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VPG TE o BT A 4508 SRR AT
= A

RE ALARKFFEESNOLBBAFPTHBE, AV BZFHAELZRL M HE
FTHARARREARIA BB 0 FF B, 512 E T FAMAR ML, X TR E,%
BFFRINAARL B TP AFH AR EMARBFHKRAOE —F,

XEBIW HRFEI;HRLE T FMNER

FHEHIEIEE A S IE S A R, B T A SBRAREHERMNES, &
BRFESC BRI =, R AR 2 i o [ % 3 56 1 I 647 5 L VP95 38 4007 0 T 0 B 9T, fb A #E 9 E
HRRIFHE SR PR ER AT RN A E K2R Y, T 7E B 20 S 12
FHAR PR XM B FRFEREUE . R RRW S, T H BN S5H&E
RH¥EBEMEREGESFER TR BT 25 2R 2 B SN ER, BREMNZ
TE] By 4 0 DX, AR AL AT DA — 2B A IR 3 B4R AE , T B AT LA HE VBB A A 2B E S
FREEER.

L. AT 4 BL3F 3535 5 #77

HIFEEITRBEFTHESH SR ETME R — %R (& —141,2009), TEHTIX
FONEZPHRIE, EN WA EUARLSE. AREEAITAREL, R E 5k, Y
& —F L f (van Dijk,2009) , 4 B 2% A K B R — DR IR (Wodak, 2009) , B A 2% % AN &
Bk 2 2 18 X & 5 B (Chouliaraki & Fairclough,1999), SR ZE4& B & 2L AR )5 T , 22 215
ARHEPPREIE S 7 T R i — e L R A, B R AE S ¥ MR T, A B IES . H S
BEF ARBFTZ REDRIEFT ¥ OANIE S L MNIEREE S 2005 5, 8 X5 E

* ASCYRBTE A SR MR E CHEPFIEE 4 776 P BB R R B R B A SRR W H 4 S . TIWY11—
026,
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(discourse) X — k4352 B % 2 47 49 B7 e BF 5¢ 4 Fh kL2 [ B A o 12 5 00 4 50 65 0 45 1)
R 487V 7 98 JTT P I A B BRI 75 B M B B0 X 2R I8 M3 £ 2 T 25 DA R BT R
SRAEFERTENREEXLER),

1.1 W|EERZ

T ST XA I R T E N — B R L, X A

1.1.1 #EiE

M ATIEE M T, TEE XA A B B RS X, B AR TEEES Rk T
AT IS SR IR R B A 5 A AL TR ORE A S, LR ) T 2 vh
HEH RIS P RIETEA XA L, EEERFATH %R T EE & X, MR
(Foucault) BT H0“ ¥ 7 45 MV & PR R MO A A2 o A SC IO M 2 L2, ZES VP35V 407 o, 3%
VBT AR S A R R S BT B DB A9) , 5 — 7 K 48 A2 iR S
B 2% B B 24 B 7 T SR ML 5 2 M M, R L 1 5 5 o 4 R B
4 PR 5 R 2 40 0 BB — A M — 0 M X 5 SR TR B R — A SR 0 36 TR M
&, TERSAETE T AR A C WA 2H 0 AT ST % T 4E 58 M R 4% 1 4K FE 1
AN BRI A R AR R R B B S SR B
S, A X — Y MR T VR R 40T R 36 T M A (2 0 W T, 2009a; B 1 R 2
#,2010), TR X L, “SEIE7 R A8 4 5 B 6 DA ROR R S R 2 1 B AL )
% RABA TR PE S ATE A, 3t R PP IR 1 4047 2 36 T B R “ BB A7 0 LB
.

112 #hif .

AP TE ST “HEAE Ccritical)” B & ML BEAR Ak R s, “HEVE"FE N — Ak R
VR RAGE B Y E R BRI, T TR R B AT, AR, I T FE AL 2 B2 b 3
RAHOTIEE AT R T RS B0 A . B0, “HEE Bk h 2« (D %98 5 S5 AU B 3%
R R A B SUR A B (2) FER R AR B, B W E AU 0% R AETE I P
13 B 5 (3)“ I 37 R UK 25 VR B BT SC H TEXT 1 © 0 S0 S5 AT S, A0 E A S5 B A 4 8 o e
W 1 280528 5 (1L STEL A A0 T R, B DA VP v T I, R SO £ B 2 B A5 4 (Fair-
clough, 1989;Locke, 2004;Scollon, 2001 ;van Dijk, 1993; Wodak, 1999; Wodak, 2009),

