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Abstract

Modality received considerable attention from both a synchronic and diach-
ronic perspective. Modality can be realized by finite modal operators and
modal adjuncts. This paper tries to analyze modal verbs used by five hosts of
different nations in the 2017 BRICS Talk, a special program made by CGTN
ahead of the ninth BRICS Summit. Based on systemic functional grammar
(SFG) on the sub-systems of modality, five small corpora are established and
quantified to investigate the number, frequency and distribution of modal
verbs. Through the corpus-based research, the author finds that there are si-
milarities and variations on the use of modal verbs in different anchors,
which reveals different power relations behind their utterances. The findings
are interpreted in terms of individual, cultural differences between the five
moderators. This paper contributes to research that probes into power rela-
tions in the context of media from a CDA perspective and provides further
understanding of modality in the public discourse.

Keywords

Modal Verbs, Critical Discourse Analysis (CDA), BRICS Talk, Systemic
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1. Introduction

BRICS Xiamen Summit grabbed much worldwide attention in 2017, marking a
new stage that BRICS cooperation entered. Before the ninth BRICS Summit was
held in the Chinese city of Xiamen, for the very first time in history, CGTN in-
vited four other TV stations from the other BRICS countries to come to Beijing

and produce a one-hour special program looking at the opportunities and chal-
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lenges facing BRICS nations, as well as other developing countries. Liu Xin from
CGTN, Peter Lavelle from RT, Vishnu Som from NDTV, Chriselda Lewis from
the South African Broadcasting Corporation, Marcelo Torres from Brazilian
Television System SBT, as well as a group of senior representatives from each
BRICS country and other nations, had a heated discussion that covered topics
ranging from politics, national defense, economics, and climate change. Their
topic was also extended to how to build a global community with a common
destiny. This program is the first to host a five-country BRICS talk, which makes
it possible to listen to the opinions of other BRICS nations. Five hosts come from
different ideological backgrounds, which provide an excellent date to investigate
how ideologies are discussed and negotiated as well as how power relations are
asserted from the perspective of Critical Discourse Analysis (CDA). Despite a
substantial body of research exploring CDA, there is very little literature on pub-
lic programs between hosts of different nations. This paper is intended to fill the
gap by focusing on five hosts of BRICS countries.

CDA is an approach used to reveal the hidden discursive factors in terms of
power, ascendency, inequality and bias. It explores how these factors are sus-
tained and rebuilt among the relevant social, political and historical contexts
(Van Dijk, 1988). Compared with traditional discourse analysis, CDA is distin-
guished by the close relationship between discourse and power. Targeted at pub-
lic discourse, CDA has become an effective tool to investigate the relationship
among language, power and ideology of political speeches. Moreover, CDA is
inextricably linked with Systemic Functional Linguistics (SFL) (Young & Harri-
son, 2004). On one hand, SFL provides the theoretical foundation and analytical
method for CDA (Fowler et al., 1979; Fairclough & Wodak, 1997; Martin &
Rose, 2007). On the other, the two areas of study have supported and supple-
mented each other and become complementary perspectives and analytical pa-
radigms in discourse analysis (Miao, 2016). According to Halliday (1994), three
meta-functions of systemic functional grammar are realized through different
means at the lexical-grammatical level. The interpersonal function is mainly as-
sociated with the mood and modality system. Modality is defined by SFL as a
speaker’s judgments on or attitudes toward proposition or proposal, which are
usually represented by modal verbs. Therefore, it is of great significance to study
power relations hidden in the modality use. Using UAM Corpus Tool, this paper
endeavors to conduct a critical discourse analysis of the different attitudes or
judgments of five hosts in BRICS Talk based on the systemic functional gram-
mar so as to reveal the hidden power relations and ideologies.

The innovation of this paper partly lies in its new textual data and topic. In
addition, the research corpus is based on five corpora, which are extended and
more distinct than ever before. Overall, this article is of great value to the litera-
ture. Firstly, it adds to the body of research that probes into CDA from the me-
dia discourse perspective. Secondly, this study is a new attempt to integrate CDA
with modality under Systemic Functional Linguistics. Thirdly, the research pro-

vides further understanding of modality in the public discourse, testifies the ef-
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fectiveness of the relationship between CDA and SFL, and examines the hidden

power relations in language by analyzing the usage of modal verbs.

