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X LF A

(REBT R INEESRE, L7 KiE 116024)
H EEEAIHEEZNES AR, LS4 2SN AR LT LS AP HIE BN ERMEMR, KR
SEHEHEA IR EEY, AERAERFEAAT N A ZBHENE)HTMITF Ao, AR WAEALAEQ
HREAPAELERERA R BT N BLEFHEA B FEZR P MBEFEAMN KINERATA S R EZ; P EA S 2
TARZEZH(UB) N EREA PR B RET N EE R R A B 5% WTO fuir 8] % BUF i 5 5 B
FGFpoth, ZHUR) R EAME N KR WIO B E g RSB TR TR %
KW AT AT = B RAEA A T BRI
hE 4 E =S .H0-06 MHERFRERL A MERS :1674-6414(2020)01-0009-10

0 3

HEPERTE S Hr 536 T AR A EPUE S =3 RN B3I ¢ R, JUH SR A A4, 20
40 90 44X, LA van Dijk S AEREY## R BHA M i B 7E S PUB S RAE TR 4 7 o i vh 2y v
SAVEH (Wodak , 2006) , &1 7 #EIFAR IR0 Bk 2 I BF 98 #6428, H S L PPN IS 35 22 1Y X4 ik
JEBEE T HEAil, van Dijk (2001 113) 3 h, 1518 4L 25N FI 2 W 2 254, # L 23 45 ph i i 4L 25\ 5
M 3 T A P AN 2 o AL SRR Nk 2 i 5 i iR E 0 B AR G MM R BB RS,
OIIEALEAE SN EZERAPE 2 SN E AR B0 TR 5 (1) BB AR AT, B o SR
ZBRFAF B ASTE TG RAE B i T 8= T4 R, 18 5 (k) TR PFIRTE AR rp ) AR T 4, e L
kA8

VAR AR AE VTS 75 A 58 R B B9 5 10 22— PPN IR F 22 B i %k (Thdkoe 4%, 2016,
Hart, 2017 ;5K 4%, 2019), {HE & E A0 &, UL Fauconnier et al. (2002 ) {4 & % 4 318 ( Conceptual
Integration Theory ) ,Chilton (2004 ) (4151525 [A] B ( Discourse Space Theory ) £ Hart (2008 ) At i+ 25 41 {8 43
HrAsi Al ( Temporal-Spatial-Axiological Analytic Model ) {3 BN HIE 5 2% BUE AR AR nT DAL i 1 25 1 o
TINHS PR TR S 4 R B R o

Hh 2L 5 G s Se M E DG R A B SR . AR, JU HR TR I S Y e LUK, vh 28 57 5 BE SR Wy
THE, A R rh S5 5 g, (SR B2 5 BURIAE ) (Trade Policy Agenda) (LAF A FRCISURE) ) 72 26 [ fix
BB T AUE SR B BUR SCA , 95 B 5% [ BURE X A1 B2 USRS ) e A B RIAR B TAE B . (IR B4R
HH 3 [ BUR 17 57 52 2 BUR TITT AP T I F 2550 1 —36 [ 3R 2 AR DA % (USTR) |, ] 1 234252

ARSI A s R DA K 36 [ BURF 2 & A 19 =4 CUURE ) A58 18 kL, B A i b B v i i 45
BEAYPRIR FIHE RS (] BRE , AL PFIN TR 75 22 0L AR o A e B35 ORE XA B2 5 BOR I T A8 1 72 4R (I

il

W #s B #9:2019-08-28

ESWH: BRASHAFAL MR B A THIFEEINOMLIEZT R AR (15BYY057) 69 H-Bokk s R

EEBM LT, 5, K& T K FIPEAFF A, L2 TP, £ XA FIIFREFSN AT FHA .
A, do, KT K F IR EF R IR A, E R F IS E AT AT EAR
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o) Ao e TR Y B M R A 2 DA, SRS [ A B ) O iAo
1 EEEE SIFRER

