Modern Linguistics IURIE = 2%, 2017, 5(4), 302-308 Hans X
Published Online November 2017 in Hans. http://www.hanspub.org/journal/ml
https://doi.org/10.12677/ml.2017.54041

The Comparative Study of Modality from the
Perspective of Identification

Yuanyuan Song, Tao Huang
The School of English Studies, Dalian University of Foreign Languages, Dalian Liaoning
Email: 18342214696@163.com

Received: Sep. 22”d, 2017; accepted: Oct. 4th, 2017; published: Oct. 13'h, 2017

Abstract

This study applies Kenneth Burkean “Identification”, including identification by sympathy, identi-
fication by inaccuracy and identification by antithesis, to compare the usage of modality between
Chinese and English. The result shows that the use of modality reflects the psychological intention
of the speaker, which, in some degree, embodies that language is subjective and culture is differ-
ent. Meanwhile, two speakers adopt similar methods to seek for identification also proves the na-
ture of rhetorical activities is the pursuit of identification.
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1 58

185 25 (modality) 38 15 358 1 A 27 10 il ) SR B 1R LS o IR S T R I E AR E . AT
BAERYH AR — ARSI AR L R BRI ERES . EXAE S P S RETT SR
. SFEEMPOER MG S PRESEE R IR RS, WA ZMREZA, Hh b 320
PRSI . KT8 SR ABRE S0 FER 2 B i S A AARIE 5 2 =N D5 T i
A7, 1 Burke YOMBEESAIIWE TN A AE WA IS 5 A5 S AR LA B MBI 1548 tH S B I BIPDHEAT
fE7 [1], BT ARERONE, £ 2R EEEANEE T EAShE AR . A SRR
B R 393 P 0 KA AR R R RO B, BB R (0 A 5 RS DO T G A s ] I, A
Kenneth Burke “[F]—i&"” PR ATHESL T #2152 Hh 56 P 1R 4005 A2 SRk o 15 253l 3 ) 18 R 00 B SEEIL Y
NN

2. 3CHk[E
2.1. 1B6AEhA

e U A RIE 7 T I £ 2000 4R, Aristotle R RE1E 5 AR M @ B OC RIAT T 0K, A wE
RESREFBEIER . FEESESINRGRARE R, BEhER R EE A=A AE: 18 XA
B 18R AR BER R A B

B YNBSS — 17 2 . MR SCRT R R S5 18R R O A U2 T ENF, W E T
BRI A)FRESG=ERR, HP T —IEEhSAEAN AT ReRiE 2 EE L

BRIV SR R AN EAE S B ESSAR T, MEIHRAR RS 5% 1E
o BEIVLURACE, BIEMBEANZE BRSNS A bR .

Mo BRIE SRR,
WNHETENE A 2 SV IE R NS T-Be il — A ) ol SO SR AR B SGE L A,
NN FATE WAL MRS AL ) 4

2.2. TRASTIATERER S>3

2.2.1. TiBESEIRANTERERK 532

ARG RN — BB K, SE#HY%. T, Ak, B F. BRI
BREE B, RNHEA 2 0, AR . X R SRS R KR,
RER B AN, DR — MEZLH & A S sl . BT, B2 E 52 Palmer #2
. Mt 7RSSR RN, 8 SCREh ) = RyuE, AR FERE I TS sl E LA,
1 A I O HESE . B Palmer (2001) IR E, fEANEFIE SLIVF 2 AR S, BRI R i
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MR A AT RE, AR A5 ASh R R S CR BRI, B A E (2], BARIF B X HpiE — P
IR L 54K 0T . Coates (1983)%f b Al IR AN MBI T Wik, 1Al AN E T 2 SR B T e 1
YRR, TR SCRIAN e 1 R R R R & S8, Hh Je DAt A [3]. Coates X Itk A 7]
BT THEFL. DA can A, BERIRCLESGE “Re/1” , BTRRINSGE SURZ “TTRE” o N “REJ)” B “H]
RE” & — MR, AT A — AN E a4 Palmer F1 Coates LA O SR 2%, #x
A 11 73 A N IEETE AS BhiA BT Rk B R, B IARIE S B U4 A mT et (can, could, may, might).
T HEWT (will, would, shall) Rl 281 (must) = 18 U5 A= 73 AV H] (can, may, could, might) Al 3 55/
WA (must, should) B Fh; 2 7115 &R 5 A RE 1 (can, could)Fl s & (will, would, shall)FFf

