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Abstract

The aim of this study is to reconsider the concept of ‘discourse’, spotlighting the viewpoints of the paradigm of Critical

Discourse Analysis (CDA). ‘Discourse’ has been diversely defined by leading theorists depending on their disciplines, such as

linguistics, sociolinguistics, and sociology including ethnomethodology or Foucault’s theory of knowledge / power.

First, we review lexical meaning of ‘discourse’ as it is defined in various dictionaries. Then, we outline various

sociolinguistic definitions of the term in reference to Discourse Analysis. The main discussion consists of two parts which deal with

the frame of reference in CDA. The first examines Van Dijk’s concept of ‘discourse’ and the second reviews Fairclough’s argument

that ‘discourse’ is language use conceived as social practice.
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1. XL

Sl R OBRETIR T RN & U THESETEN
FTTAHEL T D, TDO—HT, SilbOWVIESEHM DR
PNTHDIA E VAR Z & o Al & <
FEH L CEBEAREMmLI2OHLE LTI VT ANV - T4 A
21— « 7 U 3 A(Critical Discourse Analysis)7s 1980 44
P BV BERINOFE 2 NI 2 iebiutdiz, AARTE
iU THERIEST + 2R —2 04T THEHIREGEE O AT) . THEH
FIS ST B DUNE CDA &5 IEFRT 1990 F4R0 HREAUT
WMRPTTHLINTND,

ZIZTHEEE LT 54 22— (discourse)MEMH I41T
WHNEOFEOFGEE LT [#6GE 50T [E8 185256
TN D, ZHHOIRFEIRE < O TRO ZHDOFR5 5>
DIRELTWD, [3REE] 1353875R, Sl 13 RChF
AT ELD, RIS, [S3ELtER] DFERDS S 535
HDHNE THE OEBLMCESZBOTIENEZ b
WIS > L CTHEWIHETT 2 2 & D7V EROWIEE) -
TWDHE D ThD, 35 OFGEISETFO—a8r L LTt
REETORIRCH 2D [HEEMT) TSNS —J5. TE7
EWVVIFREHIM « 7 —a—0M,/ M a0 S S A s s
%, AHFEIL discourse’ DEESIZ OV T A X L-YLTBIRS 5
ArEZ & 5 Z “discourse’ DFRFEILE D EH LI BRI 5 =

LR EOFEEDFE (T4 2a—2)) #HND,

(54 Za—2R] &0 ) FRENET B EOFEE &
525 IO CTHREE I HETHD B2 D, TOMEEE
BRI Z OGO ETR U205 2 & U0 RE 28
FUTIRD D BB TH D, oL, [F 4 Aa—AL13ih] &
195 Z &2 <z 0T\ 2 LIHERRNIED BT 5
ZEITHB LRTIUTR B, SHiEEA B9 2 HREOB IR
LIZT 7 A NEOGHT R T8 D Z LIdRE72 0k d =
LI hatazp, & UTHBEIT 4 A a— AT 5%
I E S TEDIH OB 2> TODITTO 5 4 Za—R)
DFFAICADNTHIFREDMEE B ) RETHAH ', it
T 4 A a—R 2D b DDT 1 7Y LRI TEE
IR A OCND 2, AT G B ASRHRIZ L C L E -
TVAZERHBRL TLESTNDZ & & SCEIINTEM LE
FTEVHIBENDLT 4 AT = AR OV THE L TNETLY,
ZIUZ Lo THEHIRT ¢ A 32— 23 DR RS A N 2T
WS ZED—ITRIUTS VDN TH B,

ARAOMERIL, FIDIZ 74 Aa—R ] OFFERER AL
LIeDOBHAREFEF THESINDT 4 A2 — AR OV TR
T, otk $LHT 23— 2O FEGHE TH D
Teun A.van Dijk & N. Fairclough D7 A = —ABUZ DN TEES
ERBII,
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2. [F4Ra—R] OREENES

TAAA=ZERE IV D D THLIEWEICT 57
DOEFE RNNTTZ LI, TOX — LOREN AN, B
PEdD DUVNISHRATREME A D P2 5 LN Z & T, &
Teo 74 23— ISAAFET T3 HOWVE TGE L%
NEIGREN, E 60 HiEEE L ORI A m TR
WEIR D Z L BIRIUSHHEE NI TS, INHTT 4 AT—A
BESEAL D \TH T2 BN T RE 2 L ITRFEHER T 5
ZETHAH, BRI TCODIEOERITE DEOMEE
PP U HEFEINTRT B O TR, #amOE D #i0 Ol
fa AN 57250, T, ERERHLCT (530
IXEDIHTEINTNDED, Fhud, T2 EETHC 2 &, &
7o, ZOR LRtEnTnWd (AR]85 5 W) . F7z. [RKGE
WZoWTIEL, [OIFR L, b=y, 23, 6 T#EEE Ob
DENZDWTORIRR &Rl _T-58, B TG & ER
Sh, EARMIZIZAEN GRS, Bupmzaite) 7248
ELTRY, FApe R CofiionF oM 2R LT e
VY,

WICHERIRFIUC £ 5 (7 4 A 22— (discourse) DBER AR D
AFORE LTRD 4 OBZHET LI TN D [V—=T7 AGEFK
(G2 PN EE DN

1 G ARG, Pi¥lecture) ; A, ST

2 HUARE ; 56, #KGf(conversation)

3 [S#B]Rfit(narration) ; #5E, San (O« FEEEOFHEAES
1K)

() Heptaes) s &) AEME
1 DFGEHIRAFTT, ZNLINIRAHELFATHD, 22
THEAT20IT THEE & (S0 O O0FGETH D, [#5E)
I 2BLO3OWATREN, 21X HFERI72EFE(conversation)
LLCOHGERERL, 3T FDY—LL LT (3G
ThDH, ZOFEET MY eS L ONRFEDFHEO SR i
FHCHEASINDTDFENHIEENLETH D, [7GE L)
ZHIRRFEALHETHH SO TS HAFEROTHHT=E-T
EFT D ERMEHSND, —FH T, SEF T FEE &
WL TREEEHT) @ THEE) 2T O CRKCS bioE -7
TEFHB Z RN RWMEAICH D, b 5 —DDIER TR EFGE

