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Normal Q-Q Plot of kyscore
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Further Exploration of Motivation in Speaking English

PAN Qian-ying LIU Jin JIN Cheng-xing
(Anhui University of Technology and Science  Wuhu 241000 China)

Abstract Oral proficiency has become an indispensable part of second and foreign language teaching and
learning, research and practice. There are many factors affecting oral English proficiency including motivation. The
study is to report on a survey of oral English motivation of Chinese college English majors with the aim at
demonstrating the motivational discrepancies between high- and low-oral-proficiency English majors to provide
hence practical implications to oral English teaching in China.

Key words motivational orientation; desires; attitudes; motivation to speak
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A Study on Propositional Salient Meaning
ZHOU Hong-hui
(Zhejiang University Hangzhou 310028 China)
Abstract “Salience” as a basic thinking model and a way of cognition has received popular concern and vast

agreement. In view of cognitive pragmatics, it not only enriches the contents of some main pragmatic conceptions

as “intention” and “common ground” but also engenders better interpretation on “egocentrism” which is
contributed by cognitive psychologists. This paper, based on social cognitive perspective, seeks for a dialectical and
dynamic approach on combining cooperation and egocentrism. Based on the original conception offered by Giora
and further illustration by Kecskes on SBUS, we intend to enlarge and deepen the conception and scope of utility of
salience so as to propose an alternative term as “propositional salience”, which will form a systematic approach of
salience and will better illustrate the mechanism of communication.

Key words Salience; proposition; egocentrism.

pragmatics; cognition;
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