book itself argues
br
“ T suspect’

“itwoul seem”

of coursg strongly believe
,

This still kaves an apparenty mapr difference between
CDA and W ddov sonw ih respect to politics W idowson has no
overt political canm iments But the fact that poliical canm i+
ments are not overt does not of coursem ean that they do not ex
Bt

apparently  of course

It is asortof / an extranely unw se

’

decisbn to remove the cap on witbn ncreases at Ohio s colle-

ges

extram ely

Sortof s

I suspect/ believe/ am convinced she betmyed us

5
Suspect believe  convince

Suspect

beleve

29

convince
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An Analysis on Interpersonal R esources in A caden ic D iscourse

XIE Lji YUAN Chun- yang
(Sun Yat— sen Unwersit, Gangzhouw 510275 China )

Abstract This paper has explored the different nterpretation of nterpersonal resources n regard to traditbnal pemspective po-
liteness strategy, and appraisal orientatbn The analysis suggests thatwhether these resources are adopted to mantain the ob petiviy
and accuracy of acaden © language or express hs or her uncertainty about the propositon and his w illingness to negotiate w ith readers
about their potential doubts or challenges te acadan © writer § ultin ate puipose & to establsh academ © dentity and authority and
then obtain the recagniton of he canmunity by enpbying different lingu istic fom s

Key words academic discoursg  interpersonal significancg  traditional perspectivg  politeness strategy ~ appraisal orien—

tation