[E) ZOWTIE (O - BEEOFHAIESE) & D5
HrenTnsd, 2 THEHfEZRENC ST LD PR
EHE) EWVIFEFINTIEERTH D, T EIEORITTITHEIT S
FEC AR LiHmhy, [EFRE] CEZS Nz T2 &IECRlt
T b, Fho, 20 BRETOIMEEL VAEIESKR &
L COSEHMEE & DFEODE MRV DRV E ZAIZZ DR
FROEEL S D,

YKiZ. The Oxford English Dictionary [Second Edition]iZ X %
‘discourse’ DEF LSBT 5, ZDFE (‘discourse’) 1T 7 7

S

> A 3B (Old French) ® “discours’ {Z FH 3k L 7 7 38 @

‘discursus’(‘running to and fro’ D E)CEFEZ B, LLT,

‘discourse’ DF7Z S I EREFIFET B,

1. onward course; process or succession of time, events,
actions, etc.

2. the act of the understanding, by which it passes from
premises to consequences

3. communication of thought by speech; ‘mutual intercourse
of language’

4. narration; a narrative, tale, account
a spoken or written treatment of a subject, in which it is
handled or discussed at length; a dissertation, treatise,
homily, sermon, or the like

6. a

b. familiarity with a subject; conversancy

familiar intercourse, familiarity

comb.

special comb.; discourse analysis

Linguistics, a method of analyzing the structure of texts or
utterances longer than one sentence, taking into account
both their linguistic content and their sociolinguistic

context; analysis performed using this method

S EOHMHGE L LT discourse’ ~DE MKIx 8 FE ITH
SN TV B RZE DG O discourse’ & D b O O BLE 1T ‘the
structure of texts or utterances longer than one sentence’ &9
ECBL EDR DT 7 A MOFFEOGE) D Z & 21T,
F72, OED TERINTWD L 9 iz discourse’ AMAFEIZ Hzk
HHbDThHD I & EBZIUIFFFITEOERE D Z L1
IHIDBBITIR DD Ly, LU, ALFEEIIT & 2 E#
BT,

1. Gl Ae—F, B B Orgto) N

2. () A7) - FE - FHLE DR S B, RI2H
LVGE

L ReRd) BE (3R L). S5

. [CCEREEE

. [38] Sk, SHi. #5655 (1) [langue D]

(BB E LTo) Sl ; (. #) sl [ OUVT O

FH intuition D]

7. GRXOES E L)

ERTAEIX, LEERHLTOERITIL T53 DOFRGEED &
AT (5FRRBLIV6FEADEA) TRINTVDZLETHD,
—OIIEREFOMEL LT [Fil) THY b5 —oiF I (E48
LLTD) Sl Thd, ZHUTT T AFEETD 154 27
—/L] (discoursylE&xiE, M« 77— - HESTERICR IR
R LT SPHREESOEM OB TH D & B % 5,

[ 20N BN




31

T A AT AREDOHE

3. THEEAHT] (EREREY) CRBITDT 4 Aa—A &
AHICTD, T4 A=A, T, KEAERI OV TOELIL
FOH COERICRET 5, ZHHOREEN HFEH &
FRIESUR COfEA CIIENENEREN R 52 L, ZLT
[RRAE) ITDUWNTIR S — i S A58 GEEMEZHTONC
W) Wz, FEREE TOETOEDOER L OTEIb- Lz
IR A 52 2IFRICH 720 9 5, IbIZ, Bz Lo, —
OZFRHEF & Vo THENN—FE TR BVDT 4 7Y v
DIRADDESTND Z LITRRT 27 « A 23— A& OBEHE
MRS D, BFEQ001:22)1% [ 4 Aa—R) ~OT Fu—F%
SFESERFMNTFIC L HENEIERLTWD, FlxiE, 53
FD 77 A NSREF) DD [FEEH T Amm ) <0 [REAR)
U NS T2 LIRS, A4 —T 7 v a Dt
e (G UL, Aok . £ LTts
FD [SFEOHT) 7R EEREN L TND, Fo, 5T T
FE) OFRRFEROBLEND ST 4 A T—R5HTICBIL
AT HAVPHS VTV S (IR)11,2001:65) , Fairclough(1993:134)
i, 54 Aa—2] A5 (social theorists and analysts)
&SRB (linguists) TN FAUC L - T S A i ORE T
b5 LT 55, E7- Schiffiin(1994:20-41)i%discourse’ % .
XA R HHALE LT S5E(language above sentence)[Stubbs
(1983)] = Z 78 ff J (language use)[Fasold(1990),
Fairclough(1989)] . & & IZ 1% % & (utterances)[Hurford and
Heasley (1983)] & LC& & 2 HFMEIE A FAN L5,
Fairclough (1993)2%R9" K 9127 4 A a— A& H
DUVNTEFEFENETUIIBN TR - T DERIBIC DUV TESR
HNZBER A B 72 ) 1L LOICSFEEORNZ DN TR 5,
CTITEEFLV) DIFHEEFEFOZ L E2R L IFRTILR
T Z¥ET, TREEEONT & DBV RS X 9 I discourse’
VS H—AIT THGEE LW I FGEEE 52 TND, FIUTIktE
DEREECIE THGEAHT) R TGS OlESE LD L oice b
ZTCWDDTED Dy, AH T X19892)FZD L 9 7slhlco
WTBITFD LS IZFER LT 5,

X550 (discourse analysis) &\ D FIEEIIMRD CTHUVE
WD, AETIE, AT Z OFREE EIC TARIZAE U=,
WA Z 2B A SRR UL S # 8 L DRGSO D
BHRICHWD Z 812725, RENTIE-T, FHUEX
(sentence) & 5V MEHi(clause) D_ED T o 7 I BT B ERE
HEDOWIIE, 1o C, REBICBIT HEHEDIHL L D3EhI
TeT I A REWole, K REREFEHNL Ot ATET,
AP R, FEEAHTIIHAHSIIRICIT 2 S35 M. FrC
&5 LM O BA/EH(interaction), BIH, %fff(dialogue) %
o,

