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Abstract

In civil trial, while participants convey information, the language also carries distinct appraisal
meanings. Drawing upon the Attitude System within Appraisal Theory, this study explores how
court participants reconstruct trial facts through the strategic use of attitude resources. Utilizing
corpora collected from the China Court Trial Online, the research employs UAM CorpusTool 6.2 for
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systematic annotation and reveals the strategies from three dimensions: event presentation, event
organization, and event evaluation. The findings indicate that courtroom participants primarily re-
construct trial facts through three strategies: competing event presentation, causal structuring, and
amplified consequence, in which Judgment and Appreciation resources play a pivotal role. Employ-
ing these strategies enables courtroom participants to better leverage attitudinal resources in fact
reconstruction, thereby optimizing courtroom communication and enhancing judicial efficiency.
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FNERAI LA S e AR, 1T AR S SE IR A R AR SR, TR YR A XU I B A 1
B EHA SRS, FEDESEMNTYL]. BET, SRR EERET B S 5F R TeR, MR
YT AR A E AR SR, HARE g EE RS RIS A . Bk, EE
TN R S B A L I LA, 15 S SRR IS A U7 S SRR Z e S E A AR

BEAMURE SN TR, HRSES I M EZ A Vs R AOliE 5 REE. A
S E ], ﬁf%xﬁ%%ﬁﬂ*%% TS L3N R, AR T RGY)RRIE S AR A 1 A BR D)
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ERFEFRCHLEMSES, BEEHEREEKES AN FAERBEF MR R FL, s
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MridtERakz i, (A MIRIZ . 8 SRS P e B AN B AN A (S BE BRI, VR VA E AR REAE 7E KE 7 H.5)
L A S oYy, B RS, TSI E BRI S o 4 R 4]

AR LAR FHE F 9 TE R, BRAERRER TS EN P IEElE, PRI A R FE 3R B3 an
Ao plp [R] H R o RS, DA A B T T T A B A SO AL R SR AL I B A S SRR R . R
WA 1) BES G R P AR R B S B ORUR, LR A R E QT 2 2) B TAE R, EHIHEE
T R L TR (70 = ST B A 14 1 R 2

2. XahsFd
2.1 EREIEAWR

RIS, RAFHLAE B UEM IR T M A RE P S SR A G I R R 2K
WEE SR EN UM, BRI SCE 2 RIER5]. MBEARIE . TR A A R A
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BEEPFMEIE AR, SRRSO ZNHTHIEEI T SERGEERIER RN 24
o TR AR S R S . WEDG[L7] 0 B TSR R RS RS, IR R B 2 A SR T SN
T A R LSS R AT b TR PP ) e B 7 3. H AR R EARAE (1818 IT 1 R A ] h A R Y
PRI ATRFALE, A IUERIT AWy, 4 DUTCE AN 32k 1T B0 M v v AT Ao B0 A e ) 5
A5, AU FE (19148 VPN IR EHT A T S AN BT R LI SR B 3, IF 5l SRS E
[ o

MAEE ARG AR HILAE O RCR HRTFAEE, HEZEERTHHES . R0 831
SR SR o R &5 BHEPT B AR e S SN DA M RE o S50 . ZRERL[21] M 1 R R R AN
A BRI A F S B BRI A A T OO R8BS ARANMEMT A EENE, D
AL E TR EAF IS, B N KB NGB A U 9 SRS, W B AR A T S
R B ARG L BIE RS 7SR S M AP E N, HEEE TSR RIENRT S )
AR, AR AN [F) A5 B 5 A i 7 2 B B3 v e SRmE s T SO S8 AR S Mg FR) S0

SR, BT T U AR ARE B F S LA 5 AR R s F M WA RIR IR, IR AR T 18 S 1
FAEFIIE A R T RN, O R 1 55 VRia EAR M SRS VIR SEEOGEA L, AR
RIS IR AN T AE B o B AR Rl A . L) B0 S A S s A I A

3. Wit
3.1. IEPHEZR

EE#/ERIEME (Dis/inclination)
C R Wt t/JEwdi ik (Un/happiness)

Affect | W/ AWiEH: (Dis/satisfaction)
ZaetE/AE4M (In/security)
A% Normality)
gt el Be 71t (Capacity)
Social esteem SebE (T ity)
A 2 il G} enacity.
Attitud
itude Judgement .&%gﬁﬁ { SRHE (Veracity)
Social sanction 1A %4 (Propriety)
Bt (Reaction)
¥ s
| Appreciation #E (Composition)
{54E 1% (Valuation)