2. Literature Review

2.1. Critical Discourse Analysis

CDA originates from Critical Linguistics, a term first adopted by a group of
scholars working at the University of East Anglia (Fowler, Hodge, Kress, &
Trew, 1979). It covers two aims: firstly, to use the tools provided by linguistic
theories to uncover the linguistic structures of power in texts; secondly, to make
the discipline of linguistics itself more accountable, more responsible, and more
responsive to questions of social equity (Hodge & Kress, 1974; Fowler et al.,
1979; Fowler, 1987; Fairclough, 1989). Van Dijk (2001) pointed out that CDA
aims to provide a different analytical framework and applicable model through-
out the realm. Put it simply, CDA is conceptualized by Van Dijk (2001: p. 352)
as “a type of discourse analytical research that primarily studies the way social
power abuse, dominance, enacted and reproduced and resisted by text and talk
in the social and political context”. Wodak and Meyer (2001: p. 2) define CDA as
“fundamentally concerned with analyzing opaque as well as transparent struc-
tural relationships of dominance, discrimination, power and control as mani-
fested in language”. All these definitions give us insights into CDA studying
complicated social and political phenomena, as well as exploring the ideological
implications and power relations based on the analysis of language use.
Currently, there are a variety of methodologies regarding CDA research. Apart
from previous methods like historical-discourse analysis and socio-recognition
analysis, some new methods are put forward such as dispositive analysis, social
actors analysis, and dialectical relational analysis (Wodak & Meyer, 2009). Al-
though these research methods are not completely systematic and effective, they
witness the tremendous progress that CDA has made in diving into the rela-
tionship between discourse and socio-ideology. One of the recent highlights in
CDA development is its integration with corpus and cognitive linguistics (Li &
Li, 2014). There has been a scarcity of methods of corpus collection in CDA re-
search (Meyer, 2001). Corpus linguistics, a good instrument to investigate text
analysis, has received wider attention. For example, some scholars strive to ana-
lyze the ideologies in the text of political news and emphasize the importance of
corpus to disclose the relationship between language and power relation (Stubbs,
1996; Baker et al., 2008; Kandil, 2009; Salama, 2011). Some Chinese scholars
(Qian, 2010; Guo, 2011; Tang, 2011) also combine corpus with CDA and explore
how corpus data is gained and serves CDA. Besides, other scholars try to study
CDA from the perspective of cognitive linguistics. Hart (2010) could be the first
scholar to systematically apply cognitive linguistics to CDA. His contribution to
CDA is that he explains the correlation between cognitive science and CDA.
Chinese scholars also have carried out some studies on this aspect and made

some achievements. Their research just sheds light on critical analysis on meta-
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phor (Ji & Chen, 2007; Zhu, 2009; Zhang, 2011), review on cognitive discourse
analysis (Shen & Xin, 2016) and analysis on the integration between cognitive
linguistics and CDA (Zhang & Jiang, 2008; Zhang, 2015).

Although CDA research has made strides, it is also confronted with some
problems. Since it takes text as its research unit and as the basis of ideology
analysis, it remains disputable in the academic field. Widdowson (1998) holds
the belief that CDA sets no clear boundary for concepts, disciplines, and me-
thodologies. Likewise, Xin (2004) posited that concept, method, and result re-
main to be questioned. Stubbs (1997) stated 11 problems concerned with wheth-
er CDA is clear, objective, reliable and verifiable. O’Halloran (2003) criticized
CDA for its dependence on symbolism while Blommaert (2005) pointed out that

it counts on SFL too much and is limited to western countries.

2.2. Systemic Functional Grammar and Modality

One of the major contributions that Halliday has made to linguistic analysis is
his development of a detailed functional grammar of modern English (Halliday,
1994), showing how simultaneous strands of meanings (the ideational, interper-
sonal, textual metafunctions) are expressed in clause structures. The ideational
function “serves for the expression of the speaker’s experience of the real world,
including the inner world of his consciousness” (Halliday, 1970: p. 143). Lan-
guage performs the interpersonal function to “establish and maintain social rela-
tions: for the expression of social roles and for getting things done by means of
the interaction between one person and another” (ibid). Textual function refers
to the fact that “language has to provide for making links with itself and with
features of the situation in which it is used” (ibid). Furthermore, SFL identifies
three key dimensions of the situations as having significant and predictable im-
pacts on language use. These three dimensions consist of the register variables of
mode (amount of feedback and role of language), tenor (role relations of power
and solidarity) and field (topic or focus of the activity) (Eggins, 2004).