Halliday M2 [a)xf 4% &5 2 i SRt B AT 7 e [4]. EERGTIREE S B, 1583 A 5.
. fK=/ME. ®: must, musn’t, can’t, couldn’t, mayn’t, mightn’t, #': will, would, shall, should,
won’t, wouldn’t, shouldn’t{f: may, might, can, could. XF{ {4 FIEAMNELE TIESHAMNEEEEH
IR, T H I TESE L EE 5EeRE, 8 TESBEhEES R, FEREfRH TESD
A Nbrg CHPESARNE P S Z i, A BT A EES TS shinl ’at st 5468H .

222, SUBMATHARTERR 5 2%

Palmer (2001)fftti, (EFTUfVATEAINI S ST TS AR LRI E A IR, — R I o5 0
RSN, BCHCHR O R R RO E . — RS IRV 5 o (SR VAT O, AT GEIE
(35 SUAFAE . A &30 T HE, 2 (19BN T — 847 2 AT R &5 3 RS 5):

1) SRR, A i

2) AfEfA:

3) FHAMEG “T7 . AL s

4) FTBLBEE <R oML

5) L.

WL SO, ARPERRINSE T 27 MEEEI: B, REWS. ATBL. & WRE. #(de) BK.
B W, SRR A B R % BN % W (0 B B B B . B 5. B

CE 2

FRAE G S BIR AOTE SRR, 558, #F “45(de)s M. E(FRIRTTRE). 7. Al BL” HEBRAESL. #3%(2015)
i, XA R O A TR SRL, RUTREESE NS, A RaiEiEiE, walE
FEBNIA 2 EAREMIE A, HAMSRKERPE6]. U, H “ME. FH. EB” SRS, X
BAREFRERHE LTSS AMIE, B B AEBORER7]. Bk, 5 . 7. BERAE). B
B B RE. AR SRS XA RIEA MR I, a1, AFEESshE N
i JE e, BILLE &2 1 1E PRO MBhA RE A4 EE 1 —Jeahin, sCAEE 318 NP (W3 M5 k2
VB —Jushial B0 “ LA, AUE " 2 AN FEATT S A SR 1078 AR AR EL S 1 A 11 SCRHIE R [8] .

git LRFERRE, A SCHAE TSR E DY

RE(REWS). WAL &, WIRE. AL BR. H. B JUE. Mz, %)

72K EZ W Palmer X IEIETEARZNIA R 732K, AMITHEEE: H—. Palmer AURAM T T IETE 1)
Tzl 1 HALZ AR KB R A RIS F (B DUE) A RAES M RO L, %SRS S PR S
BEAT T RA AR T, DRI A 4518 B BRI . T, REDOE S SEE T AR R E S,
THEERBK, BABSX RGN L, A AAREA I, RIEGE DS SRy R EEERIA T
GRS E R 0L, DRI Palmer S 25 15 75 745 2 1A ) 0 R AB A3 4
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gf Bl DLE B S B 2B AR R ME—BE 1) [FIRE, 15 SSRTE N RS A AT H s & X
WRZX LT NKR, B—MESHATRIEZNARE L, RZINR A SO JE R 30 ia i H 4>
K(# 1).

Table 1. Classification of modality in English and Chinese
= 1L BENESHISHE

KM UNEIEES bERE AN
i Al e U /A W DhAR A ) NG IS E iV} =y
must, musn’t, can’t, must, can’t,
couldn’t, mightn’t, musn’t, couldn’t,
= mayn’t mightn’t, mayn’t
Mi%, A%, AEE, WA, B, ARE,
N, KNI, AAlgg ANEL, AwTLL
. will, won’t,
will, won’t, would
would, Should wouldn’t, shall,
'—'—‘ wouldn t, N PRI
shall IVAEA HE, H, B, 2,
Ly, Thg, TEL N
B, AlEE T
B, A
can, could, can. could can,
1% may, may, might, e oulﬁ,
might, fe I Ae, =
fe, & Re» E