OB ADEA 2N EEERAEIE A, 1 B A 5 1 AR R 2 O BRASERY (1%) J B2 20 SN 700 1 A
YR & O B4 5K Johnson-Laird (1983 ) 5 AR MY, B0E SCATERL IS 1042 A 3d 2o 18 75 0 4G A s f 19 5%
D IRFRAE (Zwaan, 1999)  van Dijk (1987 ) ¥iZ# A5 | AN RIS 5 2% I IA I BEA B 2 AT B i i A
TR IELN T, RIS AR I8 BT B AR — I TR T BB AAE A BT E il U, N2
B4 AT B AR AR s 53— T PE T B AR TE AR O 27 0, BT ARVES B B o 15 1 1 i AL
AR G, B L, RIEH A TS BRS8NI AESon T i S B A B i 2 . van Dijk (5%
B BLAT AR RS E ATE W25, 2 A 45 3557 (Scene ) 1y Bt (Episode ) 9 KW, 17555 S H {5 W5 R AE
Ry AR T DI 2SR, B B SO TS W R AR A 0 25 30 B SR 3R o N e s BV Bl e A ) 37
IF, A8 TR 0 T SUGE BH B RIS B R AL T 250 mk , RIS A Al Fescbrad b 18 5 il I A
Ay e AR B A7 SR AR A

T SR 22 7 IR A e T H A AR I 2 . b icic g 2R A, B
J§ T KIHCAZ ( Zwaan, 1999) , 7EI O BE22SEAE 1, van Dijk (1987 163 ) 42 H T 3 T K T 1Z A 15 55
AL AR BT 5 SSPRFE S 5 A S B S = G EWE (van Dijk, 2008 76) , = RS T XA
BTG, THRERA AU S Y RS PR A EAROC . I (R] R EE 2 58 By AL
W AEPRFAEAT WO WG A 2 5 F 0 ARG IR — 20 Horp AR e e g Ay 2 — PP e
TR P 5 R 2R B AR P TR A B BB CE 1 2 5 B, DR WIR S 1R 2 1Y IR R R 5 B
HEM ) (van Dijk, 2015) o 225 B WPCE T IR THRBCE X T3S PR ) Fiise . P IR SR R A E A o |-
SRR ORI R E o VR — B0 BRSSO B4 DL B F R O i R L, b 2 bR S
B I A A K aiE S Re R i3 , RIS BRI 09« 338 SRAEFITH B 0 fl 5
RAETNRE . T 248 2 AR TE LI IS AC I BB A3 i BRI G AIE i T At e K e A2 i 15 B
BEAY, Ry T S A e i R, SRR I S e R . AEXTIE SRR A T R R AT,
BRI AT 2P EREE R AR B, LOZ s SR AL (118 D RE N An i, XA B A Y v (18 R 4
W AT BT , e A 2B U B AT DL T @B B8R (van Dijk, 2015)

25 L RTIR SRR R Ry SE B ad AR TP i A N AR, TR BB 2 1 S PR AR B TRt
GBI T 2 H1E X Y)he, th R A B4 08 2 035 I RE . AN W T3 (1% B3 A B A it A i s i 42
280k RRAMGALTE B T FEAETER IO IZ T (IR B AREAY | J5 35 T AR FOE ST , DRI T ) i NI TE 1T
TR R XU MG SR AR S AL R . B BE 2 M E TR TR S50 5 IR A 2 R A &R, BIE
JZHE T, Z g T 185 AR R 18 FA 2 1 B9 /E A (Kim et al. , 2015 ; Zwaan, 2016 ; Johansson et al. ,
2018) , [& X TR BEASE AL A 58 A1 2045 BR TR A 28 )23 1T, DG TE TR BE A SR Th B B A 9 4k 25 2 SRl file /D>
Xof HE 5 SRR AU OC R A5 RN S50 o3 A ( A, 20105 7R 45, 2014)

2 IR

SCAR () A A2 il Hart (2008 ) 42 1, (5 TH R MBS S M AAt 2 45 =57 . 1R St 2
SEF AR 2 A2 T BOME S 45 0 4% (Hart, 2014 163) o M 45 F 5 KA W7 58397 1) S i S A2
AR AE AR BT ICAL o EBERE R R A7 A AE S B IC 12 B O BB AY | 1 B A AR A7 A 7E A B IC A2 A 0 AR
B, DA, PAFRICAZ B AR LR AR T P AR T, B XS T I B TR R e S YOG R
Holland (2018 : 34) fif 1" El/Rftiik (& 1) .

