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Abstract

Critical Discourse Analysis is used to analyze interviews or TV talk shows, in which one
or more persons discuss different topics put forward by a host or other participants. This
paper, through the transitivity system, presents a critical discourse analysis of “Great
Minds Meet”—Yang Lan One-on-One about G20, a talk show on Zhejiang TV of China in
2016. It verifies the applicability and feasibility of the transitivity system in decoding the
speakers’ ideological positions and their power relationship. Based on the analysis of six
types of processes, this paper reveals: (1) the linguistic choices made by the interviewee
Kim Yong present his optimistic attitude towards the main topics in this TV talk show; (2)
the interviewee has a strong power in facilitating this show; (3) an atmosphere of harmony

among all speakers is maintained constantly.

Keywords: transitivity system, power relationship, language ideology, Critical Discourse

Analysis, “Yang Lan One-on-One about G20”

1. Introduction

“Great Minds Meet”—Yang Lan One-on-One about G20 is a face-to-face interview
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with leading figures from the fields of international politics, business and culture.
In this talk show, interviewees share their life stories and personal insights with the
hostess and the audience. With a unique viewpoint and interview style, Yang Lan
has conducted this talk show with different international celebrities. In August 2016,
Yang Lan talked with Kim Yong, the 12th president of the World Bank Group, about
Chinese culture, China’s contribution to the world, and the enthusiasm and confusion
of the youth.

Speakers in talk shows convey their thoughts, ideas and ideology through
language. The linguist Hasan once stated that: “...ideology is not content. It is not
that some ideas or attitudes are ideological, others are not; it is simply that through
experience we develop a particular way of relating to whatever we encounter in life.
The question is not whether someone has ideology or not; the question is simply
what the ideology is actually like, how it is that one relates to one’s experience of
living” (Hasan, 2005, p. 250). In her opinion, ideology is like an approach through
which people relate whatever they encounter in life to experience. It can be reflected
at the linguistic level. The concept of “power”, like “ideology”, refers to an invisible
relation, within which people (A and B) can influence or control each other to some
extent. If A has power over B, then A has the ability to make B give up his or her
own preference and realize a common goal together (Dahl, 1957, pp. 205-210). In
other words, the difference in power will influence people’s behavior, including their
speech acts. When the host takes different strategies to dig out information that the
public wants to know, the interviewee also takes strategies to give the host appropriate
responses. During that process, the ideology of a TV talk show is formed and the
power relationship between the hostess and the guest is also generated, which become
a kind of impetus promoting the development of this whole TV talk show. However,
the impetus is not explicit but hides within the language exchange. Scholars who are
interested in the Yang Lan One-on-One talk show chiefly do research of the hostess’s
hosting style from the perspective of conversation analysis theory, but understanding
the intentions of those speakers and the ideology of this talk show will be a more
objective and comprehensive process, if scholars take speakers’ interactions into

account, studying the power relationship between them.
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Since transitivity analysis is about coding the goings-on: who does what in
relation to whom/what, where, when, how, and why, it concerns six process types,
the participants, and the circumstances, and can interpret the joint ideologies of social
reality combined with semantics through the processes that participants are involved
in (Hu et al., 1987, p. 71). In this sense, it is possible to use the transitivity system
to analyze TV talk shows, which are discourses related to socio-cultural contexts.
Therefore, in this thesis, discourse analysis of the talk show—"Great Minds Meet "—
Yang Lan One-on-One about G20, is carried out under the guidance of the transitivity
system to probe into linguistic choices made by speakers and to explore their

ideational positions.