With regard to interpersonal function, Simpson (1993) believes that this me-
tafunction deals with people’s attitudes, viewpoints and thoughts. It is an effec-
tive way to represent the role of ideology in discourse. Thus, language builds and
maintains social relationships by means of interpersonal function, which is rea-
lized by modality and mood. According to Halliday & Matthiessen (2014), in-
termediate degrees between the positive and negative polarity are known collec-
tively as modality. What the modality system does is to construe the region of
uncertainty that lies between “yes” and “no”. Halliday & Matthiessen (2014: p.
172) gives such a definition of modality as “speaker’s judgment, or request of the
judgment of the listener, on the status of what is being said”. Modality originates
from modal logic, a branch of former linguistics. Most research only touches on
a semantic level like modals, modal verbs, modal auxiliary verbs (Feng, 2011). In
this respect, Lakoff (1973) delved into the truth-conditional proposition from

the angle of hedges, and its fundamentals have a close relationship with modal

DOI: 10.4236/jss.2022.103005

70 Open Journal of Social Sciences


https://doi.org/10.4236/jss.2022.103005

X. M. Lu

logic. In terms of its classification, different linguists hold different opinions.
Lyons (1977) categorizes modality into epistemic and deontic modality while
Palmer (1990) adds the dynamic modality to the types on this basis. Overall,
these different divisions are used to describe the same meaning. In the mean-
time, some scholars like Sweetser (1990) distinguish root modality from epis-
temic one. There is no accurate definition and categorization of modality in the
linguistic field yet. This can be explained by the fact that research on root mod-
ality is insufficient and it fails to take logic necessity and probability into consid-
eration (Sweetser, 1990). Noticeably, Halliday & Matthiessen (2014) assert that
modality is divided into modalization and modulation. The scale of modaliza-
tion includes probability and usuality while modulation involves obligation and
inclination. As Halliday and Mattiessen (2004: pp. 147-150) present it,

Probability: The speaker expresses judgments as to the likelihood or probabil-
ity of something happening or being;

Usuality: The speaker expresses judgments as to the frequency with which
something happens or is. Moreover, Halliday also differentiates proposition
from proposal. Logicians only pay attention to “proposition” used to negotiate
information, while Halliday also regards “proposal” used to exchange goods and
services as a part of modality. Thus, Halliday’s systemic functional grammar that
gives a full description of modality system, in a sense, is more appropriate to

analyze the discourse analysis compared with other theories (Huang, 2001).

3. Research Methods and Questions

To explore the hidden power relations and ideologies through five moderators in
BRICS Talk, the author of this paper conducted a small corpus-based study on
the modality distribution from the perspective of modal verbs and critical dis-
course analysis is adopted. To this end, three questions are put forward as fol-
lows:

1) Do these five corpora share similarities and differences in the overall num-
ber and frequency of modal verbs?

2) Are there variations in the types of modality employed by these five hosts?

3) Are there differences in the power relations reflected in the discourse of five
hosts?

In this research, the author used the UAM Corpus Tool available online

(http://www.corpustool.com/) to annotate modal verbs and then calculated the

frequencies and ratios of them since it is a corpus tagging and analyzing software
mainly aimed at system functional linguistics studies. Firstly, since the live pro-
gram is English-context and official subtitles are not available, we organized five
groups of English graduate students (about 30 students) to transcribe this video
and finally, we together checked the transcription which was finally testified by
native speakers of English. Then the author selected and established five texts by
five hosts from the whole transcription, totaling 6014 words calculated by Mi-

crosoft Word. In particular, there are approximately 864 words in Chriselda’s
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text, 1766 words in Liu’s text, 694 words in Marcelo’s text, 1528 words in Peter’s
text and 1162 words in Vishnu’s text. To help readers understand better, we
drew the following Table 1.

Before tagging on the UAM, the author edited a scheme based on Halliday’s
theory on modality (see Figure 1).

