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Refining Attitude Resources in the Appraisal Framework with Special Reference

to the Use of Evaluative Language in Group Discussions
Tang Ren
( Ningbo University Ningbo 315211 China)

Since its establishment the appraisal framework in Systemic Functional Linguistics has gone through some refinements to be
applicable in studies of the evaluative language in different genres. Based on a study of the use of evaluative resources in spoken
discourse by postgraduate students in small group discussions in English and in Chinese it is argued that more refinements can be
made to the system of attitude involving a two-stage process of modification and refinement of Martin & Whites( 2005) attitude
framework. These refinements consisting of the re-categorization of dis/inclination and in/security in the affect system and the
re-theorization of impact and quality in the appreciation system as well as an extension of Judgment and appreciation help to de—
velop the appraisal framework and provide means of expressing evaluative stances more effectively.
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o Liang: I think so.
@ surprised : —
— @ surprise shocked
3.111 —

@D I was very surprised to receive my results. T
was really lucky to get such high marks.

@ I was shocked really shocked when 1 saw
them hugging and kissing each other( right in front of
me) .

® shocked “ ”
@D surprised

Bednarek( 2008: 12 — 143)

“« »

o @ @ @ .

@ I'm very surprised to receive his present
very kind man.

( 1 — )

@ 3

N ) o

Liang: = =who would hide the flowers away in
a blanket just because she didnt want to share the
view of the flowers with the housemates who didn1t
contribute money to buy the flowers!

Hong: Oh my god! What they did is a surprise
for me. laugh
( 1 )
Hu: I'm really shocked to hear that. 1 would

question ‘Is that Chinese culture?

( 1 — )

3.112

&  suggest a change of

this organization ® feared
leaving.

® We suggest a change of the structure of this
organization.

(® The captain feared leaving. ( Martin White
2005: 48)

“ 7 ( fear)

(@ Like many other students I was very scared
by the pressure of exams.

Speaking in the public often makes people

very scared. It is nerve-wracking for me too.
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— ( Bednarek 2008: 45) @ Dai: When I first arrived in Seoul I went

reserve suspicion doubt/doubt—

ful hesitate reluctant.

/

about exams.

Many students are very stressed

Because the task does not give a

mark so | have no pressure at

all.

tend exams.

I was very nervous because I didn

t know how to write how to at—

[ felt quite confident when appl-

ying for jobs in companies.

You can never trust your lecturer.

I thought 1 was very optimistic

about my job opportunities.

First 1 was reluctant to ask but he

I trusted in whatever the lecturer

was very kind and helpful to me. told us.
/ /
/ /
3.12
( valuation) ( :58)
3.121
1 59)
« 27 (Did 1 like it?)

[ ? ”

( Did it grab me?)
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‘Wow! This is good’ . ( — )
A0 Dai: Their infrastructure was very good very

)

high quality. (

(43 ? ”
“ ?” good
“ 7 good
©) @
3.122
“« 27

@ Living with international students has both
advantages and disadvantages.
2 Tropical storms are always very destructive.

“ 7 ( destructive)

( helpful)

@3 The subjects are very basic for economics
and finance students so at masters level with a few
years of experience 1 think they are not necessary
for me. ( : )

1@ The course is very useful for my career. (

)
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