AE T RCED THEEMT BEO THEE 1287 55
TEIRD 4 JITEREND, (1) TG &y HEEIRD T
HOE, Q) T#GE & TANCAELE, ka2 5
EROEIEIE BBAITEFICED) ) LEebrd, Q)EAR
W&, T#8RE) % [3C(sentence)d 5\ \iZHi(clause) D LD Z 7
\ET D EEHEE] DFE D (SRR D FIEORM L HE
BT I AR ELTEBRD, @FD T3 Lix TH
ST 35 5 SaRtM (i) | 2457

(IZDNTUE, AZ w7 A0 TTEEESHT) &9 HIREIImR
HTHWEW CFEHT D08, ERECE RGO &) X
Vb [3EE] (‘discourse’) & 5 FIEEOIEARR HWVEWTH 5 &
W2 D, FITHHE L TOMASRERE R T 57201
X ORI RE R DMEDERNPLETHD, £ZT, QF
LUQ) CHI Lz £ 5 1c, Tokeh % TR U, stk
T B SRk OER S, D% Y 3(sentence)d D\ I
(clause)D LD T o 7 IZfiriE+ % SiEtEi(the organization of
language above the sentence or above the clause)[Stubbs, M.
(1983 D] EEFK L TVDD, bbbV EWRERTHDHZ &
IS/, FOBmE LT, —oik, TARKCAELKE) &)
B, O LIEDORD LV, HHVIHFEE VAL LONA
SR O LTET 174 L . @TEkLEL DI,
FD LD BREEEASERRSIRC T 5 O Th D LV I F
KIIFETHHOTIIRNEA I Dy, b, AZ vy T X
NS LIRS BSRON A UTe b DO TH B & THUL,
Q) TR LI L S ICRFEITBIT 5 SHEREINT /7 A PR
v a—F ¢ 7 SIDIGH ISR N 2 B D &< A5
ot gER Gk, HE, HO0EA T ArX—) MME
FIL, BRI & 5 7athafy/eBisk & 12T L C FAEIC B
PITA L % LIROZ RIS Th 5, T35 OERICET 5
DHOBHUWEMEL, TEEEE) % [S(sentence)d 5\ iffi(clause)
DLEDZ 7B T L EEEE] EHELTOWDHIRTHD,
FNREMAINZIT S50 D SHEOR L ENT-T 7
AR ELTEBZILNDDTHDN, ZOERIVNT ikamlk
EOFFRIBRIRZR IR > T LE 9 OTIH eV Wy, Ry 3
REBG U SREF ORI Oan Chiul, HHREM TR
O TR TREE] OREPHZBUE LG b b0EB 2
729 2 LIXARECH S LB, LnL, T#6E Zrkais
WRCETHEEL TR L L 5 L8R 0T, SHCSHEEHL
HZWVNIEHERESICHET I a—F 4 ST a4 T D
BRZHEZ Y 5 A2 IOVEREBRE LoD [#E6 O
EREDRNINE VIR LTIl oTLEHEA D,

PAE, TREEEHT) OF 4 A 23— AR T DU THREI ekt
BRI TEIN, FHUL [E5ELHE) OBIRIZOVWTO
BRI T HHASTEF ORI DL D TH D, fh
SERIISIECMRR L OBBEICRIT BHE R (Z LIX LS.
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ZLIEOMR S, HHWNIZ LITE A - RRA) ICET
BEAA A TUT L bR EICT D HOTIER, Ll
S Lt L OB AR LTSS, FD [ty o7
D THLMENRIS (23RO DG HHWEZ LI
DY 2 Db ET) G Licdoio e %
HELT [FRELR) 2L T R biET « Aa—2 &
VIR Y 72 SREFD/NT XA MBI E-o TN DIZERRZ
L EBbND, RETCIE, 2D X577 TREET Oz
EHEE T2 5 BB O RPEEE SFEOBLEBUI D IAA TN
HRHIT 4 A a— AR 5T 4 Aa— A& 2T 5.,

4. BT 4 R —RGWCRT 5T + Aa—R &
4. 1. VanDijk ©F ¢ 2 a—2 &

ZVT IV T g ZAa—RA « TF YR (Lifh CDA) OF
i d T A. van Dijk (L4« 2 7) & N. Fairclough (4
%7 =T T7) Thd, ML bEELtt20RIzET L
‘discourse’ a1 2 L O TH LD/ NG TIXETD [F 4 Aa—
A BEEL R D, IZUDIEA 7D (5 4 Aa—R]

AICOWTHEBIT 58, #4270 154 23— HDHNNZ
CDA TR DREEDMEIICBIN TV D50ih % 4 AUZE LT
LUT 279 (Van Dijk, 1998:193-4),

(1) In order to understand how ideology relates to discourse, let
me first summarize my discourse theoretical framework,
especially since this is somewhat different from others that
study both discourse and ideology, such as the more

philosophical approach by Foucault(p.193).

ZA 7132 0FE (Ideology : a multidisciplinary approach)
DIRINTA TARF— LT 4 Aa—2R L ORROFS &k 5
DTHLHR, FTVE BN [F 4 2a—2] RO TD
HEERI2D, FAT7bRODHEZATHLIN, HO 54
Za—2A| &M » 7—a—DFNERRLOTHD, ZD
BERIIOBIZEERT D7 =7 7 7 7 O3 LR b O TH
2o

(2) In the everyday practice of discourse studies, however, we
often also use a more restricted primary meaning of 'discourse’.
In that case, we abstract the verbal dimension of the spoken or
written communicative act of a communicative event, and
usually refer to this abstraction as talk or text(p.194).

FANE T4 RAa—2R) %, GEShZ0ENNIZY Lic=
Ra=b—va T ADOSREME MBI T 5 R (verbal
dimension) Db D & L TEKTHDTH D, DFEV | [&FH°T

JAR] ELTTF 4 Aa—AERILTHDTH D,

(3) That is, in this sense, 'discourse' is rather being used to refer
to the accomplished or ongoing "product’ of the communicative
act, namely, its written or auditory result as it is made socially
available for recipients to interpret. 'Discourse' in that case is
the general term that refers to a spoken or a written verbal

product of the communicative act(p.194)..