2. Literature Review

In previous studies, transitivity system has been widely applied to discourse analysis,
especially of novels, news and advertisements. E. Hilton Hubbard (1999) draws
people’s attention to the value of transitivity analysis in clarifying reader
responses to characters in novels. He holds that Aurora, as the main undertaker of
material process in The Moor’s Last Sigh, not only dominates the narrative but also
symbolizes women’s conquest of men in their lives. Song Haibo (2005) uses the
transitivity system to analyze Katherine Mansfield’s short story “The Fly”, arguing
that the character who undertakes motivated-prominent and contrastive process types
plays a leading role in a power relationship (p. 103). Yumei Sun and Zhixiang Sun
(2009) find that translators’ initiative affects the transitivity of the translation,
which may lead to the change of news’ original ideology (p. 117). As to anti-
corruption news reports in China Daily, Jianyun Shen (2016) points out that material
process and verbal process are used frequently. These two process types are realized
by verbs, like fight, support, strengthen and say, presenting the Sayer’s neutral stance
as well as the Chinese government’s and Chinese people’s supportive attitude to the
anti-corruption campaigns (Shen, 2016, p. 45). Dawang Huang et al. (2017) conduct
a comparative corpus analysis between Li Ning and Adidas on their corporate social

responsibility reports. They believe that the more effective communicative strategies
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companies take in public discourses, such as rendering material-process verbs, the
more positivity they present in solving environmental problems (Huang et al., 2017, p.
375). It can be supposed that the undertaker of material process has the initiative in a
relationship.

As for research of TV talk show, scholars also put forward their opinions on the
talk show genre or conversation pattern. Ilie (2001) believes that the semi-institutional
nature is the most distinguishing feature of talk shows. After comparing two
American talk shows with casual conversation, he argues that the pre-allocated turn-
taking pattern and special conversational sequence indicate that talk shows are host-
controlled, institutionally-defined, and participant-shaped, while casual conversation
is more natural, unpredictable, and easily interrupted and repeated (p. 252). Jason
Mittell (2003) collects corpus from daytime issue-oriented programs and late-night
entertainment shows. He points out that viewers’ understanding of the talk show
genre is influenced by the identity and hierarchies of cultural value (p. 46). Based on
systemic functional linguistics, Guowen Huang and Haiqing Liao (2008) find three
interactive modes—cooperative type, aggressive type, and evasive type—existing
between the host and the interviewee of Larry King Live, a talk show on CNN. Qi
Deng and Xuwen Guo (2004) adopt the Birmingham model to analyze discourses,
exchanges, and moves of one episode of talk shows. In their opinion, the conversation
structure of a talk show is more purposeful than daily conversation (p. 86). Jin
Wang (2013) studies 60 Minutes from the perspective of cooperative principles and
politeness theories. He holds that people in a talk show attempt to communicate
as naturally as possible, and the utterance that they use is closely related to a daily
conversation though not exactly the same (p. 1). Therefore, Wang believes that
communicative strategies obtained from the corpus analysis of talk shows are helpful
in guiding cross-cultural communication, but he does not give further explanation in
the same paper. Those studies show that most scholars are interested in exploring the
linguistic features of talk shows, with more than one paper involving the comparison
of conversation pattern between talk shows and daily communication on different
theoretical basis. Although some studies concern the theme or the cultural values

behind TV talk shows, few studies construe the power relationship or the ideological
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aspect of talk shows through discourse analysis. Since Systemic Functional Grammar
is regarded as an instrumental linguistics by Halliday (1973), the transitivity system
can thus be treated as a tool for interpreting the ideology and the power relationship
in “Great Minds Meet”—Yang Lan One-on-One about G20 by the process types

analysis.

3. Theoretical Framework

For theories of Pragmatics and Critical Discourse Analysis (CDA), Systemic
Functional Linguistics (SFL) is considered as the major basis. According to Halliday,
the word “systemic” means that language is regarded as “a network of system, or
interrelated sets of options for making meaning”; and “functional” refers to language
itself that is evolved under the pressure of particular functions that the language
system provides (Halliday, 1994, p. 15). Language functions can appear in all
levels of language structure and organization. They are realized through groups of
semantic systems that make meanings of a related kind. Those semantic systems
are functional components of language, which are regarded as metafunctions.
Halliday considers that metafunctions can be classified into three kinds: ideational
metafunction, which construes human experience; interpersonal metafunction,
which enacts social relations; and textual metafunction, which works with the
former two functions to create text (Halliday, 1977/2002, pp. 23-81). Among the
three metafunctions, the ideational function is about how people represent reality
in language. Through this function, language users embody their experience of the
real world and of the mental world, such as perceptions and cognitions, as well as
their linguistic acts of speaking and understanding in the form of language (Halliday,
1999/2004, p. 355). The ideational function includes the experiential function and
the logical function. Halliday (2003) thinks that the function of grammatical choices
which enable speakers to make meanings about the world around them and even
inside them can be exactly considered as the experiential function (pp. 15-16). To
realize the experiential function, people should “make sense of the complex world

