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Study on the Features of Stance - taking in College Students’ Interactive Discourse

WANG Xiaoyan, WU Qiong

(School of Foreign Languages, Hunan University of Technology, Zhuzhou, Hunan 421007 China)

Abstract; The article aims to explore stance — taking and the features of its related linguistic practices in college

students’ interactive discourse. From the socio — cognitive perspective, it finds that the socio — cognitive nature of

resonance and value identification, critical thinking and harmounious social relationship construction are presented

in the features of college students’ stance — taking. It argues that the socio — cognitive approach to stance — taking

needs to be highlighted in the research of college students’ interactive discourse.

Key words: college students’ interactions; stance — taking; features and nature; socio — cognition

— 3l

SE AR (stance — taking ) S 45 T AR5 AE 1Y)
SEBR RS, AR I — X R R A NS AN B
TR T 5| & 10 & TE S bR L 8, Ak 4 AT s
XHih 77 3, 18 FAMESS bR s T B I A TH T N,
TEAL 2SO U L At 20 R 56 R YEE B X4
HEAT ARG, % AR PEAT AR OGS AL, I FIHAD 3=
PREESLAHSER R . Du Bois e S7 7 B — 1> =
110, B =AU — DB AR A AR LA, I
HEH =41k, 73 a2 30 E 0 Fl— B
PR AR L8 BRIR I SL G B AR, BRI R
HA Rl H Mg # e o SRR 1k

il

I fs HER: 2017 -03 - 13

SEFHRNESL X IS JE W . 1 B e 18
BTN R Foh B ke — AL E, PR BE L
5. NP AR 2R E N ExF A
17N, BRARSE T N o — B Sr 02 45 A7
Wz IR, BN 3 EARRI &R . B, 37
5N S PN S ARG IS G A K (R ) —
B AL

AR, S S TE A0 B U R .
V2238 U A ENE, 3 TR W B hig B, iR 4t
B WEBERS K EEH S H R HD), LR UIR A
B4 R IT 1 % BBl 57 3 R AE 1Y 4R 5E ( Stockburg-
er,'”) Sandhu, "’ Stone and Thompson,w Klein, "
Adachi, " Twasaki,'”’ Kim,'® Jacknick,"” Loren-

EE&WH: 4L EeTHNE“ AT - FERNREEL S FHXBEFMAL” (ISYBAIZT) ;¥ # Tk K%

R AR A A 2T E (CX1611)

EERIT: TRA(1968 ), %, MEKDPAN, ME T AFHR, AL HEARERT, FART WH2EMER
AN MR FEEEE ;R O (1992-) & HEHEEA HE TV RETARE, HARTAAES ¥ .35

BT, 2 TE AT

108



TR, R B R B T SR IRFFIE TS

20, Ramirez — Cruz'"") . SR, BT R2E4AH
SIETE, FENE TR K222 B ahiE 15 0 57 5 /R FF
MEWFRAZ W, B N2 B AT S 3 R F 9T 32 24
HEFS T , (Zhao, ' Long, '™ Dong'™*") /45 J&
THSERH SRR . 5T I, A SCUAEAE 25 A
LB, 3 TR 2 A BBl 2l FLSIE R, B
S KA B A TR T R AR 1 EERE, i
— SRS HAL SN HA R

Z ®MR&EIT

(—)Z5%

ARSHEB R A IEE AR 18 5
22 % Z[a) A E AR A 3 = DA
FLINT WA ek pE R R 6 4, LA 28
PRGN 5.1, B 5E ZRBIAE, LR
it A SR A R RS P e . ol
W FEZEAN R URIT , 2 AN I T 5SR o

(=) iRl

R A LS H B i TERR AR 08 35 ¢
B MEEIL . BUGERREW NI AZS 5E
PBRIIREL, LUB R B aGTER ™  H, 293
AR AR, 3 AN L iR
BERRICSE IS 1] 2 2015 4F 10 H 51 2016 4F 10 H
Pt —4F B 0GR RER ST 0] 2 30 p e ey 3
W £ 28 ASHRSAL , 38 i X AR A A S5 5 A A O 0 , A
ZBR 20 DRUBUISR S SCUEAE AT TSR, DA
PRIFERHICER RO, 28 78 5 i 1 R 9 2538 R 15
Ol B 2 o M e S L B 5 D A i SR K
FAWFTE A BB 5 2 A% AR, FHHE Du Bois
FRSL 37 = F0 v 0 S7 3 1) D o 8 531 SR R 4T T8
8, ARt — 25 AT