3. Burke 89 “[Fl—ig”

WHETE R AR 20 30 AEARLERRIN K i 2 5 [H P2 AR IR AE 60 AARERATIABTEE %, P AR %
# & Kenneth Burke. AN[F] T Aristotle (1991:74) R & & XN “ — M REAEAR A FAF L3 2 mT H i 3 Al 75 3K
fEE/1” [9], Burke (1969:41)#1E%EwE XN “ NEHENE T s FE sl S BUR N RIUTS)” , INRIBRES:
WEFHI A “ I HIAE 3 155 35 (I S A RE MO 77 it S S s kAT & 4E 7 o 7E Arristotle “ it ”
BRI E, AT “F—" (identification) B i, W NAETES AL QA B B2 A E o B E
(1990: 21)ihAy:  “Burke ) ‘[A—" FI2xHVE L2 EM R EIR AR KRR, AL okE
TGRS B — [10].

TENBRAEAE T, EARFURN TR A e 2K A £ 7. “F—" RET “SLh” (substance)ix —HE2,
B3 &R SE B e R R, BEE, B AR AT, BERAMEN S A SN EA
SeSL[FERRTIN, ARG T 5 ARFE—. SN AT, Burke #2H 7 =577 ARG R —, RN [
— (identification by sympathy). XI 37 [5]—(identification by antithesis)F% [F] (identification by inaccuracy). 4«
DB P A R S N ) P B ORI T ], Ok e A R — e A R b e i [ 3 N A 3t
T PF P B s R AE I A BRI 2 5

4. 1BSENRARE—IhEE
41, FfERE—

[) 5 ) — SR ) S Bt 2 R L R A AR 7 o VR R N e B R A e ) W Ak []) F 155 B el R 2 75 SR N
25605 % . Burke (1969, 57)UFE|:  “JE P AL [H— 7 R AR, FS-A At 1%k B RN 122
HMAE B F—E AR, PN B R 56 F N H AR 2 A S R R R &R . 7 1B
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RURER, HH

Burke &t AN~ BUE SR/ A 2 3B HN . BURSR/ANE B IE TAESCBHERS K FNRIA O, #
HO 2, fh 2@ ars A AR, AR R AR, JE RSB AT LR IR ES 53
Ti AL BRI 2 . SRR B B SO e I RO T A SR TSI N PR e B
B S 2 S TR SR AR RS [R —, HES R S e 2 AT . A1
[l — A AR 2 2 R A RIS A 8 m AR VF 7T 38 S A8l A A i R LA AR 4 41
W R TN R A3, AT DM ARBE AR IR, TR U A AL, IR RS IR LR —. 8 S
iR e oA LU A BOVE P R T BRI VR AT, PR AT R e e oo . XU S8, TR
IR TS S E U NI O P o Y L IS b N G UK N R U R =R B e R N i B VA
NEEIMZE S NAL S AR R W A AT B, PRI B 5 SR 1 [R]— o

VO B AR RIS, A R HEDN B rPEVCRTE S3hR 18 A4S, RVFATAIRAETE UG &S30RE 1 4y, H
will HIL T 13 1%

1) Now, if we want to reverse those trends, there are a bunch of policies that would make a real difference.

2) And by doing so, you will strengthen your own position, and you will hone your arguments. And maybe
you will learn something and realize you don’t know everything.

Bl 1 BE Sl % — R SIR, ITTEEEKIE . W W A SE RS2 A LU O R el i, PR 2
RIS SR 2L, RIS A ECE, 5/ “would” & FEHERT, AHRZEAEMZ 50T DU IBUR 1)
H5E, REANTZA MmN BEDAREYEE R, WIFEE RS bk, AR T2 15
B3Ny, AR B NBRThRE .

] 2 B S ESAL T 3 A “will” #H RUR D AN AL R4, RIS 0 B Ea T AR A C i E W,
REXHEARAVER, AP, “will” B, BERT LB RE < B Am, TR, WKL
EHTAEANR, AR TEGME AR RS, AR RIFHRABRR R .

SHEFEE, RN EVRTES I T 2 9k, R ATIEE SCESshial Il 1 2 K.