F A=A LA 2=l 3 ATADEY (product) T
HYFER (esul) THD, WETIUL, 71 Aa—AT@tHF
R E FHMEROT-DIH BN TE D L O IR > TN D
W2 ENINTCVEIZLIEY) LI b ODOFERTH D,

(4) In the same way as linguists abstract grammatical
properties from actual verbal utterances, discourse analysts do
so when they describe, for example, gestures, intonation,
graphical design, narrative structures,

pauses, repairs,

metaphors, turns, closing sequences, and so on(p.194)..

SEEFENERO Z LRI X DRGEO SCENRFE 2
LOEFL LI T 4 Aa—A0HE b O ZITHIRY HiH,
MY B, 7T 7 4 v I TVA | e, AX T 7
HEHER, # TR L a2l 25 A T OSUEEE 25| X
HTDTHD, DEV. T4 Aa—20H b SEFE Ok
& BRI STER 2B HTIC B L A D TH .

FRO)~DIZBNTE A 7 OFT 4 Aa—2A&HHWET
A A=A OIFERINERI SN D, A T A F—~DEE
ERBIRIINCHED, XA 71X 7—a—0HEEECTHSE
THEHRFOME [T 4 Aa—2) &% L LT, #it
HIT 4 AT—AWHET 7 A N3 D\ NISTERNTSS S 36
FHUTEAL LT A QDD DT D,

A 7%, ICDA &iEfil2>) [CDA O BENHTAHY LS
WKL TR D X SITE X T, DT 4 A —A DN
& DENEESL7-E TV D, (Van Dijk, 1993),

(5) In general, the answers to such questions presuppose a
study of the relations between discourse, power, dominance,
social inequality and the position of the discourse analyst in

such social relationships (p. 249).

(6) Unlike other discourse analysts, critical discourse analysts
(should) take an explicit sociopolitical stance: they spell out
their point of view, perspective, principles and aims, both

within their discipline and within society at large (p.252).
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SIFG)TRT LB, [CDA &ixahy) EDORWIH LT,
T A= AR, SR L ORI S L 20 L9 et
KEHRIZIT D7 1 23— ZOHEOALIE & DDV EOBHRIC
B ABEAARE LT D, E25 IO TR, T+ Aa—
RGNS (S SRERORMEICIST 5 [REGEHT) AP
LIBES T, JEHIIT ¢ A 20— AT OB 1T/
RN E LD (RETHD) ik~ BEIITAT L0
SRR & A AR O O/ TE OB, FRB L O BE
ISR T 20 THD, DL KA 71T CDA #FRIC
B AE A BEIANNTIAC 2 v N B2 L &ELDD, £
OIWHFEIBIHG TRENT- L ICEEFNTEE L DO
Thbd, TNHT A AT—AGHENNER L HIRY 7277
A MW 2 5EwE & 2D Th D, RA MNEL DT
A AT—ARFIUCIBNTIIZSEME, HVEWSITESD B
BN H ST, FA 7IET 4 Aa—AGHCEF L, £h
HEREFOIFEROUTTIRE L7z b DT, 2F Y fafids
EDSHT RS 5 = L1 T2(p.197)°,

ZDEHITHA 7 D CDA BIOKIT— 2L, Wb D 7k
FEOMT) DR L 1 TE > THSBURRIZRRTE (AT,
ST, X)) IS OB LA 28 Th D, f
IS E EREOMRE IR T 5 LD TH DI, FOT 4T
UNZET D TGN 13RS R & LA 7203 5
b, AT AR - Vo Tz fEllE Tk LT AN WD
NI LBOFMNEE Th o7z, Tiwdz., ¥ A 27 d CDA %
SREONT LA OHIEE BT 2R A TH Y R TH~A
J VT 4 DOREREE LTD CDA 1L DV = U A —HfFEis B 272
iz G5k 1998), 2 LT, #1427 D CDAMIFED S H—>D
ReSUE, 2 OIERMICIWCTHARIINIM « 77— 2 — DM 15
DX edlilEnit), FHHRC LD bOTIT AR, HET
HETH CUER) BILICH LD HDTH D,

HA 27D CDA OIERD S &7 DRI IERAMIBE S OB
Thb, Skt NEOHWEEMET Dk E LT T3
A EWVWH T A—E—HfFH LT, [ 748 135z b
EDL MBI E B LOTHD GRAMNAR LD THD) |
(‘Ideologies are cognitive’. [Van Dijk (1995:244)))& H\ N, [
T AR X 3SR MN R b O TH D (‘Ideologies are
sociocognitive’.[p.245]) £ iBRRTND, FA 71T 4 Aa—Ak
FENOBMRRER A DX 1 DX S IZEPRLZ Y, Fhuc Liuds
4 A —ZHEEE Ta T 7 X MOHAER] HHVE T
g ICEESNLbDLE LTVESIT BT D, E, 7
+ A 2 — 2RI TS B2 R (properties) & R4 T 5 DT
B, FNEFRIKIGIZH D O & UTHEE L7 amrohe
(cognition)ZHA L, 74 Aa—ALBETHHDE LTHR
INTWD, ZORHABYZRBERITE A 72 & O (personal
cognition) & 2475 & D(social cognition)i 23T HIA T4 1

NS
IS = RE

—IEEDLRDNANLE ST BD,
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CONTEXT, RACTION
DISCOURSE

Pragmatics: speech acts |
Expressions Style Rhetoric
-Non-verbal structures (variation (special
-Phonological structures of forms) operations)
-Graphical structures 6%

Sentence form: Syntax

-Anaphora i

Meaning: Semantics Schematic

-Local, sequential structures

coherence P (superstructures)

-Global coherence: -Narrative

Topics -Argumentative

417 COGNITION

Context model Sociocultural
knowledge
e
-Lexicon
-Discourse rules
i -Scripts
-etc.
Event/Situation 2
model P
A < :
Group attitudes
Old event model A
i Y
Ideologi
| GeneraAlizedmOdels | deologies
V {
Personal goals
e Values
and principles
SOCIAL
EPISODIC
L MEMORY —— MEMQRY
(Social
(Personal i
cognition) cognition)