= RERSITE

(—) REFA TGN RAE
L SE YR FRAL

AT R AR SCHERLAY 5 B 2 B = DR AR L )y
S AR B I FR L S BIAIRSE Y RA A
Y B R — 8 . R fiin gk 1
Fi7R
x1 XBZEEHIFAESH
EM ARNY ALY WHESLY By A
Y 1043 328 95 647 2113
ol 49.36%  15.52%  4.5%  30.62%  100%

%1 BIR T8 R 2FE T hiE B v ST 3 1 E I
LT Sr e 2113 ], PUFP 7 35 35 45 A i
RAR—F Hdr YGRS e R r i
I FHE =, Wi %8 1043 5 49.36% .
— B ST JE A 647, 30. 62% 5 PEHY AL IR
2, H 328,15.52% o T AT AR B A, ALK
95,15 4.5% . AWFIEI K 2F A H 857 3 SR gy
455 Biber (LSS R ILT— 3%, RV E )35 %)
H B A AT 37 (1) 28 8 B 0 8 22 T X6 D¢ A
NIESE 516 25 0 ik o A SO A9 18 R — 3L 2
350 434, AR AT 3 18 1043, 43 4 5 T AiFF 5% /Y 48
T EERFEA W BGRB8 BRI RS 5 1)
SEHME AL 3 W XA R T R4 B &0 B 5l
O BRI SR — B S g B U
647 YK, B4y BoR 1) — B SE o 1.8 Ik,
TESE R A 208 . 3 ip — B0k S 3 B R A R
(ELAS VR B2, A 57 3 A IR ST 3 9 3R Hh B A
FRR H BBk

2. RS R AE

HRYEXT T E NS 10 5 2R b, AT & B
INHSL R o BT LU R PORMERAEAE : 1. (i FIAR
SEERRICTE - A2, SIS = AiRar g 3.
FATE AT 4. BRRA . X DU S 0 R AE 43
AR AN]

R2 RFHEINRILFEHES

ESLYIEN AR ZpRiciE " i SIUEE =T R I 2515 HHEARK A
iS4 253 102 273 384 1043
H Bl 27.22% 9.78% 26.17% 36.83% 100%

M2 R, R AR L e ) TR B R
7 FRFBINHL

() s FRARSZ AR IC TR FE i

SEYIRRC R BB RIS i — R R T 3K
MIEH = WME , LR IC R R AL, TE A
AR IS ERIE 28 SR A, O )i

WHE SRS K O BBl iR 285 FIER — A PR
HIAZ B AR ENPSL IR 5, I RIER " 18
REAE T HBUR f e i ot i ™ 4 e
Ko FH— AR Bon TR T3 H A AR
AR, AR HAB R ARAINR. FZ, % — A
PR HLGBES R 58457 AES S S Y 320

109



W Tolk Koz op i (R B2 i)

2017 455 2 B (RS 115 )

AR SR AN, RES R B B H S NINRAL . Bl
Un® BemE A5 o it (1 2 SCE ML %A1 v BB
AT RIE TN
(2) 51T =I5 AL
TERFAEE S, BRI 5 =T w91
EARBINHL . Wit il d i Rie s =I5 iy
WERFR A CHIARL Y. B0 AE L R
ABGERIN, Bl b s BT A A 2
Ui 2. AATAYE S B AR Rl
Yo" AR ] B NARUL” 3. AT, i in <2
U T BB 4. B, BN <A B A
WAEVL”, “ BB A S s, Bl R
(AR SR < N T S5 § L% Py A
(3) s A 25
TERSAHE AR A A — e B AR R B
BN RS VE R, R E HEA S 3, T2
CHRET WS Coge” CHERET YN, —RIEA]
RSB ETEER, BIAHE AL, T2
A RIRET IR AR (2T AT I
(4) BRI
WHAFOL T, AT B S P e 2 Jo5E
[ SEI, 202k F AR B I X, A2 %)
ARG B IR . BLIEE XAE B B B RS
SRS By (4 T SEMEFERR P B S HE, B 2L, 29 A0k
I C BT 2B VGRS A B 2 i, 38 SR
Pk T AORFB NN
3. PR AN ALY R
AR X A PRSI S8 73 JE AN I3 A, AT A 2R
PO LR IR B UCRAFAE LR WA - 1 AR 5
Gy 2 IR S o X PRI 323 B R A
ENGIE
®3 EMIBBRIERE
B BWOEHSIE  WEHOTH Mt
€ 108 220 328
He 4] 32.92% 67.08% 100%