WRYGZME S SR, T RSB TR S S A B O ARHIESC £ (Hart, 2008 : 124) , f—1
TR RS LA R RIS RE o 3 A R g A I 52 PR AT B9 EL 480 A SR A8 R0 X 1 R D B, BV S i
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XF R RIS R BOR 5 5 BORUE) RO A R

TCFELIN T BRI B a5 A R T5 15 5 TESR AR I P2 D Be , BDZE A B e A2 i B 4hn T 28 52 SRR 1 1) 155 15

TR RSB XT N BT RE , BD AT HE SR (10 SO TR IAR, BRI A 5B REATE 2 & ik
AR T IO R B AR T B (B OCTERYJE  TE BB AY 1Y 3 2 D) e 2 1A BE B AL RN+ 25 45 44 [1])
AT (van Dijk, 1997 198-199, 2008: 59) . H, iR AUETEIE S S A5 BIARHIEC R 1Y HE 2N
A, A BT R S FRATEE T SCh 5] ANHIE 5 2% th ] BUPE S 1 P8 PR 25 ) BRI 22 00 T B AR
RIEATIR A o

%A 4 #y(Conceptual Structures)

LM

ocial Structure

/0 by 1z, Y
(Reading/Hearing) =) (Construal) =) Recall) l::>(Comprehension)

- FEE T oA 5
XEAEH AR KD o e K Eﬁgﬁgl‘* a3 X

B 1 AT (Holland, 2018: 34)
3 fEMR=TEEIR

AATTEAL BAE AT 5 AR A A SR A7 2 A 2R IE5E v, LA C B A i i 25 6 B R
58 HIXT B 5 AR B B S ST , B S R Bl R R AE B35 1 25 (8] 7 ( Chilton,, 2004
57) o Chilton FYIX— WL BEE 1 1H1H 25 (B BIE 1 5E Al o $8 PR 25 (B 2 0 i s [ AT AR . 8 PR 25 A B E X
A i B} ()4 ( Temporal Axis) |25 [A] % ( Spatial Axis) 5 1EAG % ( Axiological Axis) 4 i i)« 7 B = 4ERl 27
(Chilton, 2010: 193) , =AHlAYAZ F b EFR O (181 2) o 28 TA)A (S Al 3R ™ S5k s AR 2 S0 B i)
W& RUEE” (Chilton, 2014 ; 31) i) %h (T %ly) DL HAT XL - Ao Tl b i) 057 8 DA SCAS 2417 A s )
NS R AL, PR RIFOR A 25 IE R R ok BEHE AR rh O Y B RS ORI T A BE . PPAR Il (A il
IRVE TG P A F RSP I SRS BE |, BEFRFR OB 14 S T REME Y | TE A Y SR, BEAS FR L B
T H A AT REPE /N R IRAG S PR, FE PR RO AR TR AR 7 5 B2 AR A5 TR LN E] 5 A0 B B A
FEFRAS (8] BRI T A7 Sk g T 32 op F T HEPE A 1 40 B 4500, Bk 4k 2 11 24 % ( Cap, 2015 ; Filardo-Llamaset
al. , 2016; KA, 20165305 45, 2018 ; Hivk &5, 2018 ; Ullmann, 2019) INRB LI G B W8 A2
) BSCR I O RE L

There/Them

&7

(m in Discourse Space Model)

Djg
{7
s ant Past

Djg,
Here e ﬁ”llre
Us *t
Now
Right

B2 $5#R=E#&EE( Chilon, 2010)
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4 BE - ER=EER

FRATTHE H KAt G BRI 5 LA PR R A TR AH 25 6 1 D7k 1 B 5 3 EDWME SR 00 R SO 4 i TA
SRR (UL 3) o FETESE — $E PR (AL BY vpy TSRS R v () 0 WA A3 5 380 o 2 () (S lr) L ek ]
il (T ) S5 3FAli il (A ) AR R A S P25 8, 75 55 ( Setting ) X SUFF 75 T by ] TR] G £ 6702 Al 2 [R] g AT Al
bk BB = s ] 5 FA (Event) DCICAEAE T ph s (B0l ) TE 1k 2 TRVRh FIPEAS Rl b il ) =423 ] . 58P
HAE S B LI, FoRag bR (CFRE T M E T ) AL T Ub et . b b A2 T S Bl B R AR 04
T, FFE WO TR E . FAFETT ATl LR 2 8 AR b OB B9 07 B IS Y, B (7 R AR S
o TEREE A R T TR BER R B SEATE G T AR XSRS E | SRR B2 ()2 8 il Ak 2 AR a2
L5