in which [they] evolved: to classify, or group into categories, the objects and events
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within [their] awareness”; those categories are not given to people through their own
senses, but should be expounded by different “processes” (Halliday, 1999/2004, p.
355). People make choices of “process” implicating associated participant roles and
configurations, through which the experiential meaning is expressed (Eggins, 2005,
p- 206). As a major component in experiential function of clauses, in Halliday’s
concept, transitivity deals with the transmission of ideas “representing ‘processes’ or
‘experiences’: actions, events, processes of consciousness and relations” (1994, p.
53). Although in the traditional opinion transitivity focuses on the verb group, SFL
refers to it as a system describing the whole clause, and functional labels such as
Participant, Processes, and Circumstances are given to different process types and
replace traditional labels like Subject, Verb, and Object, which make a binary category
between transitive verbs and intransitive verbs. It construes the world of experience
into a manageable set of process types—the associated participant role is realized
in the form of a noun, and the circumstances are realized by means of adverbial or
prepositional phrases (Halliday, 1994, p. 106). The construction of process types is
incongruently influenced by ideology and the power relationship.

The following table, with all category meanings and examples taken from Martin,

Matthiessen and Painter (1997), presents six kinds of process types in English.

Table 1. Process types in English

Categor
Process types g y Examples
meanings
Material:  Action ‘doing’ The soldier carried the bomb.
Event ‘happening’ The bomb was carried onto the plane.
Behavioral ‘behaving’ The boy wept for the loss of his mother.
Mental:  Perception ‘sensing’ I heard a noise outside.
Affection ‘emotive’ The girl loved her mother.
Cognition ‘thinking’ He decided to meet her again.
Verbal ‘saying’ He described the procedure.
Relational: Attribution ‘being’ Roses are withered.
Identification ‘identifying’ Women aren 't the weak ones.
Circumstantial
Existential: Circumstantial e ,
. existing There's some other darker pattern.
Possessive
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4. Data Analysis

Since linguistic choices are made on the basis of power and ideology, the current
study attempts to compare the frequency of different process types in “Great Minds
Meet”—Yang Lan One-on-One about G20 in 2016, thereby finding out linguistic
features of dialogues, with the emphasis on uncovering speakers’ ideology and power
relationship between them. All linguistic data of the current study are collected by
transcribing this talk show. This TV talk show downloaded from the Tencent Video
website is 24 minutes and 10 seconds long. The talk show is divided into four parts
of equal length, and then each part is transcribed and studied by a research group
consisting of four persons. On that basis, the author checks the analysis of the entire
transcription again, categorizes them into six kinds, and makes frequency analysis.
This transcription, in which Chinese words and sentences are translated into English,

has 5830 words and 210 clauses.

Table 2. Examples of transitivity choices in “Great Minds Meet”—Yang Lan One-on-One about G20

Clauses Actors Verb types | Processes Goal
I (A) was padded (Pm) the birth place . . .
of Zhu Xi (G) ... I (Kim) padded, vt. material  |Zhu Xi
h A) h P They (Y
they .( ) have prepared (Pm) some|They (Young prepared, vt. | material some.
questions (G) for you... people) questions
the world and rank (Pm) the most| The world rank. vt material roblems
difficult problems(G) in the world (CI) T p
.Why you(A) he?ve (Pm) this great)You (Kim) have, vt. material interests
interests (R) in this grand master
I (A) meet with (Pm) President Xi (R) |I (Kim) meet, vi. material | President Xi
we (A) would not have gotten to (Pm)| We (human otten. vi material | tarect
the target (R) beings) g T &
...(We) strive to implement (Pm) the| We (human implement. vt material | agenda
sustainable development agenda (G) | beings) P P g
the impoverished population (A) in The
China (Cl) has achieved (Pm) a 790 . achieved, vt. |material |decline

o . population

million decline
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(Resultative/At)