3 R RN SL T o e e R T AR
WAL, LB L 1 Wit . 12K
A HE 2 T BRI L. B
A ] LKA R S A o, DA T SO TR 1]
AR SCAR BT, R A L Bl v ol PR 2 ) 3 0k
PN AL, R, 0] Sl Rl — L Rl 3 g e A
L.

ARAERTAS SC I B B A3 PEAR S 3 1647 03 26
O, AT A AR SR AL 3 K W R AFAE LU P
s — AR IS s R RS . X
SR iVRZSY UL E SR NS

110

x4 BRIBHFIERE

KR Bk RS [GESEENA Bt
WHk 21 74 95
LLAi 2% 78% 100%

4 TR, WM ST 5 i KT
Bl B b, LT RN S S Wi, R
L S (S R B s R . B
PR R4 (B0 L CRIHE) B (Rl . T bt
R () (FE7) (L) (B (% 3) (il
i) (R B ) o 5 7 1 2 i 2 1
ENPRI

4o (OF) —Febess by F 1

HRLAR X A< S 90 9 A S 00 57350 04 2
ST BT BB (R ) — Bl s i K 1 A
TR R B b R R Bk . X
RIS 7 34 O LA

x5 () —HtErpFRizrg

et — By A—Btr Y BA
AN 479 (74.03% ) 168 (25.97% )  647(100% )

5 o, — Bk T b g e KT A —
BorY . — By s EEA AR L E AT
B g SRR TR, B RIS T
s AR A7 5 (1) il s, Bl an <& m”
ST R BT (2) Al (T, (3) IR E R,
(H)IHTEREE, (5) UMK, (6) sk, A—Ek
SESFGR EEA WAL A AR R, A —
B Al EEGE L LLUF SR O (1) 38 M As
IO, AR ERET, (2) TR, (3) KA,
(HEIE, (5)F%k, (6) HtFH .

(=) R g Gk el s ok

AL o1 Kecskes 42 i, 50 78 30 P .
g, P E UG & B NP 2 5 B
YT AT 35 5 7 PR 35 5 I, (] I T
AT NBTTE SR e B ™ A HR . IRk, H
A7 [ DTS 7% 2 R T 8 5 Ok TR TR A RE
MR 5P R . Lale— D a S,
RIS A SZ A 2 S A0 PF 2R, T BE TR I, SR
A2 A I, B S TR I 52 A AR 2
ISR, I AN AT G A S N 5 T
AR AT L TS AR B R ORI
ERsIPu S U P S YA TR A D N e SR R A
DARIRARGE A B FRAT Tt — 25 B A0 P R A
ETIRITAS

L 3L 5 R A (E AR



TR, R B R B T SR IRFFIE TS

WAL BIE, KA B BB, i I
FIPEO S0 2k T B A Ferbo £ R o
N TR NI o FERAEE S, MR
AR R RO, A B SR IR
PR S o R RGRIKR BBl 1 e B R Y, Ko
ERRTIE TP SIN PRV TP S 1 S U WN |- P13
1o VN MBI Sh B RS, B3 H EI XA E
BRIV, RS (R EH R, PR
SEGEGRW MBI E A A N A
WIAARESE . R E Bl kb b, B AT
WAL IR I R AR 2 =0 B T 51
KA R EIAR . FERFE S, B8 Z [H
AR V-5 B AR ] 27 5 2, % T B L AL BT ik
PO AR MA A 22 5% (HR AL 2 1 A
JERE , AN BTN AL G FRIB A FUE T & H.3)
X7 FENS . FERFE B S, W LR IA W
BIRZEA BB B WA N i 2 R S s i
o MALEHMBER  KEE XL SR AN SR
HEA 3 LR AT SRR A (B, il A L Bl R
B SRS & B 8 Z A R B E AT

1) 2

4 :(WLA,)