BT S PR RS 5 AR I B S X S XSRS B, £ B O B s ] | A B
ANFI T o WS S DX e O B2 18] B HE B S A i 1 5t X T 33, 9 5% DXy i
G B A OS] R R RO

FER 25 (1] A 2 2 () o7 A 5l HE B T P 1 R AR AR X AR A3 T S AR 4 ( Cap, 2017) ¥R A
IS IMR AS A e, T T AR Y A WS AR A RS , 36 T U B PR s ) b o iR v iy 52
PRl 25l e SR X 3l P R T R s A E 7, AR T —E i b B . NI, 135
R 5 8 Bk ] A 45 5 FEAR ot 2 XA AR By ] LA, ] Akt 2 o 406 k2 i) e ) i 5 58 35, figp ok
TZBEME LR B TS AL R )

- iﬁ%#%5%
e (Partc

R
(Deictic Center)
(Real)

B3 ER-ERTEERE

(Actiom)\ gﬁ;

5 ZHBIEE

ARWTTE I T 4 0 BUR B IR £ = 4F T A A1 i CBURE ) S BT if et e 415351 0 2017 2018
2019 AECIER) o AN 1 Pos , WA R , 2017 AR QIR ) 4 K b 1] B9 U RuiR /b, 2019 AF4 K [ Al i
Bz . 2017 2 2019 4R = (AR ) , *P I ( China) 72 BT A HERA A T I F BRI

2017CIRE) T 2017 4E 3 A 1 H & A . T IEAL T PRI, R I3 BOR O B 42 b [ 51 O CISURe)
PR XSG, H A 2018 4ETF4R , b LR SR A A2 B BRI 21 36 37,2019 48 Hp [ £ S i) 45 v i 3

- 12 -



X LF A WL RITESE R IS BN (5 5 BOR R ) RO PFIA T 20 Hr

FONRERT, O E 16 Ao 2019CURR) HhRGIIE N 5 Rk 17.8% , b EARIER T RZ 70% .
F1 HHEHA(RBBORNE) BEFHIH

WAL K A 4 2017 2018 2019
AT 928 10 005 15 204
Bk 21 166 96 897 85 375
5 (%) 4.3844 10.325 17.808
“China” 72 % 8 4 & B H )7 120 36 16

6 (WIS

6.1 2017 SF(A2) 69 4735 H — /AR = 1A

______

. || Great t{é&- 5 E
| = 1n, | i
P L/ §¥§temf0r Chign 2 ! (Iilreal)

Sy

RN A}i Great trading system
v/ for U.S.

gdlsi (Event)
(Real)
B4 2017 (IR S IEE - BR=EE

2017 AECICRE) BB AR N ZE 8 /0, TR B A 1 BRI g 3 30 4528 56 [ X Ah 52 By 1) 3 18 b [ 1) il
. HERZ5HNEE HE SRR HLE (LU EF WTO)

1E 2017 415 — 8 fras | (WL 4) o, oS8 B4 [R] 3 %5 37 5¢ 2R (Great trading system for U. S. vs.
Great trading system for China) £bF {4 X 38k, HLAER (a4 L REFEFR PO EGE A B . (R ) ZIRFEE R+
X HE A Bk B 5 PR R A WTO X SER2E 5% o HEan i (1) spXf LT “ current global trading system” X
FEXTT B o e XS RUE B AL () RS I S AL i B A R T rh E i 23k S R R 7 ik
T A BFEFR AR POBGE RN S PR AR AR PO A A 7 B BV SR 4 (0 At 1 R 38 [ 9 4 R BE ) 1A
F7AT A FHERFEFR OB AL E S hEE TR PR PO BGE B9ALE BPAEI S, A T R X
Zo “HTHE2IKAGER 5 R TEERRIRA R BN LR & B8 X 25K 5 kA
HEZ R WTO,