SOCIETAL STRUCTURES: Group. group relations, institutions

1 Schematic representation of the relations between

ideologies (and other cognitions) and various discourse

structures in their interactional and societal contexts.
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4. 2. N.Fairclough 5 ¢ 2 =— L&

A7 LS CDA #EDT =T 7 T T DT 4 Aa— Rk
Bt %, 3T 4 Aa—R &L b2 8EEE LTRO K S 7
2 —ALEHEd % (1) language use (2) social practice (3) order
of discourse, = Z Tit. (NBLUUIOWTELRENMZGNC
B4 AE2IBIF RIS, 777770 CDA B LW
T4 A= ZEEOBSLS T RHRIE, 77 A NERYR LA SR
SRR DT R 33 Z 780 TN B ARV 5 & 7 DR
ARERIIHET, HREN U2V ONLT 2T )L « AXT
A=A, BHDHWNIA « 7T A DNTFT=—HE, M- 7—=
—OH/ HETTRREFIIL TCNDEZ L THD ', ZDRITBNT
SRE LRI AR A T A a =~ ORI B AR
L7035 b8/ ST A—H — %A L C CDA 4 R
DEA T LIIREL B D L ZATH D, HImmIELS 54
H7xT 7710 oT, SEEHROMREwT SR EE
IO T2 B 2, LIS, T2 TV T T DT 4 A
ARG EEFO— BT D TGO OFT 4 A
=S A T DENEITIREL B D Z R TIIND,

TxT VT TDT 4 A= ZEEBET HITE T2 DD
CDA #io$dsEO—>language use’ (SRBHFH) VR EIEH
FHOBENGIAD D, 7T 777D [S5EEH OfE&
TNV D Y a—L DD T TR —)L TRl T 4 A
a—AREZOLDOTH D, ZOX ) RN SFEENT 71
—F & L DML > ThHHEDIREARIER T, 087
BiE, EEROMBIMEHINC Y 22— DWNDH T T ThD
METHD, 7T 7T TDT 4 A—ABRONISFEFAN
RIEE BT D (S35 ST 28R L R Db DThLE
HIDIZIE S ZTIENPIRNEHBRDT 4 A a—ALEDFm IS T
2 PR O e e DR T D, LUT, il
(language)lZB8 32 V¥ 2 — LV OEE LT 4 Aa—RIZE8T 5
T =T 7T 7 OB IOV TERT 5 ( Fairclough, 1989:20-22),

(7)Y ¥a—MET v 7R TR ERE# F(language use)
IR DR DT — R & LTHZRT(p.20),

) Va—IT & o T — U B A ORI
Ko THREENDHDOTHY | 1T o L THEAYITIRE
SND HOTIFARY \(p.20),

(7)) Yva—NiF7 v 7% —nTHERLO
(something unitary and homogeneous) & & & 2 TV
5(p21),

() Y¥a—MIEEIIa =T IRV GEL BT
DT T~DELNT 7 BAL AN TE S LT
LTW5H3, BURICIIMFNESFE(standard languages)
~DT 77 A LERIT AR TIER O p.21),

) T=TIIIRF A=) LIRREZAD (Tt

KANTRESNIZH DL LTE B2 HNDSEHEH]
(language use conceived of as socially determined)iZ
HamD IR A B RETHDH(p22),

G 7=777 7% 1BH - EiT(conventions)iF—ItHI T
KIEToh D LHRE LR T, BOHTHESOME BT
Lo THRHEAST N TNEHDE LTE B X 5(p22),

PLEORSZE S BIZERT UL, Vv a—noOT r TRESIE
SSHTHRRRLOTHY . ZOEHD T 22T 4 —DHI
LZEITFETH AR R SR CTH Y . TOEKR TEEH
Hl(language use)iT#T=1I72 7138 59 D T/, Z4Usst
L7 =775 71, BEOHEICHBN Tt RS
FEEHOBRREO L O 2 b0idd 0 e EiiE | R e
SNTZbDL LTE L2 LIS EEEH DS EtERLEN
T Aa—A] LAREOTHS ', AN v a—
DT v TR ENETEFOBLEOMG L oo TE DR, &
FEFEDRT A A TICRT DA SRR L UWGEEIHNT Y =
T T TDNDT 4 Aa—AEEARET D Z LI oD
UKL THD,

WIZZ =7 7 57 D> HOFEED social practice’ (FEfYZE
B) ICOWCELT D, 7277 77137 4 Aa—REHRN
Fi L U THIMEIZ & & 2 2 (discourse as social practice)[1989:22],
AT &0 D UNFHEHIFT ¢ A 1= AT ED /BB TT
A A= REAS LR BRT 2 b0 L LTRER T2 2 Lidd
STHORNBCHT 4 Aa—2% HESWEE 2060 THD
EETOWNEIL LS REBOINFITT > L THY 272ho7z,
EAEFONREZT - > UIT 2T 7 T T DT f Aa—
2B AINTIET D Z LT L o TRV bR E D,
ZDHo L B REZHAIIT =277 7 7DV [FEE (practice)
LD H— DO BIROFFENA RS 5 D\ IO bY
HBRIEAEOFRZEDO IR E TR LS LOTHY . ZORIC
*FUTERBW e & B2 FET 5 LR BEROBRE K x I
FTLRRDNETHS, 1IN [MTF4ax—] 0LH7%
B —AIZONWTHRRR R Z L8N 5,

HA DT 4 AT—R%T 7 A N DIEik(text or talk) & i
BICE D2 T, TR L DEREE RV A HOT
ZOFER CTEBFOMERO /LN THREIND O TH D, 22
T IF7AN LWOHERHTHNDN T =27 7 7137 4 A
A=A L DBRIZBNTED L HZENE L HLZTNHDEA
DM TOWEDOMBRAELLTO X S ICHMIZER TN
(Fairclough,1989:24),

A text is a product rather than a process - a product of
the process of text production. But I shall use the term

discourse to refer to the whole process of social
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interaction of which a text is just a part. This process
includes in addition to the text the process of production,
of which the text is a product, and the process of

interpretation, for which the text is a resource.

