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Am erica s New A ttitude towards Iran

Positive D iscourse Analysis of the Iran Nuclear Issue

YUAN Hua

(School of Foreign Languages Jiangxi Nomal University Nanchang 330022, China)

Abstract: Guided by Fairclough s three-dinensional conception of discourse especially based on the context theo-
1y in Halliday s system ic-functional grammar within the framework of Appmisal theory the paper atempts to do
the Positive discourse analysis (PDA ) of a news report on the Iran nuclear issue fran the New Yotk Times fran the
constructive perspective ain ing to reveal America s new attitude towards Iran  Furthemore the paper draws upon
Conceptual blending theory by Fauconnier and Tumer to prove the analysis in order to supplement the Appraisal
systam in PDA by providing the cognitive explanation
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