Z.hsh[sA

% [ R AN B ek R R AT A A, R AR
AKAE(FEZFL)

kg ((AAY)) RAFRIT B XA FH
RIFHEZART

AL AN E S

TR EANAERIANARLTERZ(FE
7)

TORBBEBAAEAR, FHAMHR = E
vg Uk, A ACHE R ARR ()

X BRI R E R ALK —T

Ak (AEL)

B AR BB 69 R AR IRk, X 4) 5 R
R EERG(FEEL)

LR, AM R il A AT A F R

FEEE(X)

B2 g R, s AR R A —
Tl e = A0 [E A e N 9 Ak & )
—J7 T, ST B ERE W] LU Y, = B )3 14l
RS R R R IR TR T BRI N
RS P e QX VAL R < BB PO R A B VA TE S U S
BTN NS BrUA RS
SEGR B BRI S I R A R RE B G

EXJRW R TR NAFEMPEA . 5 —T7
T, = A7 [~ i i IS R IRk 5k T
[A1X - HH LRI A TR0, LR, =7 BB 1
W PN S AR IR 5] A T AL Z (8] T L]
K ERIN IR N e S R VA 770 U e o
IRVEZ L E SN D Py LR e (e O P (TR s S A
R FHE I o

2. HPPE A S R 2 e R

() — Bk 7. 37 d o 28 14 J T 2 32 MR 1) o
BB A S WL, i LS HEX 5 i A7
Yo REFETZGT, () — S iRk
A B E L E SR I EARE S B, () —3
VESL R A NS5 8 B PR S GE 2
HEFIE: A5 o BAR R , S o B i e
BRI RE ST RO B EE , ALEA PR AR LAt
Jelit, RS AL AR R, — 05 10, HL Bl HER A
A S WL 5 — 0L TR A AR S
SHEWLYS H S5 XA 2% i i
FEER B0 7005 M FIABATT AL 0 41 K8 248 A 4 2t
AES . RIHFC LK T RERIIES, 2 5EH
B2 MR GEFIHE R, T AR A DAL 1
NSy AR Z AT i fe P i B8l XA ad
A AR TEZ AT RS9, 2 5 H5 2 FH
A NI BA B FITE A 1 Rk B — SR &, 2
SRR TS 3 AL I RS A A P R
PRRHEZMI SRR BEACHL Y., KBRS
SeGh, (OF) — S L G R BA RTE 41 3 X
JETH_ERAEFIE 2R C R . R AR S, —
B —Z ) S2 ] A At 2 iSRRG 2, &
At 2 SCARERBE i AN S — AR SR S A AT
o P, XA 2 BRI, — EONA — B L )
TEA R ERAAE A B A AR 2 AR

# 3

B A AR He A 8 BT 043 AR IR LR A
AEHRTAA

R 3, AR B R A KA AR AR R 4G

FxF, RAF B T FARA AL EANBEE
835, — K B WA AR T EAC R AR TR

W AR Bk 2

F AR T A B M A AR T AE AL R AR
HE ALK L B3t R 2

W

Z 5T, RALEAFE LTy

¥R OE T — K F 8995 R T AR AL R AR AR,
I ARG T

111



W Tolk Koz op i (R B2 i)

2017 4F45 2 A (A5 115 1)

S 3T o LA R 64

FEG] 3 v, 0 5, s = ANER R 2 A, B I AR
KA TELHH, =F0HE 1725 F etk m]
AL W R SRR TGRS IR AR At
PR B G 3 ARG st Tl B T N7 R
ESEIE U S ITI=X TS TA = APt SV (U RS G VA
Yo JEoke, s [Rl=A L ) AR ICTE X 2 T it
W —EMEar g, LSRRI IH R PP S 35 — K
FUREIIRAT AR 2 I A IR ™ o 8 ) = FH I
PR IO X, " Fk T b — Sk . M
11 2 h 2R, AL F] AR T — 2k Sy
Yo ZALRIAFFARREE 1Y F 08— SN i, X 28
— SPEAL I B IR R B T AT — UL P Rk
WSE R A e 2 B, e F 2, it
XA — Ui i AT 25 B A T PR RO, ok 3R
BHOW—EE Y. J5—Jr, il Rk (A) —
L, HAh AL T XA B2 (R 1Y A
WS HE, A B TR AR AR