TxT 777X ET A MBERREWI X i LA
FEEMIChH D, ELTT 4 AT—RA LW IREED I EAER
(77 A MIZEDhO— % D DI X)) O4RfEs:
BT HOTHD LALEDT D, OSSR AEER O
LT 7 A MTINZR T MEPE] (T2 2 RYSFER) Ok &
O MR (727 2 SANR) OiRfEOMm S 2 &t b D ThDd, 7
A AA—ADEREAL T, A VDT 4 Aa—2% [a3a
== 3 ATAOEY(product) TH U fEHresult) ] &AL
12T 4 Aa—ABIFEHITHLOIZX LT, 727 A MO
LT 7 A NOFFROBFEDOWE 5T 4 Aa—RELLTEHR
572777 7DBUIE) TR LTWDHEVZD, ZOK
VLT A AA—ADENIRE BRTT ZENT 4 Aa—A ks
A3 E(social practice) T D HDTH D LWV RFITAL D HD
T D,
7 =777 7%, 'communicative event' &\ D BEEDIRTT
7 A Mtext), T 4 A2 —AFEE(discourse practice), 33 L UHEE
SRS FEE (sociocultural practice) 3 DDAARIZ /3T TT 4 A
A—ASERDERZ L 2o T D, TRIFT7 =72 77
DEFNEBI LT DT 5(Fairclough, 1995:59 Fig.1)'°,

text production

TEXT

text consumption

DISCOURSE PRACTICE

SOCIOCULTURAL PRACTICE

2 A framework for critical discourse analysis of a

communicative event

DI ZEADEZR L L > 2 |2V TERF B9,
Kiz31F % 320t (TEXT, DISCOURSE PRACTICE,

SOCIOCULTURAL PRACTICE) ®OHEEIFRD X 5128
1% (Fairclough, 1995:57),

<T U A NDEFH>

TEXT: "Texts' may be written or oral, and oral texts may be just
spoken (radio) or spoken and visual (television).
<EMHEEDER>

DISCOURSE PRACTICE: By 'discourse practice' I mean the
processes of text production and text consumption.

(S (discourse practice)ldT 4 A a— AT D E
DThD, T4 AT—ATEEL HBVZD (T4 AT—RA=%K
) ST £ HICT 4 A 32— AR social practice)
ELTRNTHIL, 77 A NOEFE L HE O T OiEfRZEte
BFNARIR T2 D TH LD TH D,
<HEIYERIFEROERE >
SOCIOCULTURAL PRACTICE: And by 'sociocultural
practice' I mean the social and cultural goings-on which the
communicative event is a part of .mass communication as a
particular type of situation, the economics of the media, the
politics of the media, and the wider cultural context of
communication in the mass media.

MESUIFERD) LI, 7o & ZAFAT 4 TOREF. AT
4 T OEIRY, BEOSAAT 4 TZERICKIT 53 Ia=b—
¥ a AT B IR U SIREFE T S D TH D, T b b,
TUANEEELTZVHEE () L7227 0t
FETHD ', DL T OB TRDTT 7 A

MIAFESAIWEE SN 2D THD, RIZT 7 A MREDLD
IRBZRBINIRT IR R DWE L L TOA 7 THUTH
DITHERNDTH D, T72&2IE, MEEIIUE ST D H
FEOHMES REEE T BIR B S A T U HIEERICH LD &
ST BN TND EVZ D, FBRUINL 20D, $HD
WNIZHOEER - ELHRENTD L NV THZ LR
72 < THEDFREMDMRGE S U CUGUTHEE S A IR & Rk
TUNET DD LIRSS,

BN S#idd8discourse practice)i2 b, & 5, SanIEEIIX 2
DIZINTT 7 A b EHEVAER E OFRICAE S 2 5 DT
bV WHEENET D EEREE & 572 7 (Fairclough,
1995:59-60), ZD I & & & BITHFET B0 DT 4 A a— A
% & LT Chouliaraki & Fairclough (1999:38) 55 4 A =1— 2
L3 (social practice)lZBET BB & 51 & H LLL TSR
T %,

We shall use the term discourse to refer to semiotic
elements of social practices. Discourse therefore includes
language (written and spoken and in combination with

other semiotics, for example, with music in singing),
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nonverbal communication (facial expressions, body
movements, gestures, etc.) and visual images (for instance,
photographs, film). The concept of discourse can be
understood as a particular perspective on these various
forms of semiotics — it sees them as moments of social
practices in their articulation with other non-discoursive

moments.

LRSI DR THi7- 7 HEE & L Cmoment’ 38 LY
‘articulation’|ZEE %, & <IZHIHDEHZROFRBI(— it sees
them as moments of social practices in their articulation with
other non-discoursive moments’.) B3EMT 5 H DI ONTHE
Z % . Chouliaraki & Fairclough & ‘moment’ ¥ L O}
‘articulation’ DBEGDEME 77 7 U & L7125 T0D
5757 & 1 7(2000:169-170)12 L AUiE, &t (‘articulation’) P2
H(‘moment) DL & AT ¢ A a— 2 & L L HILLTFO X 95k
TS,

L= BN (articulation) & IR, HIAHIEEOR:
RELTEDTAT VT 4T 4 DEREIND LD 05t E%E
DBV, BIREHTH TS L 5 I HIOEE ThH 5,
HOHERD DA U5, MRS LSz, B-biE
SHEIFI\, TREN7RENEIL, ERORITHIA S
NTVENEY T, UELIHIND, Zh L TR,
B L L SRACEIS STV RW T RTOERTH 5,

FEES A BRI DI LU T D & 5 2R a3 R 5,

X3 FEEH(elements)DoyHk [(NFEHEZRT]

B (Fqxa—2)