Since there is still room for improvement in automatic annotations, manual
annotations are adopted. The UAM is also used to extract tagged data and cal-
culate numbers and frequencies of modal verbs. Based on these statistical data,
this paper can identify the specific features of modal verbs. Modality can be rea-
lized by finite modal operators and modal adjuncts (Halliday & Matthiessen,
2014). The finite modal operators refer to such modal verbs as can, could, may,
might, should, must, etc., while the modal adjuncts include mood adjuncts and
comment adjuncts (ibid). In the meantime, such expressions as “I think”, “I
suppose”, and “I am sure” are called grammatical metaphors or metaphors of
modality, which belongs to mood adjuncts (Halliday & Matthiessen, 2004). In this
research, we only take account of modal verbs in the process of tagging. According
to Biber et al. (1999: p. 73), modal verbs can be classified into three types:

1) Central modal verbs: can, could, may, might, must, shall, should, will, would.

2) Marginal modal verbs: dare (to), need (to), ought (to), used to.

3) Semi-modal verbs: have to, (had) better, (have) got to, be supposed to, be
going to.

Therefore, based on the modal verbs’ category given by Biber et al. and types
of modality, this paper established a small corpus through UAM Corpus Tool to
find out the differences and similarities of modality.

4. Results

After making annotations of these three types of modal verbs, we finally ob-

tained the analysis results listed in Table 2.

Table 1. Total number of five texts.

Name Chriselda Liu Marcelo Peter Vishnu
Nationality ~ South Africa China Brazil Russia India
Total number 864 1766 694 1528 1162

Probability

/ Obligation /
\
Modality \
/ Obligation

Usuality

Modulation

Inclination

Figure 1. Scheme for annotation.
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Table 2. Features of five texts.

Text Chriselda Liu Marcelo Peter Vishnu
Feature N percent N percent N percent N percent N  percent
Total Units 22 34 14 49 23
Modality N=22 N=34 N=14 N =49 N=23
Modalization 5 22.73% 11 3235% 6 42.86% 5 1020% 8 34.78%
Modulation 17 77.27% 23 67.65% 8 57.14% 44 89.80% 15 6522%
Modalization N=5 N=11 N=6 N=5 N=38
Probability 5 22.73% 11 3235% 6 42.86% 5 1020% 15 34.78%
Usuality 0 0.00% 0 0.00% 0 0.00% 0 0.00% O 0.00%
Modulation N =17 N=23 N=38 N =44 N=15
Obligation 9 4091% 6 17.65% 2 1429% 25 51.02% 8 34.78%
Inclination 8 36.36% 17 50.00% 6 42.86% 19 38.78% 7 30.43%

Table 2 results represent the feature coding of five texts. Through the com-
parison of five texts, we can find that the expression of modulation far exceeds
that of modalization in number and frequency. In detail, Peter uses most units of
modal verbs whereas Marcelo uses least. Obviously, Peter’s usage of modal verbs
is disproportionate to the total words he speaks. On the whole, Marcelo’s text
takes the highest percentage in terms of modalization though its total unit of
modal verbs is the smallest. On the contrary, the text of Peter who uses modal
verbs most, however, accounts for the lowest percentage in this meaning. As for
modulation, it is apparent that the proportion of Peter is much higher than that
of other hosts, especially Marcelo. As such, we have good reason to believe that
Peter rather than other hosts tends to employ modal verbs, particularly those
expressing modulation. Marcelo has a propensity for using modal verbs which
express modalization. Regarding probability, it is not difficult to find that the re-
sult is the same as the modalization result in that usuality is generally represented
by mood adjuncts like usually, sometimes, never, always, etc, but this study is
focused on modal verbs. Moreover, no modal verbs are showing the meaning of
usuality through our search and analysis. As for obligation, Peter’s frequency is
still overwhelming while Marcelo’s usage is fairly far and few between. Another
subtle difference is that modal verbs used to express inclination are employed at
a higher percentage in Liu’s text than other speakers. This may be explained by
the fact that China is the host country of this BRICS Summit and Chinese people
tend to favor modesty and show politeness.

According to Halliday & Matthiessen (2014), modal verbs are a subjective and
implicit means on the speaker’s part. There is a system of three values on modal-
ity, modal verbs included. The diagram of three values on main modal verbs is
listed below (see Table 3).