(=) B It I RIAR i

ARSCOR B B B O T SOZ I 15 B
SEYI IR AR BURFIE AN NI IR, () —
B AR A BUR N NS 538 I - 4
TEA R Uz LR 7 3L L[R]3 5, ik
FIPEAN L3 B BB AR JFUR 5| K 3L AR {E AR
() — S 3 9 2 38 B A ORGSR AL 22 1
KFo LA R B R TE S I8 UM H.3h 2 6]
MR R, LI RB R R B S B e ie
4 ORIEHRIEACHLY, ER4ER 5L 5)
B R CR, BRI E AR 2 B0
B B NS 5 7K 14 8 AU B
PRI LR, FRIE S R IR R 1 1 5 i
Fit, R 5 T 57 38 B AR IR AR BRI,
AR R B BEAT S R

m it

ASCRHAT Du Bois {3737 = f B, 18 FH 4L
SANFRRIH , X K2 AR B S iE BE S 3 R A E
T TR . S5RAM . S1ES 5 EH XA
(ITATH ST 3 1 338 318 376 22 T 5 AN B A ARG
355 . AFIE I 3 6 K 2E AR BB ST
TERSEIERFFT , Foor R T 240 KA 1 87
fIE, ¥ 8 T B8l 37 3 B AF 5T 40k, A Je B2 1 LS H
HENE SR AE T AR ) — e R 55 %
WK, A FT 45 X B HFA AN RS R ER, I
FA A SR E A B e 3R T B LA

112

S
[1] DU BOIS J W. The stance triangle. [C]// In R, Engle-
bretson. Stancetaking in Discourse: Subjectivity, Evalua-
tion, Interaction. Amsterdam/Philadelphia: John Benja-
mins Publishing Company, 2007 ;139 —182.
[2] STOCKBURGER I. Stancetaking and the joint construction
of zine producer identities in a research interview [ J].
Journal of Sociolinguistics, 2015(2) ;222 - 240.
[3] SANDHU P. Resisting linguistic marginalization in profes-
sional spaces: Constructing multi — layered oppositional
stances [ J]. Applied Linguistics Review, 2015 (3) :369
-391.
[4] STONE L D & G A. Thompson. Classroom mood and the
dance of stance: The role of affective and epistemic stanc-
etaking in the development of a classroom mood [ J].
Learning Culture and social Interaction, 2014, (3): 309
-322.
[5] KLEIN W. Responding to Bullying: Language Socializa-
tion and Religious Identification in Classes for Sikh Youth
[J]. Journal of Language,Identity, and Education, 2015
(14) .19 -35.
[6] ADACHI C. Sugoi — Indexicality and stancetaking in Japa-
nese compliments [ J]. Language in society. 2016 (45) .
193 -216.
[7] IWASAKI S. Collaboratively organized stancetaking in Japa-
nese ; Sharing and negotiating stance within the turn construc-
tional unit [ J]. Journal of Pragmatics,2015(83): 104 —119.
[8] KIM M S. Stancetaking in the face of incongruity in Kore-
an conversation [ J]. Journal of Pragmatics, 2015 (83) :
57 -72.
[9] JACKNICK C M, S, Avni. Shalom, bitches; Epistemic
stance and identity work in an anonymous online forum
[J]. Discourse, Context and Media,2017 (15): 54 —64.
[10] LORENZO F. Historical literacy in bilingual settings:
Cognitive academic language in CLIL history narratives
[J]. Linguistics and Education, 2017, 37; 32 —41.

[11] RAMIREZ CRUZ H. No manches, guey! Service en-
counters in a Hispanic American intercultural communi-
cation setting [ J]. Journal of Pragmatics, 2017, 108
28 -47.

[12] Rmle, Lo FPEAFAEFEEFEETHSEL
&k [1]. 4HEHF % ,2010(1) 159 -63.

[13] A3, K& K% A& 3 X E A BUE X F L4747 18
W XA R[], 498 5 418 0% ,2010(3) 221 -24.

[14] R4, 2WE. EHENATFEF LT EEE
FRFAE 4 A & L) ]. W % 4h B K ¥ % ), 2014
(3):18 -21.

[15] KECSKES I. Intercultural Pragmatics [ M] Oxford; Ox-
ford University Press, 2014.

RIEHE =W