1) ... BAHIE H CAHE ZMPEANG, ZPHE ..

2) HEMTE R, HIREIEE, BIEmRT1575 7] 85, 7 LU TE 57 TR A

B 3 “EE” FrRoR AT e B TN, AR E]_EAR AR SR TR A E R E
R ZRFIZAE K0 EH AR ARG R, DL R Y, HEN [ SORCR A el ik . “ 27 fERIAH
FIR RIS, SRR A W Akl B SR AL FFE Uil AR LB Y .

Bl 4 i, @I ERCEE “ATRL”, IR E CRPARIVFRVE R N, $RIERSER, FOAHZIN,
F2E MR, R AERRE SR AN 7 o MG LIS 12 a0 R AEHEN 1 1l NN FE I vFeT, ik —
AU, U A R RE S AR R AR, R UIE N AR e R AR A T RE), AT
HOWFIZR R, T X, Bk “arbl” BAAE. MEER, JEERBR R LR E 2R
AU, A H) S AR A
4.2. MiL[E—

XFAL[A S Rl o Tk B R BB VI o RN S, KRBT RKAA
FEMON ST e, RIS BE 8 (Al — 2 BN AR 138 H — NN . P TR 3L RS AT e RN,
FREED), EATRER NI AEAF ST . XALE X — M AL 1 Burke IAREEY) 5P HY R H =03,
WAL Burke HIFHETE- AR 5 ) NG P 2 BB R AL B . XS OrLFE— B SR8
A EE R REMERIRE SRS B KBRS 16 300 15 € T 3L s B & 31
HHEGEHR. EFHAESSE S, Peter R. White (1999)i\ 2y, 755E 4t 1E& H THELAF 5, B
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RURER, HH

AE IR AT R B P R A B AT B —[11] . B, 758 S5 AN [ P —— IR T A AL
WTEEFES, RANHAAE, 5288, FFTPUSAHR, BASEEE MMEMTHE R . miESs)
WEAZ M, @ AESSARN G e, A AR BOCRTER B, G B, ATTTs 2
I ETE S S AR RE R RCR . 14 S S A S A, AT LA i P 28 W b R BE s s v)
5, ERSLEUE RIS, 3B W] LSEInAT 2ot s ah Al AR W 2

ERE S FARE I, R Rt M RESZ RS HI T 0 ik, RERMZ) 5SS
B M 1 0, mEREASshE LA E I T 5 K.

1) We assume whatever is on the web must be true. We search for sites that just reinforce our predisposi-
tions.

% 5 driz 7 E&ShE “must” , EALR ARG S0 A mHE S A shiE . B 5 AL LD
SLIHRTEES 5 X7 AL R BPRES —— M 2% EBURI R EIGE B . BIERX L 5 LA RIE &3 i
HH, BESEAESVRITAR, ZEaRnMeg EREE, SRS maEss i, A0l el dEA
HESVAE, Wi 7wk, &3 BB ARDIRE, SRS

FE IR, R AT REIER NS SR e AU 1 3 I, RRIERE) A5 E
I 7 1k, mEESE I 1 35 Ik, mEESshiE &R T 7 ).

1) FEN R EZHX MG 0y B PP ENGPIE IS G0 Bl TESE D0 T [ EN KR 2 63
B — ]I, (HFNTAGEE ST, A BERRIL I H S IR E B, IR %A 1S T
75 TIEHT H#

fil 6, “R%” BT EEESSE, AR BT EEESSANSERRX, A7 BTIAR
AN A E TN ARBLIIL R L2 TR T 2 5 3 N 3RO RS ——4 B S A ST Y
oA . S FEE AN R E R, EMELN S ERN, KU TR S kR T E
SCHRR P, WU AR E AL, SWATE A R ILEA, TAR T SRS I BRI RE .

