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4.2

o

 horse bird beetle living being

plant lower animal higher animal reptile mammal

insect creature wasp fly cat dog. Ungerer

o TED. com

Open Course

LIVING BEING

[CREAT ,
PLANT

Justice: What is the Right Thing to Do;

. Dont Insist on English! (HIGHER)
ANIMAL

LOWER
ANIMAL

[MAMMAL]

DOG CAT HORSE BIRD FISH BEETLE FLY WASP SNAKE

4 A cognitive view of superordinate categories of living beings
in English
5 ( Ungerer 2001:82)
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The corridor was a long one and seemed to go
through the whole square basement of the Manor House.
We traversed but one side of the square and at the end
of it she stopped...and opened a door. Here I found myself
in a small paved courtyard the opposite side of which
was formed by a detached dwelling-house.... There was a

clock in the outer wall of this house.
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People try to give their children an education so they
will get a good start in life.
He’s without direction in life.

I'm at a crossroads in my life. ( Kévecses 2002: 3)

LIFE IS JOURNEY o

o Goatly( 1997: 58)
ACTIVITY IS PLACE:
take place ( activity is understood as a place)
on the verge of doing something near to ( this place
has boundaries)

ACTIVITY IS PLACE

o

o OBJECTS

ARE HUMANS ABSTRACT OBJECTS ARE CON-

CRETE OBJECTS o
o “strong ”

strong wind strong impres—

sion  strong opinions strong economy o
o
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Labov( Ungerer & Schmid 2001: 11)
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Does walking on the moon create a better life for

people on earth? Considering all the problems of our own
world why should we be spending huge sums on trips to
outer space? Such questions as these are often asked
especially by those whose tax money is paying for space
exploration. The answers to these questions are many and
varied. So far the practical benefits resulting from space
research have included the development of new methods
and skills new processes new service new products
and even new companies created to make use of what has
been learned through space travel.

(

o space research

) “© »

walking on the moon trips to outer

space  space exploration space travel 0

[

1 Flower L. & J. Hayes. A cognitive process theory of writing
J . College Composition Communication 1981(32) .

2 Forceville C. Non-verbal and multimodal metaphor in a

cognitivist framework: agendas for research A . In C.

Forceville & E. UriosAparisi ( eds.). Multimodal



Metaphor—Applications of Cognitive Linguistics C . New J. 2013(5) .

York: Mouton de Gruyter 2009. 16
3 Goatly A. The Language of Metaphors M . London: J . 2011(1).
Routledge 1997. 17 . J.
4 Kovecses Z. Metaphor—A Practical Introduction M . 2005( 3) .
Oxford and New York: Oxford University Press 2002. 18
5 Kress G. Before Writing: Rethinking the Paths to Literacy J. 2011 (12) .
M . London: Routledge 1997. 19
6 Kress G. & T. Van Leeuwen. Reading Images: The I 2012( 1) .
Grammar of Visual Design M . London: Routledge 1996. 20 . ]
7 Lakoff G. & M. Johnson. Metaphors We Live By M . 2006( 6) .
Chicago: The University of Chicago Press 1980. 21 . M .
8 Royce T. Multimodality in the TESOL classroom: 2007.
exploring visual-verbal synergy J . TESOL Quarterly 22 . J .
2002( 36) . 2010( 11) .
9 Stein  P. Rethinking resources: multimodal pedagogies in 23
the ESL classroom J . TESOL Quarterly 2000( 34) . J. 2006( 2) .
10 Ungerer F. & H. J. Schmid. An Introduction to Cognitive 24
Linguistics M . Beijing: Foreign Language Teaching and J 2009( 1) .
Research Press 2001. 25
11 Yuan. F. Y. & R. Ellis. The effects of pretask planning J. 2010( 6) .
and on-ine planning on fluency complexity and accuracy 26
in 1.2 monologic oral production J . Studies in Second J . 2010( 4) .
Language Acquisition 2003(24) . 27 . I
12 . 2009(1) .
J. 2013(1) . 28
13 . . J. ] 2007(8) .
2007(4) . 29
14 . J. I 2007(2) .
2007(1) . 30 . J .
15 . — 2007(5) .

A Cognitive Multimodal Training Model of Thinking in English Writing
LIANG Xiao-hui
( English Department University of International Relations Beijing 100091 China)

Abstract: With the development of multimedia and multimodal foreign language teaching in recent years more
researches provide insights to interactive modes among teachers students and any other elements involved or to the
designs of models in teaching procedures. However a lack of research can be found on multimodal design targeted at the
traits and logics in the content of courses and syllabus. Against this background this paper classifies thinking in English
writing throughout the writing process into three layers namely macro— submacro— and micro—layers of thinking. Then
it attempts based upon cognitive linguistics to propose a multimodal design for the training of thinking in writing by the
three individual layers.
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