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Abstract

Since ancient times, family conflicts have existed in every family. This research mainly discusses
how to construct victim identity in family conflict and the function of this identity to conflict. This
paper is based on 5 hours of video clips of conflict discourse, in which the conflicting parties con-
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struct their own victim identities for 178 times. Multimodal conversational analysis is used to de-
scribe the pragmatic function of victim identity construction in conflict discourse, focusing not
only on the role of direct speech acts in exacerbating or alleviating conflicts, but also on the influ-
ence of non-verbal behaviors such as gestures, eyes and tone. It is found that in the conflict dis-
course, both parties will construct their own victim identity to blame the other party, while belit-
tling the other party’s behavior and quality. The findings of this study have some implications for
the study of conflict discourse and can be used for reference in the construction of harmonious
family relations.
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Figure 1. Husband gnashed his teeth
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Figure 2. Husband pursed his lips
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Figure 3. Husband turned to his wife
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Figure 4. Husband still turned to his wife
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Figure 5. Husband turned and looked at his wife
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Figure 6. Husband pointed to wife and then pointed to the rostrum
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