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Abbreviations Used in the Book

Types of Cases, Their Abbreviations, and the Specific Criminal Cases

INO.| Types of cases Abbreviation Cases
1 Larceny case Larceny Ex »BHR
Crime of unlawful )
2 ) U Detention 4o x JEEMEER
detention
Crime of causing .
3 ) ) Traffic Case B ox x LIHEER
traffic casualties
Negligent injury . i
4 Neg Injury FE xRk AE
case
Unarmed robbery
5 . Unarm Rob Z x FR
crime
X ox o+ B ER
Malicious injury o (L Mali Injury) .
6 Mali Injury
cases Hx « UBHESR
(X Mali Injury)
Robbery-rape
7 Rob Rape Zx x HEIRIFR
case
Intentional )
8 o Inten-cide o o« BERAR
homicide case

(When there are two or more than two criminal cases in the same
category, the last name of the suspect is put at the beginning of the

abbreviation in order to distinguish one case from another. )
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The Categories of Witnesses and Their Abbreviations

Categories of witnesses|

Abbreviations

Witnesses in the cases

Suspect witnesses

Sw

H » x (X Mali Injury);

& % * (Z Traffic Case);

Z= % (Unarm Rob);

% % % (Larceny);

Z x x | F » *x (Rob Rape) ;
[N TSR LE

(U Detention) ;

Xl * * (L Mali Injury);

F * (Neg Injury) ;

7K % * (Inten-cide)

Victim witnesses

¥ * * (X Mali Injury) ;

#H % * (Unarm Rob);

Foox Beoxr Hr o F
* (Larceny) ;

X * * . » x (Rob Rape);
F x x (U Detention) ;

F x x,Z&F % x (L Mali
Injury) ;

i# * % (Neg Injury)
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FHR o+ FX B x x (X
Mali Injury) ;

Fox » Bxx B F =
% 4 * * (Unarm Rob);

b % (K * H.X x £ (Rob
Rape) ;

EF+E E+H.EK* .5
* £ x x (U Detention) ;
fx x XUFE * \FE * = XU%E
* (L Mali Injury);

#X * » (Neg Injury);

K« R x Ex % (FEx
* PN % o JBR o % X1 % %

(Inten-cide)

By-stander witnesses | By-stander W

(Al the given names of the witnesses that appear in the study are
replaced by asterisks; most of the names of the witnesses consist of three
Chinese characters, with the second and third representing the given name,
and the first representing the family name. If the family names of two or
more witnesses are the same, then the second characters are kept for clear
recognition. and asterisks only replace the third ones. If the same
circumstance occurs with the second characters of the witness names. then
asterisks only replace the second characters, and the family names and the
third characters are kept for clear recognition. The names of places and
information concerning personal privacy are also replaced by asterisks or

omitted on conditions where ambiguity does not appear. )
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Age Categories of Witnesses and Their Abbreviations

Age categories of L . .
Abbreviations Witnesses in the cases

witnesses

F % * (U Detention) .4 * *

Young person witness )
Yw (U Detention ). %& * =

(<18) .
(Inten-cide)
Other witnesses (except the
Adult witness (=18) Aw three) listed in the above

table

Case Names of the Trial Reports and Their Abbreviations

No. Case Names of the Trial Reports Abbreviations
1 ;x o« WEHEGIDE G Mali Injury
2 &> x EHEF GO R J Mali Injury
3 B o WG HE (B R Z Mali Injury
4 B ox x ZEPEFRE L Traffic Case
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Chapter One Introduction 1

Chapter One Introduction

1.1 Introduction

Language and the law have been inseparable ever since the
emergence of the law. The exterior form of the law and its use
in practical procedures are represented in language. With the
development of linguistics and further research into the law,
more and more studies have been carried out across the two
fields. By and by these studies are included generally in the
term “forensic linguistics”. Forensic linguistics is a newly-born
interdiscipline that links linguistics and the law (Du, 2004 .
19). It can be used “narrowly to refer only to the issue of
language evidence; however it is becoming accepted as a cover
term for language and the law issues” (Gibbons, 2003. 12).
This interdisciplinary field “mostly adopts theories and research
methods of linguistics, and focuses on language as its research
focus. Therefore, it still belongs to the field of linguistics”
(Du, 2004: 19).
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The research object of forensic linguistics is legal language
covering language used in the whole process from legislation.
justice to execution of the law. For a long time language of
legislation has been the research object; the focus has gradually
shifted to that of justice and execution of the law with language
evidence as its essential part. Language evidence has been one
of the main research objects in forensic linguistics. This is
closely related to the fact that early forensic linguistic studies
started with the courtroons needs of linguists’ expert
examination of language evidence. Thus studies on authorship
determination and speaker identification, such as comparisons
of samples of handwriting and of tape-recorded voices, are the
branches of forensic linguistics “where the methodology is
already well developed” (Coulthard, 1992. 242).

With language evidence as the predominant research
object, some forensic linguists have placed increasing attention
on the dynamic language interaction in judicial process both in
spoken and written form (Atkinson & Drew, 1979; Bennett &
Feldman, 1981; Coulthard, 1992). In China, experts of
linguistics and the law have also done researches on issues
concerning legal language (Jiang, 1995; Pan, 1997; Sun, 1997;
Wang, 1997; Peng, 2001; Du, 2001, 2002, 2004; Wu, 2002;
Zhang, 2000, 2001; Zou and Li, 1988; Wang, 2002).
Evidence is the foundation of judicial process and the study of it
has always been one of the common issues both in law and in
forensic linguistics: the former studies mostly the prescription
of legal rules concerning how every kind of evidence should be
gathered, treated, and judged to be true or false; while the
latter pays more attention to the power relationship between

the two sides in the police interview, the language strategies