Then we use UAM Corpus Tool to search the most frequently-used words and
calculate their percentage. The following table illustrates the distribution of

modal verbs in the five texts (see Table 4).
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Table 3. Values of main modal verbs.

values modal verbs
high must, ought to, have to, need to
median will, would, should, be to
low might, may, could, can

Table 4. Distribution of main modal verbs in five texts.

modal verbs total Chriselda Liu Marcelo Peter Vishnu

wording N % N % N % N % N % N %

can 32 2254 3 1364 8 2353 5 3571 9 1837 7 3043
will 24 1690 6 2728 11 3235 1 714 3 612 3 13.05
need to 17 1197 5 2273 2 58 0 000 5 1020 5 2174
have to 16 1127 0 000 2 588 0 0.00 14 2857 0 0.00
would 12 845 1 455 3 882 3 2143 1 204 4 1739
should 8§ 563 0 000 2 588 2 1429 2 408 2 8.70

Since some modal verbs like “be supposed to” and “could” are scarcely used in
the whole text, the table does not include them but shows modal verbs occurring
most frequently such as “can”, “will”, “need to”, “have to”, “would”, and
“should”. It is found that both Chriselda and Liu utilize “will” more than other
modal verbs as well as other male hosts. Interestingly, Chriselda never uses
modal verbs like “have to” and “should”. That is, she seems to have a particular
preference for median-value modal verbs, which is also true of Liu. We can also
see that “can” occupies a larger proportion in Marcelo’s text, which proves that
he is inclined to use low-value modal verbs to express his intentions and judg-
ments. Another discovery is that such modal verbs as “have to” and “need to” do
not appear in his text. It demonstrates that Marcelo prefers to use modal verbs
expressing probability and inclination rather than obligation, which is coinci-
dent with previous findings. It is also found that “have to” is used most widely
and “would” is little mentioned in Peter’s whole text. This is a good mirror of his
inclination to utter high-value modal verbs that convey the meaning of obliga-
tion. As for Vishnu, he uses significantly more “can” than other modal verbs,
which is a metaphor for his predilection for low-value modal verbs.

Overall, the usage of “can” makes up a larger proportion than that of other
modal verbs, which turns out that low-value modal verbs are most favored by
speakers. In addition, median-value modal verbs like “will” and “would” are also
often mentioned in their utterance since they are distributed evenly in the five
texts. In a word, the amount of low and median value modals is slightly higher
than that of high-value modals. However, high-value modal verbs like “have to”
and “need to” are tremendously employed by Peter, which leads to the increase
of total units. Different modal values, in a sense, can reflect different social sta-

tuses and power relations.
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5. Discussion

In the last part, we reviewed the experiment results of contrastive analysis. This
part strives to analyze the power distribution hidden in their dialogue. As Fou-
cault pointed out, where there is a discourse, there is power. Power is the driving
force that operates discourse (Schneck, 1987). Hence, some examples are chosen
in this section. Organized by CGTN, this unprecedented TV program invites
four co-hosts except for Chinese host Liu to speak their voice about the devel-
opment of BRICS under the new circumstances throughout the world. Their di-
alogue, to some extent, can reflect the underlying power relations. According to
the given information of these five hosts, the power distribution can be pre-
sented as Marcelo = Vishnu < Liu = Chriselda < Peter.

Marcelo and Vishnu prefer to use low and median value modals in their dis-
course, which results in a large percentage of probability and inclination. Let’s
take a closer look at some examples selected from their texts.

1) But what kind of tracks this American position can post in the international
community. (Marcelo)

2) And I think our people, the people from Brazil, from China, South Africa,
all of our people should have the opportunity to have this kind of information
more often. (Marcelo)

3) We don’t see you as a threat. We would like you to be a friend. (Vishnu)

4) No, she’s asking an important question about what can be done in terms of
mechanism. (Vishnu)

Here, “can” is nearly used in declarative sentences which often signifies prob-
ability or inclination. Marcelo and Vishnu try to use low-value modal verbs to
express uncertainty and avoid being absolute. For one thing, these models can be
used to mitigate their assertions; for another, they can also be an ideal way to
show politeness and save the speaker’s face. Different modal verbs can play dif-
ferent semantic functions. According to the classification of Palmer (1990), there
is a tendency that Brazil’s and India’s hosts employ more epistemic and dynamic
modality to expound their opinions. Furthermore, they would like to speak less
and listen to other voices. Equal as the interpersonal relationship between five
hosts seems, Marcelo and Vishnu are positioned in a subordinate status through
their discourse. Evidently, they do not control or command others and are rela-
tively powerless in the talk.