Clauses Actors Verb types | Processes Goal
. Y .
when you (A) set up (Pm) this goal (G) ou (young set up, vt. material | goal
people)
Zhl? Xl (S) kept thinking about (Pme) Zhu Xi thinking, vt. |mental .soc1‘al
social justice justice
I.(S.) like (Pme) to think (Pme) it is I (Yang Lan)| think, vt. mental It .(Wha'F
similar to Kim said)
Subjects that concern (Pme) you (S) ) .
the most out of this G20 Summit (Ct) You (Kim ) |concern, vt. | mental subjects
We (S) were thinking (Pme) that... Y:lr(g:;n an thinking, vt. |mental that
We (Sy)’re gonna talk about (Pv) that W? (human talk, vi. verbal
(Vb) beings)
He (Sy) also proposed (Pv) that He (Kim)  |proposed, vt. |verbal
...(We) give applause (Pb) for friends |W . e| give applaus.e behavioral |hands
(audience) |(applaud), vi.
...they kind of land (Pe) on my desk They (global land, vt. existential
(ChH issues)
Is (Pe) there any connection (X) with There is, link verb | existential
your goal (Ca)
Despite (he) being (Pi) born (At) in . being, link .
South Korea (CI) He (Kim) verb relational
It (Cr).has become (Pi) one of ... It become, vi. | relational
economic cooperation forums (At)
hey (T Pi) 90% of global
they (T) represent (P1) 90% of globa They (G20s) |represent, vt. |relational
GDP
It (Cr) is (Pi) pivotal (At) to the world It is. link verb | relational

This interview focuses on two topics:

(1) As the president of World Bank, how does Kim Yong think of Chinese

contribution to the world?

(2) As a Harvard professor and President of the Ivy League, how would he think

about the enthusiasm and confusion of the young people?

According to the content, the transcription can be divided into three parts: an
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introduction part, a part about Kim Yong’s view on China’s influence on the world, and a
part about his view on young people’s confusion and enthusiasm. One thing that needs
to be noticed is that the third part is not a continuous one. It consists of two parts—one is
from 0:04:22 to 0:07:52, concerning Kim’s response to young people’s confusion, and the
other is about his attitude to young people’s enthusiasm, from 0:17:00 to 0:24:10.

4.1 The power relationship between Kim Yong and Yang Lan

After marking process types in the whole transcribed material, the authors present the
frequency and the percentage of each process type in Table 3. Tables 4 and 5 show the
frequency and the percentage of each process type within every speaker’s utterance in

each part.

Table 3. Frequency and percentage of process types in this talk show

Parts Material | Mental Verbal |Behavioral | Existential | Relational
Introduction 28(13.0%)| 6(10.5%) | 1(42%) 0 0 | 11(10.6%)
(0:00:00 — 0:04:22) e = = o
Kim’s view on
China’s contribution | 92 (42.6%)|22(38.6%)| 12(50.0%) | 3(37.5%) | 6(50.0%) |32(30.8%)
(0:07:52 - 0:17:00)

Kim’ view on young

people 96 (44.4%) | 29(50.9%) | 11(458%)| 5(62.5%) | 6(50.0%) |61 (58.6%)
(0:04:22 — 0:07:52

& 0:17:00 — 0:24:10)

Total 216 57 24 8 12 104

Table 4. Frequency and percentage of process types in “Kim’s view on China’s contribution to

the world” part

Speaker Material | Mental Verbal |Behavioral | Existential | Relational
Voiceover 21(23.1%) 0 1(8.3%) 0 1(16.7%) 0
Yang Lan 10(9.9%) | 2(9.0%) | 1(83%) 0 1(16.7%) | 3(9.4%)
Kim Yong 61(67.0%) | 20(91.0%) | 10(83.4%) | 3(100%) | 4(66.6%) | 29(90.6%)
Total 92 22 12 3 6 32
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Table 5. Frequency and percentage of process types in “Kim’s view on young people’s

confusion and enthusiasm” part

Speaker Material | Mental Verbal |Behavioral | Existential | Relational
Voiceover 13(13.5%) 0 0 0 0 4(6.6%)
Yang Lan 29(302%) | 11(37.9%) | 4(36.4%) 0 2(333%) | 10(164%)
Kim Yong 40 (41.7%) | 13 (44.8%) | 5(45.5%) | 5(100%) | 4(66.7%) |35(57.4%)