4.3. ®ERE—

HEEAINIE “BRIA]” 52 Burke AR U ERIR B — MU, WRREAQHRM. REAEEEX
B, X PN ) A s (R e A N A BRI E R . R KR EHAAIL T Burke X AR AAEER
558 A2 AR ELIPETT 1 1) ) R E o MBI AR EoR A, R R — 56 AL R — e 30 H ) 3 00 ) e DA A e
TR R EATRTE T 51 BT AR S AT S ER AR B AL, TR R e R B — 8 B A B L R Y
AN S FAREI AT S0 T B BB FEAS LW AR, B U RER A Ui AR E RS0l
ANCHB B RA LR AR, Wik NS EREGER, M AERRANR: E—MERKEH,
EL NS (B sl G 56 08 #2300 T4 B S AL “ Se A B RAE, fE W A AW RN R, At/ sl 36
A", RRGrAR, MIMSRISER R . R FE AT CMEBhsh 1 S ahia R SEI . 3h /1585372 prf 15 25 3h i
MR E . EES YR AN B EETCR, 20 58 EE S RT3 A2 7R N B R ) 5% 1R 5L
B, AT AEEAR T A IR N W S, TN AR B R . (BB 1 A a1 AR R B T
18 A SRR B 0T N ) (8 S WVEARAE, 38 AR IA B S B i R & ML 5 (AR A

FERE ST, R ESIEMI 1 17 Rk, REERZ)IIESsEEI T 4 1]

1) We can raise the minimum wage. We can modernize our infrastructure. We can invest in early childhood
education. We can make college more affordable. We can close tax loopholes on hedge fund managers and take
that money and give tax breaks to help families with child care or retirement.

B 7 RIUE S B B & A SE N BRI R B A e RS SRt SC IR 2 Rl T 2R B AE NS (2 4%
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DB ST, A 2 IR . Xk ks i 5 £ R RN R K56 ) H5RE11E&3NH “can” M,
B0 B AER BRI S i 25 e (R it % e R AR B AR A I 458, AEr AR DU S BE A A
FETEOR, MW S, AT FEAR R A

FE U, KRB SRR T 14 ]k, REENSIESSEHI T 22 K.

2) [AFENTY BN S5 RS EH TR MIR—I A FZ IS e, Bl JZE X1 H e AT
oo TENTEER BRI IR L A0 06 PR 5, O EB NG H BT, TR [F K0 A

5l 8 PRIRIIE GG B E A R Rt R — R KM B AR . ST PR M5 [F) 22 (055 71 /E N se il B Ax
B 5RE, Xk ns S ARl B AR R 4E i AR 2R3 S SIER, ik
FRAERWELZING FZREES T, @t R —R KM B AR SLI, VR AT A IE M E e
BRI E A T B AR AR E bR, AR T SEEMARIhRE, )P IiE A Uik 7d .

T b B Y R T, R 5 SR S W AU A TR B R 6 [ — S A
TEZE 5. B gkl i 2 1 SR 2 R [F] [F) —, FLUGR MG R —, S @Xsnfm—. mifE > P
e, RS 2 2R VONRFEIR . LA, A& —. Burke (1969)I\ N, B N 50 A
BCCTRTAR” B A8 SR N R A —, @i et B A RSB 25 5 A3 BT A AT o FEX K%
A TXANFERRBE AR IR I, I8 s B R LN T R R A AR, BT S ARV U P A A SRR R B o L
%5 42.2%, i 3T EIE R 5 0.05%, 18 RE KR — R R ZE . FEXT LA — e mg b, B LA A
Ay AU 11.1%; TP 44.3%, HPAEAEESShia R AR & s, 18 71.4%. S{EES TP
B WAL EAS, SN RO SR R SR, (B ILE S AR, SMHA Y, S48 ANE TR L
(7 THTCo B KOS, o R [R] (R — 4 A 1 = el i iRy 20, [EIRS 2 Burke [Al—3ib A R —
FAF T, BT EMLEERY, HE 2. BEDRSE-FERTD, RoRAXFIEEIRE, &
Wi R 5 U A2 H S A, SWATERR “ R .

5. &5i%

S o3 R W U 1S A B IR, @S S W AR IR TE AT AR By B A2 T O, AT
PRAENT AR IAT B o 15 A3l PR S 7 8185 90k B R AN B Th RE S B T 1A 608 5 S i ) L B
B, BT S A A . RIS TEE AR AT R, SRAANS AR B A A XAz A
AR =ATREAT L, RN T 5 AdE A —, B AREREI), BEEEsIIA FA
FRERINH
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