M4 FESHmoments)DEfiE  [OITZMEA R

[ 3 IFEERIEN L2 A HEIRBREO DX B 7220 RRECT 2
DX D IFEERIEE S T2 M ITT 4 A a— R EMHTN A 720,
ZIUTH LT, HAIZBOTIE, GRS LITBHR LAV
T a @EiGESNTND), ZO LS REOO& pEiGIE
B IEEn ) OESEERL TS, 22T, ERENHR
B &S FIEEAVR ARSI T OV T BRI % R L Cila e
Tz, BlxiE, (35 BLO ) & LThko L o7
HLOELTIDTHD,

PHE1 : HOFFEOER (L IRE SN=0EUT bbb
BIRVBEEOIFEIRFES LT D EAGE)

2 0 A

B3 HOREDA L Ea—H

INBOHEEOHWEITIT R A SEIGIRERIT RN E VR
D, A (FEFE2) IX5E (FEH1) [HETLZLEETHY
RIRN (FERFRAIZITA & D ITHET D ATREMEAS B r % & 5 >
TR, arta—& (FEH3) I5HE (FEHE1) LA
UOX 6720, BEZFNIESIXSITHIE LR L7,
FAUT LEHEIZOWTIEE 5 TH A 9 5y LLTREROHIZ 7R

7
1 HOFEOFHE (v N ETABEhTND)
282 . A

B3 HORED A Ea—F (2 —F v MERER)

HEHR L LI GERIIZNZNER LG > T\ D, AR
GERIFESR2) Favta—4 GoidE#Es) &AL T
HOFEDTE GUAITEFR L) 2R ENVHITTANFEEIL S
By b b ITHEELICE L TWE~T U TR b ODIFHEN
BN LA THITZ T AT T 4 T 4 Z TR Lt
BHT D, BHOFFEOTENAE (LI XV HA) I8EoT
U Ea—% ETHD 5T D E WV BRI HIL Ch i
Wiz 20 sz chV S (T4 Aa—2x) &
MHIND DO TH D, [HEF] OBFETIIHEREDO/R TR
TEPEDIRRETH D78, [FHE) DL~V B LRI L CRER
BE D LOMABIRNRAELT, T0 L5 58 0%EE » 253
LERLTCNDIDOTHD, O (T4 Aa—2R) &4l
CT7 =727 770w ) FidEE(discourse practice)?D =)
FUDTHREND LV D, ZIEINNRRHE TEE) &
WORESOBRITIHE L, FEE L WD LERDITADL Y
DL L THRENB DL THD, LITAR, ZITHEAENDHE
LI A TS THIGHEE] O L 2T 0THD,
Z OFEHEROEAENSTH LTINS DTH ) FOEHRT
SiiFEEy(discourse practice)> [EE OFEHMERESND 5
DTH%,
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5. BbViZ

ARGTIE [T 4 Aa—2] ORTERIIONWTHLIZEST
Btz e, IRRIAER SN DFEMITERITHLH LN ED X
D ILEIR TR LTV 2 000 BRESFHHIC /2o T LE 9 filk
WHEOHNDDPZ, [T Aa—2A] LWHFEIIAFFEE, &<
\ZHEHIBYT 4 A 31— RG340 5AR D WFFEEIC & > THEEDWLET
bh, FI T, FEEAREWROE SIEE > T TGRSO
2RI 5T 4 A a—ABEE, CDA D ADiRE DT 4 AT—A
BESEBELUTE L, ZORE AT + Aa—25o 4
A2 727777 TR L LS IHSBAaH22BLEf L
NEHZFDT 4 A a—ABUTIIRE BRI E DO, &
UZ7 =77 7 7 Oftaiy3EEy(social practice) & L TDT 4 A
o—Z AT TEIA (articulationil %% & DfE X, &5
M« 77— —D%1/ W) Jim & DRI CEERATRD L H %
BEUTWD, /NaTIE7 =727 770 CDA IZBT 28855& L
T 3R L7220 Df% D 7 L—X'order of discourse'lZ->
Wb > Tey, ZORH L LTEOMSN T —a—0
SRS (T A7 —N) LEECBRL. ZNUVRE
IRIRBDRRIZIR DN TH D, LiL, T 4 Aa—2
SIBTTHED DT BT E D & 5 i B I DT TRV B DT
bHEEXD, O TRINE MIERLT 4 Aa—2%iE
VO CERBFHNRT 7u—F & L% CDA DT 47TV &
L COIMMWET A2 0 2vhaiany, £ LT, ST 7 a—
T & DMENOTZZA TR (RS L TERONRE DR
VHEHD 25T 0D W ORFEOEHNN N 5 W70 D
ThA9, BEIEGTLT 4 Aa—25OMRGEN BN D T
B2 D YRR & D& NSO TINEE2006:22) DRSS 1 5>
DEEEN L TARRERL S,

COHTEHIT LERB U T [Eaniz2 k) R [Eb
NIZZ L1 DE D EROEROIEH L NS KR L EE o
TLE D AR GRS R DD TH D, T4 AT—2A
ST ST DR | Eix DEROFROMINL EED
Tl ERE—OORITHRHIT DIERI AT VR
PROBND, FODITE, BCblEd=a—X 7
JANDERENWEE LIRIND, T 4 AT—ADE{ WA i
g BBV E T INME L 72D, L, AT

4 T DB A EIEFNORELL L5 & T 57613,

Z 5 LIAEEDR RAIR 72 DT,

LEOFEICK U THEHIRT ¢ A a—A0HcEb 25 DUE Y
& LTIAMICEZE T 720, FREs AT T5#) TRH5
FER %7 —a—ORRERAR LD DD, AFROH%OMIEE
LT R AL T A a— 2 RIT OV T E BICEEE
T T G B & & bl Mo 5 S itkmH]