Figure 1. The attitude system in the appraisal framework [3] [22]
E 1 " MIER A RPRSEFRS3] [22]
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AT UL RGN AETE 5 FAE L R IR B N T B IS, AU L S R G R T R
HE RS P IS S E RS . VR B B S M IR T R A BE RS AERFHNNRS.
Hr, BERGH THARWIESEIES P ITRIAMES B M E AW H A, %k R
53]

BERGFEQTEGER, AWAEE =T RS, WE 1. HERGRBGUOE AT R S REEH X
W BEEE, mEESEER. MISAMI. ZE50%4. WEREAHRS. Hk RS AT
fl N A% SAT IR TP, AT 2 k2 PP (social esteem) 5422 25 5 (social sanction) 525 74 A
A RS AEEE A AE, HEMETNESE TEI. ERESA TULRETLMEE: FH
WREHAESE A, RIBPMN R T WL TARE %Y., $HAGH T EWEudE, afF=
ANYERE: RVVETRFD R BRI VN PP E R T BT R R E I DG AN X RIS v
ST RIS A VSR X PR 0 R REAR S R [3] [22]. JEI BT ik = 2B SCBIR I EB), AR
FU B AR 7~ B B U T P U NI A R ALY MR S, AR F R T SE BN A S S
M.

3.2. FERIRIR. FES5t

ARSI TR i [ v A T R SRR N S, BB (R 2024 4 12 H . Atk
ERHACRIE S AT AP, W E R BOPR D B2 o I TR DRAIEAS D 1 /NE S A AT AR R A 5045 B
THMTAT R — . AL R kAR dE, RAHIE 6 NMHRMMERNTIAN R ra s g
TEWESANLES, 5 RNKL N 638 48, 5k M7FHY 153,222 7.

AHFFLAEH UAM CorpusTool 6.2 AL B e i Fesiti bl B SRkl @ Nzt bR RIS R SHE
RIS FIW 5 H =T RS W H T A BT Tl bRE . N ORIEARTE I L S — b
WA AR AT b, AR R RS O, e S5 EE S L it igla, TBmgE—
WIPREREIN o FifJo X 4R TE RLEAT RGUARE, IFIE AT B R E . RJailiid UAM S H B HraR,
DA 7S S S5 B AR SR T A B B AR 0 A R AL S SRS A

4. D511L
4.1. SEFEFENEEER

T X 6 IR IERARE 54, ASUEGEE 1 476 NSRS, RIS A SR
FE R HRE B L 2 I WL R A B AR e Forb, PIWTsR IR b, 35 67.02%, SE3RIRZ,
TR G HdR b, WA 1o X — 0 AR el 1 RO E w AV Dy AT VR IE A R B D 2 ) 2 P
Tt Hed ST MM TAT A SO E AT, MRS TR IL .

Table 1. The overall utilization of attitude resources in civil court trials
1 REEFPSEZEMRKERER

IR T2 AEL ik
SRR 9 1.89%
e 0 —
1%18X(6.72%)
RN 0 —
P I N B 23 4.83%
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BB 0 —
ek 13 2.73%

I (67.029%) AlSEPE 7 1.47%
WS 56 11.77%
P 243 51.05%
SR 8 1.68%

%%(26.26%) T4 Rt 43 9.03%
B 74 15.55%

HWr BHIRAE A A LB S H i, RIS IER PR EN S LR OES TR, E
ZHT AT N ER IO AT EEETE. Hb, ARV, KR YIBE S E ARG+ ML
O S TYE R TR AT AR AEE S IE . B, “EREENSST “ARE” SR BTN
fIAN, T AR R SFIE R RGE A T T AT N AU S IR SRR 2 A TR
FNFRA R H Ay, a0 BB 7« MR IR” 55, i R A SR T X T S AN B . AR
T BEAES AT FEE M BUIURBUR, BB M ARAE T USRS AT = T R RE D ST 15
n “BA SNSRI “CNFRMEE” 5F,

BT RIRAER D LT 26.26%, FE AN TAMETERRIBAESE, OB BUARX B D o Al T
o PSR o A P i S B B UR R, R BRI S R UEHE S FE R FR AR A R E R A
Wro it “aikART R CHEBRERT CARETE” ERIK, R TIRR ERES HELES
NFSEIR T AL 2 SR S MR PR ) 22 5 YR B o R IA 0 Sk B SR R AE K, I “IEMT T
B2 OCEMTE” &, FAURRIRIERE A . RSPEEY B IR, B R “RE”
SR A B TR e LA AL S S R

TR BIRAE A A A B BRI P o FUERAIR(6.7%), T EMBE LRI ZeM S EIRAFRIEIEAEE E, fa
P SR BT L PRk o X — I AT RFAE B et B SRE o T R PO I 28 A O s ] S M B S5 D REdE -
PRIAEARHELL “RR” “HE” HL7 FRERIE . AESREFEEERNSE, ERFRIER
WAL IR, 5] G ) 7 AR AT RS TR, i SE LS (1 A B U A o

FERAR AT BRI L, il — 2D o A5 B B YR JE o U A PP (KB AR U, A SCMJRE o Ay €0 48 X 25
FEBHR A 22 5 04T T it 5B b, WAk 20 B TiERNR S — 5 ZHE, AE THOR S 5
[ LS, ASCAE S e v P ARAE VR DI REHEAT VAR K — 7“5 528 “ LIRN” G ANEYFTT,
—H B 5 RIRANT GHARIRT, IRS UEE T RPN =R A A]23].