Chriselda and Liu tend to use low and median modal verbs like “can”, “will”,
but they will also resort to “need to” in order to arouse the feelings of the au-
dience by explaining what BRICS countries should do next. For example:

1) And we think that once this BRICS summit does get underway, these lead-
ers will need to find tangible solutions. (Chriselda)

2) ...but it really brings back to what we’ve all been saying, about the fact that
we need to tell our own stories, we cannot have other people telling our stories,
and it gives a complete, different view of exactly what our countries are about.
(Chriselda)
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3) Vishnu, you are defense editorial principal anchor from NDTV, so natural-
ly you probably will be looking more at security, national defense and deadline.
(Liu)

4) But we need to believe in the same thing, for instance, openness, inclusive-
ness, cooperation and win-win. (Liu)

Chriselda and Liu are more likely to employ low and median value modal
verbs more as a way of elaborating their views. This preference is similar to that
of Marcelo and Vishnu. However, these two female moderators, particularly
Chriselda use more deontic modality to show obligation or responsibility. This
difference may be caused by women’s desire for discourse power under femin-
ism (Zhao, 2001). According to Mazibuko (2017), patriarchy dominates the so-
cial relations in South Africa currently, but a few women manage to mediate
power control. In the meantime, Liu, the leading host of this show, acts as a good
coordinator during the whole process. Nevertheless, she endeavors to guide this
talk rather than persuade to control others even though she has the right to do
so. This may be closely related to Chinese collective culture, which favors group
interests and modesty rather than disputation (Hofstede, 2001). As such, we
maintain the idea that Chriselda and Liu fail to be powerful in their talk.

Compared with the above four hosts, Peter uncovers his great power through
his speech. Here are some examples:

1) And we have to use the rule of law, facts, verifiable facts and always try to
stay away from sermonizing. (Peter)

2) Well, we can...we can and we have to do it, because your algorithm can
disappear. (Peter)

It is noted that Peter even uses “have to” fourteen times to express necessity or
obligation. He tends to tell people what to do and seems to firmly believe that his
viewpoints are right. Not only does he take the initiative to voice out on his part,
but also he takes to interrupt others in a bid to give comments. Based on Hofs-
tede’s (2001) dimensions, Russia features high power distance, which puts an
emphasis on social status and power. Thus, this cultural factor may account for

his power control during the conversation.

6. Conclusion

To sum up, the distribution of modal verbs is somewhat similar across the five
corpora, with modulation receiving about 70% of modality. Marcelo contributes
least to the modulation expression while Peter contributes most to it. In general,
the scale of inclination outnumbers that of obligation, which demonstrates that
hosts are more likely to express willingness using modal verbs. Moreover, there
are some subtle differences in the value of modals. On the whole, hosts are in-
clined to adopt low and median value modal verbs to give expression to their
uncertain feelings. This is partly because the words used by the public figures
can represent national images and they will lower their stance and hedge their

assertions. However, Peter attracts extra attention in that high-value modal verbs
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are abundant in his language.

In addition to the variations in the usage of modal verbs, this study also re-
veals the hidden relationship among discourse, power and ideology through
critical discourse analysis. In terms of power relations, Peter is more powerful
than other anchors in discourse. By contrast, Marcelo gives such an impression
that he is too weak in discourse to affect the talk. Despite the same length of
time, five corpora are distinguishable: from the number of words to the fre-
quency of modal verbs. This may be inextricably associated with cultural and
linguistic factors since they come from different countries and they are not na-
tive speakers of English. Besides, their discourse also reflects and construes ide-
ology. Their dialogue is a battle between ideology and power. When they state
views, they will undoubtedly allow for national interests, thus their words are
fraught with ideological nature.

This paper enriches the research that compares the use of modal verbs in
hosts from different countries and helps to advance our knowledge about power
relations hidden in the discourse. However, the time limit determines the small
corpora of this study. Furthermore, the study source is based on the spoken Eng-
lish of five hosts who are not native English speakers, they are more likely to
misuse modal verbs, which may influence the analysis results. The usage of
modal verbs can be explored in different discourses such as in the political and
legal context, which may reveal different results. Also, it is of research value to
analyze the reasons behind the power relations from an interdisciplinary pers-

pective like cross-culture and education.
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