Chu Xiaolong 1(1.1%) 0 0 0 0 4(6.6%)
Henry 2(21%) | 2(69) 0 0 0 0
Wang Shengjie 3(3.1%) | 1(3.4%) 0 0 0 3(4.9%)

Zhao Ya 3(3.1%) | 2(7.0%) 0 0 0 2(32%)
Liu Huilin 0 0 0 0 0 3(4.9%)
Stephanie 5(52%) 0 2(18.1%) 0 0 0

Total 96 29 11 5 6 61

In the introduction part, the hostess Yang Lan and the voiceover offer the audience
background information about this interview, such as the topics of this interview, Kim
Yong’s personal information, and the representatives of the G20 youth league. Hence,
the main speaker is Yang Lan, while Kim Yong as the guest does not start to say
anything, with only some episodes of his speech being excerpted in the introduction
part.

Among the total 28 material processes in the first part, ten are contained in Yang
Lan’s utterances. Since Yang Lan contributes a higher frequency of material process
than other speakers do in the beginning part, it seems that Yang Lan is the person
who has the strong controlling power in that part. However, among those ten material
processes, only five of them use “Yang Lan” or the subject “we” as the Actor. Here is

an example:

(1) a. Once again (Cl), let (Pm)’s (A/Be) give applause (Pb) for friends from the G20
youth league (C), thank (Pm) you (B)!”
b. Ladies and gentlemen (C), let (Pm) me (A) present (Pm) you (B) the president of the
World Bank, Dr. Jim Yong Kim (G), welcome (Pb)!
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In these two sentences, Yang Lan is more like a guide rather than an Actor.
Especially in those mental processes, what she “thinks” or feels “honored” is closely
connected with the topic of G20 and the interviewee Kim Yong.

In contrast, the six material processes appearing in the voiceover take “Kim Yong”
as the Actor, expressing the willingness of “doing” something. They cover a higher
proportion than those taking “Yang Lan” or “we” as the Actor. Even though Kim Yong
does not start to say anything in the introduction part, a positive and active image is
built. Moreover, when it comes to Kim’s personal information, the material process is
applied wider than the relational process or the existential process, such as ...shows
special preference to..., ...was padded the birth place of Zhu Xi, ...studying Chinese,
...was born in..., ...immigrated..., ...served as..., ...has established, ...led..., ...has
been appointed..., and ...set up.... Therefore, Kim Yong in fact plays a crucial role in
the introduction part, which influences the development of the topics.

As this show progresses, Kim Yong answers questions that are put forward by
young people from the G20 youth league; this part starts from 0:04:22 to 0:07:52,
which combines with another one from 0:17:00 to 0:24:10 being the third part about
Kim’s view on young people’s confusion and enthusiasm. Before discussing that, the
second part of Kim’s view on China’s contribution needs to be analyzed. The second
part lasting from 0:07:52 to 0:17:00 is like the first part, in which the hostess Yang Lan,
the interviewee Kim Yong and the voiceover are the participants talking about the G20
summit and China’s development.

In the second part, material (42.6%), mental (38.6%) and relational process
(30.8%) are three of the most prominent ones. Within those material processes,
Kim’s utterances account for 67% of them, but the Actor is changing from time to
time. When they talk about the G20 summit, or the world economy development in
the future, Kim Yong selects the word “we” as the Actor, which indicates that the G20
summit and the world economy are the issues closely bound up with all human beings,
not only himself. When they talk about the World Bank’s endeavor in relieving the

extreme poverty, the Actor becomes employees of “the World Bank™. For example:

(2) ...What you (Sy) say (Pv) to them (Rv) as I (Be) am going to (Pb) the World Bank (Cl)
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and I (S) am going to try to end (Pm) the extreme poverty (G) in the world (CI). How
fortunate (At) are (Pi) we (Cr) the best work (G) we (A) get to do (Pm).