2017 AECIFE) I fd F] 2B BE i R 8 H AR I 2 B AR5 55 o LA (2) S, * from 1984 to 2000,
U.S. industrial production grew by almost 71 percent” , “& H 32 [E i) 57 Z) 114 ( Trade growth of U.S. )" 7F
23 [ (S ) BEFS AR P O BOR , RR A  TEVEAE B (A Bl B STk by, RoR IS, TR [E) Bl F AR
FrepubEGE , Fonad 250 PRI H 256 B0 5 5 1 K 54 B AT 36 [ B tH 552 B IR R AR %R BT - Fe PR a5 ]

.13 -
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TR T

(1) At the same time, these figures indicate that while the current global trading system has been great for

China, since the turn of the century it has not generated the same results for the United States.
(2)In the 16 years before China joined the WTO—from 1984 to 2000—U. S. industrial production grew by
almost 71 percent. (2017, Trade Policy Agenda)
HI AT UL, 23R B AR B 0 AN R BEIE5AL , v S A8 068 5756 28 LA— Ry o] 42 (9 8 50 22 7
SN ) PR DX, 23 e LA LIRS . T A% S 50 5 OB B A, 7338 N IR il 22, R
SO A2 AR, 418 i AR 4 B AR B0 SR I o LI IR A DAl o ) £ 7 3 B0 5 BURT
PRBORES,, o A ELA SR 2 BORE G AT B, (RS B SRR ) 1o 56 ) B ARAE AN 2 T35 %o 56 B2 5 AN
& e A B SRR O, S P AR RIIAR R RO BEAURRAS (5 AR FLAY
6.2 2018 SF(AZ) 0y WAL B — AR E )

“““““

““““““

A

chnolo g}; éaﬁiidr:;:

-

Investipas:

5 gatio

Chinese COmpl;.?il; "

US. (Event)

2018

(Real) +t

B 5 2018 (I L7 IEE - BR=EE

2018 IR ) i i BB NN Z A B BAL, TE L OB A A T — LU A A IE” B WTO Jerh
FRG XL RR AT FIWETEA , HIERSERRIERE S 5% hEE P ES WTO,

2018 AECIUAR) MiEEE — FeFR2S H I (WLIEL S) BB RL B PRSI 10 AFR P 9 “ AN A7 B
1728, R EXF I 1R 7 it s 2 5 3 m AR A T i Se i, AUER S i ny i E A WTO, WTO fEi%
TR R P T SR X A S X, 2018 AECIURR) Z2 Ui i Il (3) Fh Y “unable to do” 75 £
g, %7 efficient WTO (18] 5) FEAT AT B BB 58 SR R 8 THE PR S ] b 55 XA A
i, RUAE IS, e 2R B efficient WTO 727 5 KIS Z AL RIRCR

15 2018 AECIUFE) 1HEE — F8FRASIR] v SE 10 B H X 37 0 RAUAFAE T IR B AR A (19 15 5% X I8 (efforts
of U.S. vs. China’s unfair practice) , LI (4) 209 “U. S. producers’ fight” , i 77 T8 1% B2 k.
A4 (4 X 48 ( Ambitious China vs. U. S. technology control; Ambitious China vs. Investigation into Chinese
companies) , LA (5) H1#Y “Made in China 2025 B i 152 A v i 151 57 R 58 [ RN TR AL s
#1(6) H1) “deprive U. S. companies of...” “undermine” )} 32 E 75 52 &) I A 1EAGE B TAEPLSEA B, o8
PP - B RIS K JE AR M L BEE 2 RS R RSN, 56 A o — A
BT IHEIE L .

B, 2018 AFECIER ) H b i y— S 5 57 ) 2H 28U & b B HEE VA A 45 7 9 AE T B & B iR E

.14 -
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R OAWTEEEE B O BRAS [RIAG EEAn5] (7) (8) R ATHEIAAY “ China is moving away from market principles” [&
B SN AL an ) (9) rh ¥y i« distort market” ) £ £, 7E B2 & )0 B 2S (8] 4 A ELA ORI PET 1Y
“ Ambitious China” JE 4

(3) ...WTO is unable to manage the rise of countries—notably China —that pay lip service to the values

of free trade but intentionally avoid, circumvent, or violate the commitments accompanying those values.

