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On Response Strategies and Semi-institutional Power in Teasing Talk
Zhang Ying
( Shanghai University Shanghai 200444 China)

With data from a multi-participant talk show this paper probes into response strategies and semi-institutional power relation in
teasing interaction. As is found in teasing talk the change of semi-institutional power relation the strategic choices of respondents
and the interactive construction of interview discourse are internally connected; the impact of non-addressee respondents( hearers)
on the behavior of addressee respondents ( the teased) and the negotiation of power is important and deserves much attention; tea—
sing response strategies and the change of power reflect respondents” intersubjectivity developed in dynamic context.
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