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Aims

• to present a theory-informed approach to teaching of critical thinking 
related to sustainable development (SD),

• to present an approach focussed on analysing values in discourse.



What does evaluating values 
have to do with EAP 

for a more sustainable world?



Values

"Values permeate academic discourse. 

They underpin evaluations of what is right and what is wrong; 
what is good and what is bad; what is worthwhile and what is 
worthless. 

Although such evaluations are regularly contested across 
communities and intellectual fields, within communities or 
fields they are often remarkably consistent and stable; if one 
puts a foot wrong, it is obvious to all those listening. In this 
sense, evaluations do not just attribute meaning to that being 
evaluated, they also position the person doing the 
evaluation." 

(Doran, 2020, p. 151)



What does it mean 
for students?

" For students learning a discipline, this means it is not sufficient 
to simply learn the 'content' of a field, they must also learn its 
values. 

While in some disciplines these values will be heavily 
emphasised and in others they may be relatively downplayed, 
what is common is that they are often highly implicit and 
assumed by those who hold them." (Doran, 2020, p. 151)

In EAP (and arguably, beyond) this poses a problem for how to 
see, evaluate, and challenge these values and the language used 
to communicate them.



What can we 
do about it?

One idea of how to approach this 
is through theory, such as: 

• a concept of appraisal from 
Systemic Functional Linguistics 
(SFL) (Martin & White, 2005), 

• a concept 
of axiological constellations fro
m Legitimation Code Theory 
(LCT) (Maton, 2014), 

• or both those concepts 
combined (Doran, 2020; Szenes, 
2021).



Two-step analysis

STEP 1: Seeing values STEP 2: Clustering values
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Who/what is being valued 
positively/negatively

What evaluative language is used 
to support/downplay this value
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Evaluation of the text

The analysis suggests that the text is heavily biased (one-sided) as most 
evaluative comments related to the value of SFGs are made by the 
author and only one is credited to a different source. This negatively 
affects the text’s credibility. 

Moreover, the analysis reveals that the author’s (evaluator’s) attitude 
towards SDGs is mostly positively charged in terms of the concept of 
SDGs, and negatively charged in relation to their effectiveness. This 
might mean that the author’s stance on SDGs is that they cannot be 
achieved.



What is your key take-away?
Why?

What will be its implications for your practice?



References

• Doran, Y. (2020). Seeing values: Axiology and 
affording attitude in Australia's 'invasion'. In: 
J.R. Martin, K. Maton, Y.J. Doran (Eds), 
Accessing Academic Discourse: Systemic 
Functional Linguistics and Legitimation Code 
Theory. Routledge.

• Martin, J.R. & White, P.R.R. (2005). The 
language of Evaluation: Appraisal in English. 
Palgrave Macmillan.

• Szenes, E. (2021). Neo-Nazi environmentalism: 
The linguistic construction of ecofascism 
in a Nordic Resistance Movement manifesto. 
Journal for Deradicalisation, 27.

Special thanks to

• Colleagues from the UK LCT 
Group

• Colleagues from University of 
Bristol Centre for Academic 
Language and Development 
LCT SIG  