(4) In 2011 and 2013, U. S. producers successfully petitioned for antidumping duties, first against China.

(5) China’ s strategy to become a leader in a number of industries, ...reflected in China’s “Made in China
2025” industrial plan...

(6) China’s policies...deprive U. S. companies of the ability to set market based terms in licensing and

other technology related negotiations with Chinese companies and undermine U. S. companies’ control over their
technology in China.

(7) Indeed, if anything, China has appeared to be moving further away from market principles in recent

years.

(8) ... China, over 16 years after it joined the WTO, still has not transitioned to an economy that operates

based on market economy principles.

(9) Furthermore, as the world’ s second largest economy, China has an enormous capacity to distort
markets worldwide. (2018, Trade Policy Agenda)

DA b #r s, WTO #45 B3 BUR 5 5L R 24k, 220 2RV TR DA 0 23 8] Bl e /ML AN A E AL o
H 36 22 ) T A9 B 5 X ST G R T S DX AN A DI, O HR R RS ) e 5 Hh AR, 7R IA R
IR R TR . TR AR B RS AN AR e 0 36 TR TR B A R v Al
290 N €174 S O 72 ST (EW/S 1% 2= RN ESE 5 SN IS RN 1) : D IING S A/ S @ A ) 7 S N NS I S 5
BORNAE R HRAE T By AT 4R 1 3T b 1 58 2456 552 B LU A 0g SEE 4 1 1
6.3 2019 F(A2) 69 F 47 BB - /AR A

| Acc oy
3 Q{?b ;Hntab]e,WTb

Tading systom
Vope b Chingre b . Chingyg o
; Ishma : - EF}SE?} unfair ‘: s’eCD
FOM-marey €cooniy Practices === °onomy
' ---200my : !

U.S. policies

(Setting) (TPE, Usmca)
U.S. (Event)
2019 2
(Real) t

B 6 2019 F(WABYH“IFE"IEE - FER=EE
2019 AECICRE) R TR SRR TR A BR IR D Ol — ARk P [ ALY BRI R S s . RS 5E N
KE L PES WTO,
2019 4ECIUER ) FrFa s A IEBEAR AL | LI Ak WTO | fifn " T 42 6 vh [ K A BB 17 5L 52 %)
AR RS, BYo, WTO FEfF SRl b gl 2R 5 s 1k, 208 ad L A BLAE I 2, 4nfsil (10) (11) Hr
- 15 -
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“unaccountable” “ not well-equipped” ) JE % . 43X Ff 75 5 JE X4k 4% S BB R —Fe PR =S 1Al (WAL 6)
“accountable WTO” # & T A il b e i 90 SE 07 &, 78 S Bl B4 & T om0y “ fh 25" A0 &, 7 T R IX
B, HOR TR RO 5 X i i i 2 A IS S ohy A 56 X TS B AN AT BB BE, 2 X
RETE LA, @) (11) (12) (13) gAY “non-market economy” “theft” “ engaged in unfair and
market-distorting trading practices” 1“used unfair practices” FE 42, X Fh k1 ih i 7 E T 78 2019 4
FE)TREE — FRFRAS [ P AT S Bl v A1 A Sl o, A 5 IX R 28 0 B0 03 o IR IR AR B A R
FENAZ D BUEHUR, B BT 5 DX i o8 i Sk ——rh

L5 oy B EHX SO RTEFAF Ik I 5e Ak . 9] (14) Hh* China” s unfair policies” 55 “USTR’ s
Section 301 investigation” FX} 37, i (15) H “state-driven economy of China” 5 “market-based system of the
United States” FXF 37, ERIAI T 35 1A= 7 2 30 5 A [) 08 15 45 B 28 38 Ty 2 vl 56 52 2 o ~7 g B S AR
PR, Bl A b DR Sk T S Rl , SRR 0By FeE T SRR S, K IZ G ) TEZ MK
BRy BREIT 7R T gl A fhegir sty 2@ WA A5 57 BAR P EIE L, i (15) 15 5e o
PRI “future of global economy” BT J& H BLSLH 2 “state-driven economy of China” ,fij “U.S. control of
economy” ([&] 6 ) 200 AR LA, Ak T A X0 b 9 240

TEZIBBERA A IR BURT I X 1 52 ) R R P w1 B A A b, B T 2019 AECICRE ) 1Y
F XS P O E AL E . F1(16) (17) FEE P pyBTIL3E A S PpE USMCA gt [ 3 BT
BB BXT AR5 5y BUR FMRSGH PhE i BRI R Z —.