GUrERER, ZRAOESERBERM SR EAEREER. IRENSERIARD, UHNE
BFONE, HARVEITN 2 RE TR STV, 0 “nsgmg” “AZHEY” , RIUE SR E S5
FERUE; HAE SR A TG R 1t o S BT IR T S RERIA RO FE, RN HEAE
B L B R UR IR, R W] LA S S S R ) TR IE R S 1 ORI SS E . BRI Wl <
RE” HRGmEEE 7 BT REIERE” AR N RIS, IR AR CAE
SENERERIL, HPRVORMIEG SIS BRI DA 5 5 S B8 X, I SRR S
M7 “HRC R, mRFELET NG EIES AN, RIE R S S SR R .
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Table 2. Statistics on the attitude resources utilization of courtroom roles
F=2 TEEFAGTEZREFERSIT

JiE A 1 1% F 3 &t
BE 2 31 28 61
HYFTT 20 161 58 239
REF TS 10 127 39 176
At 32 319 125 476

SRR, RFEH HE RS ERIEEI WO BTV AT IR, AILIRYE
PP RO BRI . AN R A R R B ke iR SRR, RYRDT RN 51
K, RS EARS SR . X R R A A AN S S A PR SR, O SR T
SRt T TS

4.2. BFSE AR ESCEMRE

TE B SO0 25 B SR SR I A1 S O 22 53 B0 7 T AL b, AT E— B IR 2 g N i i B A Bt
VRSt LA o BTN E S Sl Ak . FAROA . EAH SN SRS T T S
BEM . ETARRESEFREEIERTIEADG, HREAE TES BN E RS, Kk
R . FAALN G FAPFL =TT HAE N BT 4E R, DR 7R EE & 2 534 il nd PR PR 5 S28l
MRMFELER ., G EFE. ST REHFLENNEEHMERZ BT HHEN, AT R UT KR
R EATEGINR, BAER R s is S SR @y . G HREHE . Foe 5t
TS S E M TE R R .

4.2.1. BHFURER: ETSEZROERERA

FF AL T AT E AR TS FARUT N TR RCE IR R, 2SR
WA L BRIRR A AR R - AEIX — 2 1L, 25 R G0 A M8 51 SR U Se P AR 1) £ T B
K7 L0 R —FAF AT L. & BRI G R E A AR RV, DA XS © 75 M S AR .
LG5 ROIAHAR VRN B, [T PN 208, + RIEPHNY, — Ry, 23CFE]T .

(1) EifrA: k Eif AELE F03TRR 2 4491 98 R B & [-valuation] 49t 5L T #:47 IS W A= k3w [-veracity], Lif A
Rn B #h Bp[—veracity] 47 A &2 8 B, F R EZ EFAAT[-inclination]# Lif A8947 4, £ RiLAZ LIFARE
BOEAZT T R AR L St o

WEFA ERFAEFNSBINL, RELERFHANFAFIAT, £EERE. A—FLEREFDHFR,
HET PN IE R F A F L, AR R R E R LS Fe BT ALY, A5, BTN A%H
1, &R [+inclination] F=i& K [+inclination]/z #&++ %) A% .69

Sef R, XU B S E TR R 75 B A AL S A FETT X AL AR o bR NI Y B A 26 BB (I “ S A
AEAE )V GE IR (N« BRii AR 7 ) B R A B YR N R T R, AT R E S L
IV 5% EURTTAT N ROARE M . T VR N UE R AR (0 I A R BRI, AT L ISR 4R
S EAEAZ A, BRI R R S B R, BRI 6T TR R

AL, YRR XU I8 I A SRR SIS Y, AR RE A A WS I B A AR AR, S
BLT XA — SR 2R AR B LS ST AR IF R I R
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4.22. EHLALRNE: ETSEFRNERGE

RFEdH, BUAFAALE AR R SRR, BTN, B 548U R B A N EHIER
IR LA, AT SEILEE SR ST S A B[ 7] SR BRIER A AN OB AR AT A AL, 3 A B
SEEGIRAEE SUR T B RER G R K & BE 5 AT A .

