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An Interpersonal Account of Relationship Construction
—A Corpus-driven Study of Over-polite Thanking Discourse
Lv Jin-mei Zhan Quan-wang
(Anhui University, Hefei 230601, China)

Post-modern conversation analysis (CA) is regarded as a comparatively simple method for the sake of its emphasis on the
dynamic construction of interpersonal relations and ignorance of the necessity of discourse patterns to the pragmatic functions.
Both Haugh and O’ Driscoll have proposed that Interface Studies could be employed to uncover the deep relationship between dis-
course patterns and interpersonal pragmatic functions. Thus, we attempt to develop a new system by associating transitivity system
with CA, which not only preserves the quantitative description of discourse patterns in corpus, but also the qualitative analysis of
CA in analyzing the relationship construction of interpersonal pragmatics. Then, we take OVER-POLITE THANKING DIS-
COURSE retrieved from CCL as an example to describe the patterns and analyze the dynamic construction of interpersonal rela-
tions, and obtain the following findings : There are mental, material, relational and existent processes in over-polite thanking dis-
course; as an interactive behavior, their functions include establishment, maintenance, enhancement and deconstruction of inter-
personal relation and the functions of each process are proportional to its recurrence rate, which can be represented as calculus
function formula F(X,Y). Rapport and disrapport orientations are presented as a dynamic choice of interpersonal relationship
construction in multiple paths.
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Patterns of Over-polite Thanking Discourse
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