Both “We” and “I” refer to Kim’s partners at the World Bank, which reflects
that all members of the World Bank are fulfilling their responsibility of solving
global issues. When talking about China’s development, the Actor converts between
“China” and “we” (the World Bank), which reflects that solving China’s problems is
conducive to global development, because human beings share a common destiny.
The changing of the Actors reflects Kim’s attitude and the changing of his role in
solving those global issues. Whether “we” or “I”, Kim Yong considers himself as
an ordinary member of human beings as well as a member of the World Bank, who
has the responsibility to attach importance to global economic development, China’s
development and contribution to the world, as well as the G20 summit and put himself
into practice to solve global problems. Compared with Kim Yong, Yang Lan speaks
less in this part. In her utterances, Kim Yong, the World Bank, and China are taken
as the Actor of the nine material processes. Since Kim Yong is also the representative
of the World Bank, he can be seen as the main Actor of those material processes. As
for other two mental processes in Yang Lan’s utterances, the Senser is Kim Yong as
well, which exposes how Kim Yong thinks about different global issues, his attitude
towards China and the future of young people. After the transitivity analysis, Kim
Yong’s mental world and practical actions are disclosed.

Meanwhile, Yang Lan still plays the guide role, but what is different is that she
adopts the mental process to hypothesize or ask questions. For instance: if you (S)
want (Pme) to... is a typical mental process used to ask Kim some questions. “I”
suppose “you want” is because “I” want it too. It makes the interviewee feel that
what the hostess expects to know is in accordance with what the interviewee himself
wants to know. At that time, these two persons seem to have a common aspiration,
and the invisible distance is shortened. Besides providing a thorough guidance to the
development of the interview, Yang Lan is also influenced by Kim Yong—knowing
Kim is studying Chinese, she encourages him to “show us”, which can be seen as

a process of promoting the generation of power, and then is affected by that power.
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Considering that a doer and responsible person is usually incarnated by the power of
language, Kim, as the main undertaker of material and mental processes, has a strong

power in the interaction.

4.2 The power relationship between Kim Yong and young people
In the third part of this show, Kim Yong talked about young people’s confusion and
enthusiasm with representatives from the G20 youth league.

At first, Chu Xiaolong and Henry An asked Kim Yong questions about how to
find an interest and keep enthusiasm for it. Then Wang Shengjie, Zhao Ya, Liu Huilin
and Shi Fenni discussed their confusion about the future with Kim Yong. Within the
second part, the ideational process covers 58.6% among all the six kinds of process
types. Chu Xiaolong applies the ideational process in 4 places, Wang Shengjie uses
the ideational process in 3 places, Zhao Ya in 2 places and Liu Huilin in 3 places;
the ideational process has become the main process type used frequently in their
utterances. The reason is that most of those young people use the word “is” or “being”
to state their view on the international community and the future, through ideational
processes expressing their anxiety. Of course, there are young people adopting few or
even no ideational processes. For these people, they prefer to use material processes
to express the dilemma and to ask for feasible suggestions, just like what Shi Fenni
said: “What would you (Sy) tell (Pv) us (Rv), [when we really wanna make (Pm)
a change but we don’t have, like the tools, to actually make a huge impact (Pm)?”
In Kim Yong’s response, behavioral process is used to recite personal experiences,

though only in not more than 5 places, such as:

(3) (Ph And I (A) read (Pb) one of his poems) that said (Pv) {the continual search (T)
for knowledge (Ct) is (Pi) the key (V) to a family’s prosperity (Ct)}(Vb), right? Now
I (S) think (Pme) {that if you (Be) look at (Pb) the success stories (Ph) in Asia (Cl),
the success stories here in China, it’s this intense humility in front of knowledge and
desire to learn}(Ph). And I (S) think (Pme) {it’s been (Pi) the absolute key (V) in the

development success (CI)}(Ph).
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These behavioral processes’ Behaver are “I” (Kim Yong) and “you” (young
people), which indicates that Kim put himself in young people’s position. Through
illustrating how he becomes interested in classical works, Kim encourages young
people to read more success stories in different countries and areas.