(10) In fact, China has pushed for changes that would make the WTO even more unaccountable to WTO

Members.

(11) Meanwhile, the WTO is not well equipped to handle the fundamental challenge posed by a non-

market economy like China.
(12) ... the Trump Administration inherited a significantly flawed trading system... That system rewarded

countries like China that engaged in unfair and market-distorting trading practices— from industrial subsidies to

theft of intellectual property.

(13)as countries like China used unfair practices to hurt U. S. companies.

(14) ...China made clear—both in public statements and in government-to-government communications—

that it would not change the unfair policies identified in USTR’s Section 301 investigation.

(15)...believe that the future of the global economy belonged to the state-driven economy of China—not

the market-based system of the United States.

(16) the USMCA contains provisions designed to protect U. S. interests if Canada or Mexico decides to

enter into negotiations for a free trade agreement with China or other non-market economies.

(17) The TPP also has no provision like the one in the USMCA that discourages parties from signing free

trade agreements with China. (2019, Trade Policy Agenda)

gi b, WTO #E T S XU AL & W oAb, iaTE A 7 8 A BRI M 2 I s i 2
% bR ) BB 2, BRAR S S HZ RS AR . Th E B A A AR NRE”  BE T
S XA DAL S TR SRS R A R 5 v 56 B B X 37 O R IR K BURT B9 52 5 UK S PR 5
PRI, W B AL A oAk, 7RO B T 8 IR B0 o COSCRE ) 3l ek 25 152 70 DA 0 22 T 3 i B 1
BILIER, LA S 3R B BURE X b B2 2 BOR AP E G A FIPR a2 S5 ) H Y

PR SCIEL i Rl U SRR R A R 2 [ B , b B BT A2 4 L 6 A 1) =3 52 2 ORI ) A 741
PENRIETE AT . = Oy CIURE) 4% 1 8 i 1 B R i) BRI AT S 1L, el Hh = R BE R T oKt
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TSRS R AR R PR s (8], ARFFE B = (1) Hh EAE GO ) W B rh A B R g e At it iy 2017 4R
) h S 5 2 14 (A1 T IE QA0 2018 ARCIURE) W ELHERY B2 50 b, FEE 2019 4R QIR R
KAy RIRAETHRIEE " ; (2) T35 5y X 57 K R AE =y GEURE) th i 7 S AL ) 45 A i it oy B H X 375G
R AEILEE A E AL 2R TS ATHA R HRE D (3) =0 (U ) 7R WTO 5t ik %
b, B HA R — AR AR BIE SR BEARR AR IZZH A5 AT 5 ML R I, 2019 4 CUURE) Xof 4 B 38
BUR B 5y BORESEAL oAl R R A R A 55567 OIE R, U S IR % 3 3 B Ak 2 A, 52 i
g H .
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From Situation to Context. A Critical Cognitive

Analysis of Trump Administration’s Trade Policy Agenda
LIU Wenyw HU Ying

Abstract: Discourse influences social structure by constructing shared social cognition while social structure exerts impact on
discursive production and understanding through shared social cognition. Combining Context Model and Deictic Space Theory, the
present study conducts a critical cognitive analysis of three Trade Policy Agendas issued by Trump administration. Analytical results
suggest: (1) The Agenda gradually twists China’s image into an unfair trade operator by accumulating online situation models into
offline context models in mental space; (2) Sino-U. S. trade relations in the context model undergoes from indirect confrontation to
direct conflict; (3) By marginalizing WTO and centralizing Trump administration’s policies in the context model, the three Trade
Policy Agendas are intentionally designed to cast the images of inefficient WTO and efficient Trump administration.

Key words : Critical Cognitive Linguistics; context model; deictic space; Trade Policy Agenda

RIERRKDE

- 18 -



