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[0 O dence in the truth of a proposition] but also an attitude to the audience] [J [0 Hyland[J 20000 .[7 From
this view[] hedges can be considered as the interac-tive elements which serve as a bridge between the prepositional
informa-tion in the text and the writer's factual interpretation.[] In other words[] hedging is not simply a prudent
insurance against overstating an assertion] but also a rational interpersonal strategy which both supports the

O writer'sC] position and builds writer-reader(] relationship[]

Hedging is critical in AD because it helps gain communal acceptanceld] [1 for knowledge.[J Scientific truth is as
much a social as an intellectual catego-ry[] and the distinction writers make between their subject matter and
howthey want their readers to understand their relationship to it is crucial tosuch a highly self-conscious form of
discourse. Not only does it influencethe effectiveness and credibility of argumentation] but helps define what it
[J means to write science. Degree of cognitive probability and generality often] facilitate[] or even determine[]
the comprehension of a message. The as-sessment of propositions therefore places epistemic modality in a
criticalrole[] because the selection of devices can influence the ratification of argu-ments. Effective academic
writing is like any other kind of discourse inlJ that it is interactivel] it involves writers trying to influence their
readers by[] persuading them of the correctness of their view[] but arguments have to bel] expressed in ways that
are acceptablel] meaningful and plausible to theld members in academic community.[] Here the main point for a
writer is how[J to make his knowledge claims] which is in effect a process of wrestling[] with knowledge claims[]
[0 O 4. 3. 3. 1 Knowledge claims and scientific truth Scientific truth can be manipulated to persuade readers of the
author's] O contribution to a debate[] and hedges play a large part in accomplishingd O this. Writers may thus
hedge their commitment to accepted knowledged tol [ new findings[] or to what those findings mean.

[ Essentially(] the goal of aca-demic writers is to establish their claims as factsC] using the resources of[] the
language to promote their work.[] Then a statement of a knowledgeclaim is at the heart of a RALl and the writer's
purpose is to create a text[]
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