Besides, Kim also applies the relational process to share his own experience and

background, such as:

(4) a. My mother (T) is (Pi) a Confucianism scholar (V).
b. So I (Cr) was (Pi) at the birthplace of Zhu Xi (Cl).
c. I (Cr) was born (Pi) in 1959 (CI).
d. Korea (T) was (Pi) one of the most poorest countries in the world.
e. ...but then what happened (T) was (Pi) [that as Korea (A) developed (Pm),
people (A) started (Pm) going back (B)...

The relational process is also used to show Kim’s attitude to the future, like I (Cr)
am (Pi) very optimistic (At) about the growth of India (Ct). Applying the relational
process to narrate his experiences and using the behavioral process to encourage
young people to take actions, Kim Yong puts himself in a position that is equal to
those young people and tells them what they are experiencing is just what he has
experienced. Within this relationship, Kim Yong looks like a friend who is willing to
share his own life experiences with young people, and is also like a predecessor who
gives specific advices to help them go out of confusion, keeping enthusiasm for what

interests them most.

4.3 The ideology of Kim Yong in the talk show

Through transitivity analysis, the power relationship between Kim Yong and the
hostess as well as other speakers becomes clear. Because the construction of the
power relationship is determined by objective factors and people’s thoughts along
with their world outlook, Kim Yong’s ideology can be probed from the perspective of
power relationship and from his responses to two main topics of this talk show.

Kim Yong applies all six process types throughout the whole talk show. What he
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uses most frequently is the material process, in which his role changes from himself
to a member of the World Bank to an ordinary person who shares a common destiny
with all human beings. No matter how his role changes, in most cases, he is the doer
who indeed takes part in different kinds of global issues. When he speaks with
young people, he is not only a doer, but also an adviser who has rich experience.
Whenever he talks about China’s contribution to the world, about global issues, or
about young people’s confusion and enthusiasm, he has a leading power in controlling
the development of the talk show.

This kind of leading power can be considered as a sense of responsibility. Kim
Yong deems that he has the responsibility to pay attention to global issues, making
contributions to solving those problems. Meanwhile, not only he himself, buts also
young people should be encouraged to participate in discussing global issues
and promoting the world’s development. He is a pragmatist as well; when talking
about the future, Kim Yong optimistically claimed that once young people searched
solutions and took them into practice, the situation that people were dissatisfied with

would be ameliorated.

5. Discussion and Conclusion

By analyzing transitivity choices in “Great Minds Meet”—Yang Lan One-on-One
about G20, the authors find that only a few behavioral processes exist, which cover
1.9% of all the six process types, while the material processes cover 51.3% of the
transitivity. The hostess, the interviewee, the audience and other speakers who
participate in the interaction perform basic speech roles in this TV talk show. The
interviewee Kim Yong expresses his own ideas, responds to questions put forward
by the hostess Yang Lan and young people, and gives the youth advice for the
construction of the interactive relation.

The ratios of the six transitivity processes are different. Verbal processes account
for 5.7%, while the relational processes account for 24.7%; those two kinds of process
types mainly appear in the second and the third part, reflecting that the invisible

distance between the two sides of speakers is narrowed down. During the interview,
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the hostess guides the course of this talk by making linguistic choices skillfully,
then the interviewee adopts appropriate language choices to respond. Both sides of
speakers are trying their best to keep the harmony.

Based on the transitivity analysis, this study also has some findings about the
power relationship between speakers and about the interviewee’s ideology. It shows
that speakers’ ideology and attitudes can be dug out from transitivity choices hidden
in a TV talk show. Besides, the Actor of most material processes is powerful. Even
though the mental processes only cover 13.5% of the process types in this talk
show, it is still possible to trace the track from material, behavioral and ideational
processes, because the ideology is not only rooted in the mental process. Kim Yong,
as the interviewee, plays a leading role in controlling the development of the whole
talk show, but this strong leading power does not destroy the balance and harmony
between speakers. As to the ideology, Kim Yong shows an optimistic attitude toward
the future, especially to the development of the world. In Kim’s opinion, young
people who get into confusion should set an explicit goal and take actions to change
the state quo. Besides, they should remember that trying best to explore what interests

them most is a helpful way to keep enthusiasm.
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