WZONWTHER L TNETN,

E

BlzIE, BARTHHEIT 4 A 23— OimEDOH & LTHF

FE1998)3H T VD, #D727)>T Van Dijk <> N. Fairclough

72 EOET 5B DI ST S, 90 IRV T

Ficlo/ T ZA DO L H Y 2T THAH M, Bl

ETIET 4 A a—AEEIC W TOFEELEEND,

Chouliaraki & Fairclough (1999:6-7)IZHEHIIT ¢+ A 23— 25547

BIEFFHTHY . 7—a—0FPlE, 11— kot ) =

FYRXLZETBISZ LEEHLTND,

FD X ) e EA Lble LIZbA B HIICRRIE I 5 H

A a=lr—va | ITAT T4 T4 %Y T -

AT EBUROODIE TFTAF 7« T— K| LIRS,

FDOLFWEITT T L aEOBE discurrere’ 2 HIRE L, “dis-

I BT (=[35away), ‘currere’lX (D | (%] torun)%

GE. LIehio T, IAROEREREIN TEDS] 0BT I'h

HLI6ED] BRFETHDLD, T T edblnz e

DENAD | MHERUT TE D LR RS &

FED X S IeRREENAE U b0 L IEbID, REEOEATIE

‘discursive’lZ 8272, &0 EDDRN ] ORVBHY ZT

FEDOFFTINH D> TN D,

PRI A % 25— BALFIREHL] GRS KRN RIEREEE

1987 4F) ZZ M,

T Z T*social theorists and analysts’% 25| SIFAT

KO E I NTRNEERR SN D REZ L THDH, [EiET

#F LORHIZ LV INHTIEEOAREFR L., 72T

Z 713 OB & LC Foucault(1972) & Fraser(1989) %,

%ML LT Stubbs(1983) & Van Dijk(1985)% 2415 T

2o

VanDik % (7> - X147 DX [T 72 - T4

ERERREILD N Z 2 CIIRFE OFLE V5,

Van Dijk (1988) 1377 & hOPEH « RO T vt

ANZOWTEREHH & 22 2= —3 3 OSSR

TLZBTmEERA T, E<Il=a—RAT A NLarT

I AN EDHNZORREGR LT B,

= (1994 :13) 1, &4 2 OJikinE, =a—A 7

I A NS S [SOE) \ZBOEEREELT 4 Aa—2

e LTEDBR, =207 7 A M@ U CAEESNDSE

WRABET DIANC, TOT 7 A MR &L SRR

EHiK ZETHLMNILE D &T5) TAT 2 b— LDk

EDAR L ADFEZ DV THRERICE R L TVD, 2O X

INHEFEE (v A aIa=lr—Ta VD) o RD L,

T A MR &L SRR (f T A e —, M TR

EENE LTSRN T 5720 ik L TSR

BT 7 a—FNRLT B XA 7 OIFEFEH SN A D TH

Do

1% Van Dijk (1995:254) G &7 FIGURE 1 % fiilé{L L7= %
D& ZZTIHER L,

YU INTF 2T« RAET 4 —RZED S DO~DE IR
TRV TW L, iR (social practice) Z i U 5
CDA i(Chouliaraki & Fairclough 1990 & 727 7 7 & AL~
(2000)DHEIEHESATEH L TV % Hall(1980)0Ddh & Dy =
\EBERA LD HILs,

'2 7 272 Z 7% Language and Power (1989:1)> HEA CtE

EETETFHEH A B L\ 5 (Linguists and especially those
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working in sociolinguistics (which is often said to deal with
'language in its social context') have had quite a lot to say
about language and power, but they have not in my opinion
done justice to the rich and complex interrelationships of
language and power.),

V72T I3 Ty Ra—A ) AT L U4
L LTENEIVNT Ga L Tna, RIFEIIHESERE L
T EREH(language use conceived as social practice) Té
., %ETHDRERBLEND OFEROE L i(way of
signifying experience from a particular perspective)

[ Fairclough, N.(1993:138)] % +57~,

Y EIDTIAF v« U—REBH,

Y2128 7 =77 7713, Language and Power
(198925 l2HBWTT 4 Aa—A LT 7 A NI DIAkED
BRI &R LTS3, X2 0 SOCIOCULTURAL

BEIWR

FRNE2001) [SaoHT ST EI TR TSR
EIHaH] EEERE, p.63-83,

TSR (1994) [TAF 2— DA FARX—3HET 4 27
— VO, BLOZEO FHEZHOWT =A% =
Ra=fr—va Ul 45, ppl-l4.

PHEESF(2006) [=2—ADT 4 2Aa—ABHF, ~LFEX VT
45T PHEST [T L E = o —2ADHEH < L FEH
VT 1 o] HFUEREA, pp.15-36,

Tz e LT BA2007) MBENR [FIAF v - T—
RS AR Ui 2 SIEORGE] HEREL,

FIETEE (1998) [ZUF 4 AL« T g A= « TFY LA
—= a2 —ADH, M Bt R Jiikam— B T
— - U7iER (197002 FpE LT [A 23
=—va U] 552 5. 88-103,

AL T A M(1989)FF i HE, PIFEE IR [RGEESHT : A
IRSFEOHRSIEFINT]  FFFeLR,

B EFA2001) (7 VT 4L« T4 Aa—R « TF U TR
BEERT - (UM TTIEL &) ~0Rv Bt
KEEFORA] =4t 2001 4 p.1349,

779 E & L7, C(000) L7 T /v, FRRR [HRA b -
~ VI AEFREER  RRNREEROT- DI ELE
iR, RATEIS,

INFEACE  FEHHEE SRR TR (2001) [V —=7 AR
RIEREENE,

BRTHLR(1998) [IARFSE] 265 5 IR A EN,

A KEBIEDE(1987) [HTA 2 & — RALFIREI) JofEheE:
J&,

HH759(1966) [REFREML] BFFTAL,

PRACTICE Ofto v 12‘Context’ 2, DISCOURSE
PRACTICE {1 Y 1 Z Interaction’ D FHFEE 44 H LT
VW, FET2. ‘text consumption’ DA Y (2 Process of
interaction’% ., ‘text production’™{{4> Y {ZProcess of
production’ Zf#f LTV 7z,

% Fairclough(1989:25)® Fig.2.1 {23\ T bIFERD
NEFEIZAEY 9% ‘Context’ OFFPEL LT, “Social conditions of
interpretation’ 33 JX U¥Social conditions of production’Z7x L T\
Do

YTANT 2T s AT 4 —RTBNTH 2D 4 — A
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