(2) Ak EFA: KEP, PIELAT, b2k EiA, sF =ik 69 & & % @ [-propriety] 4 ¥ 247 A Ak R e
Hr, B —FRINAE TR S PR LR AR T ZH A BR[-proprietyl 4E4E, b5 4RI A L P KA
ZHEGFELGIT . AR, PEK/FTEAETLERBLAAT. LEETBRANIBEBZFHNEZOISIEX L EE
#[+valuation]. Lif AL bk & 1L ox 3] & & % @[ -propriety], 4 & x¥ AL I R AT R R[-propriety] 4947 4 #) 5iE 4
[—propriety], wm AL E 2 XA A WIEIITAFHT AERXSH S AGRIE, ZRE2Z EFA R TodE 44705146,
LiFA B RE & AREE YR 4E[+propriety].

Sef e bR B CPRURHMER T AR A R e S, R EIR AT N E
TR T A5 AL, X — RS P AR R 28 7] 1 B YR AR AR A R SUE AL AR G518 Horp “ AN JnTs
AT D0 ER NS Z2AT AR B R, REHEEE S0, WS A ERES, <&
EHE” BRI AR THUE” S SR IR AR R AT AR A Y, CHEAT TN
MR EAE IR IZ ] R B WA A AT 50 TS PR8I “ 224 MIE R IR SL 1 A2 S AR
A4, JHERRPRSNER AR S IEE SRR, A R $viT At a R, Wik sTERIR
RET LIRARSEL1T 4,

X, SR RIS P A B, B A DR TE R I SE B R A SR OC R I A S kA
SRR AR, AT eI EE R R A B, IF RS i B AT -

4.2.3. EHTEICREE: ETSERENFRBEX

FER I, JEH FARERUR R UG R, A 2o F A A A Se 3 R A B
[7]. fEX—idfEr, BURHE AT AGE I BOR R EAT N e B R At & 5 R 5w, BARE TN
i B A2 BT A AME G, T saA R 5 AR IEIE 2Pk .

() LiFA: ARAMNENN AERA, BERAENERERL, FRETLABAMRFEA, RAHATFRAER M ZEMN
B R 4513 AT AL A 69 2Bk AT kA B KR 09 — AN TR f ke & 7 [+valuation] o - AR L de AR R ZAEA G KB
F 9 & B AR R & BAT[-propriety], & @h AT AR E RS BTG, A ALERAEZXFIT A I ATRR
4& [-veracity] . = 4 #[-propriety] . 4R & # [-veracity], AR 2 R A FEAA L BT LA RAZLTLGFES
[~valuation], ixst-F 2 E 69 #A 69 4 RRIR L4 5 = 4 k¥ & & 49 [—valuation] & .

s, EYRNIE R GRS SRR, eI TR R R VRO SR . e, EUR AR IR Y
EVEVEANY “ SRLDR AN SR N2 AT WA A R T SR AP, B RMFETH RS
RURR P IAEZR 2 o, A LA & (R S TR IS 5 REARS A A S s . Rk, — RSB iAT
VRS, W AARBFHIEFEAZBEAT RIS AT G BRIRVE” 55, s SRR LRy
MWL S IE AR X PP B LT WAL & RS TS Fe A NS B A S WS S AT VG B 1
RIGHEM . FOHREN R, EIRNEMGEEPFG R BOVEDN AT 5“0 T35 E
BB P AR T E AR R, TR A & 5 RiAT 7 AN E A, R RAT RN RSt
PERUS:, T RAT NEH )T SIRE

I XA A IR 5 R SR PE VR, PG ANAS AETE F R I BORAT N A R4 220 540
B A G4 WL T ) (0 ) B2 S AR BRAESR Th, ANITT SR AL B 5 737 I IE A P 5 iR IR I i = 170
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ST EIE RO VR ) Sk ety Ay,
5. &g

AT RGNEIE S AR BN, RESEARGE RFRE S IER T IIS/E, HitEs Eaaf
I A L PR SR LR A H S N . WETUREL, R H F SRR SR L, MR RAXUS RS
B3y i I 3 B RV AT B U R I 4 R AE S R BT, U538 F W 5 4 BB s S AR
PRSP S SRRl R HAFALGUR T, I PR SRR AT N 5 )5 R . &kl AEEA R
7, AR VE S 4G P BEIRBOAT M JE R A 2 R, b IR SRS 1432 P A W AR TR R P SR B T
FAFFLIEN 524, ATERIEE B2 R 51 g .

ASCAEBAR R TE 1 b b FHSLEABT TG 5 Fi84e, #nE s R inEd SR RIRS 508
HYEN, FE DI EIRARESER PRI WSEERTE, AU TR S N ERSER
SO o S S A (RIS, 5 I A S R P 28 P T A o S

SE
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