B L F VG A (2008) 4“3 VF” B 33 S5 8 SUVR A7 SR WA, B 2 (L) HE P2 X 55 885 5 4k B 2%
RUHR; OHIRSBEERH LB, “HF B FE S ST X RNEE, 2B
M E AT E B R E A A 2 WA R A, HF R SR S KR, X
FU L LE TS ST R LR A B 1 ST b T LB AT AL & ST, — O T LA
Perk e WU H A9, 55— 07 EDE AT [ 5 0I5 ORI R S R T, B A E,
7 AR HEVE i BRI ) A %R 7] 9 A S48 % JR %L (2 W, Chilton, Tian and Wodak,
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2010, X EAT 5% H B 17 ¢ R A8 SO Ak T W ) 27 A 7 38 A9 3t TR 355 35 40 T e R 1 T X “HE TR X A
BMEH — T 2mEAIAR,

113 EEs

METEER” A HE P X S AE HEPEE B ST P B4E E & SORE, #3518 40 47 1 BE 22 B
FAEC BIEHHE .

B MIFE R TS B R RN BRI R T LS. BB, #IT
RS A T SCA O3B & 2 50 & TR (935 35 2 50 47 J tth 2 Fh A%, (09535 15 40 47
SN REDRETEZARNESTE ENFES Y. S%, WA, HIFHEEIMAELE R
Bl £ X EFETIN KB AR % BUAS %, L E WS M MAE AT
R,

HKMIFE BT B ¥R "R RAN TR BB S, HIEEES TR
DA S, SERN BRI BERL R B 5 BAR, TR RAAL S 8N B C MR8 517, 10 3 28 4 2 1) 550 ) 2 4%
FREHE VIUAE /N TT Y G35 o e 5 30 T A4 0 B, e 56 1 900 00 A0 10 480, 4ok B0 7 357 0B A4 10 3%
B2 R IAEBOE R AW B 9 R B B2 7 T R 1A, 9 R A o B B R 5
o R B S BB GUR, 28 B B KBRS, A X 8, B T HIEIEIE AT A
“EERH MR B ERTN AR, BRIER RSSO BN, BE T e
IR TE S BT RIS IR IR (5K ¥ 42, 2009) .

1.2 SRR .

MALPFEE T AT B X = A B &, RATAT U IS BT E R R BT
8 A :

L2.1 PUHLHANEH

WL TPIE 1B 43 47 “S1 % A7 2 /R 7L 95 (Fairclough) . ¥ 15 3 (Wodak) 1l 35 8 5 (Van
Dijk) BT, B AT LIS B 25X — . WA REARAE T 2RI NS S ESYE
JE BUHEIIE B ST R 2 — SRR T SR A F R . MBS B E S 107 R E
AL S BRA T RIF R . B IR 5055 X 7 9 A 32 0 36 0 LA B K 1K Xk L b ) k2 ol B AR
KA ZSBHEHNFHRITEFEITHRE,

1.2.2 FUAES#M L AR E R

MIFREE A USSR Bbn, X — F BB SE bR b 55 — S A LB, #LF
WEIES TR ML LR K, #1777 R R, B RS ETEHE SR, B R
PR B Rk AMA (Fairclough, 1992; Fairclough & Wodak, 1997; van Dijk, 2009) ; B {#
WONHE DG 8 20 B R B0, R FE A A7 7 ik it b #0938 38 & #9 (Chouliaraki & Fairclough,
1999.16),
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1.2.3 EEXAFRARNAE

HAIFEE S SN REEE BREHHRANEREESHSMAHEXR, Hit, 4t
PEREIE 4 TR B0 35 7 45 M 58, BB T T N TS IR G M 5 A 4 5 M A 6 1 AT AR R
B 2 HIFEE T EERRE RS AIER 58 Rk R S P A SR X R U &
f {5 3 Fp A 1 26 R & Ba 4k (van Dijk, 2009), 58X —£% .75 BT ERAH A E B
B X % / I B 7 Hk R0 R A T ) B R/ REIE O ¥R, TR B SEUE £ R SR E IR T R X
PATIE W B IO R T 4.

1.2.4 EEMFEFHRATIETF LN

XL EER XM, SRR WS HIPEIE 40T X X 8 15 R A 4 AT L TE
REMEFESMERZ L AEREALAET¥S ARESE . AAEIRETHARNET¥
FEREE T 00 % . X [, #E VP35 35 4047 bt 22 B S0 B A 35 18 40t 7 IR R OE
LB TEE¥.

1.2.5 RE—REHESE"HNEEIN

HPFEIE AT R A S, R R X E RGN EH SR PSS BRI NFEMN. X
MBS T G P E RS MR ER AR BRI RO FANEEREROF . XA IS E S
MR, A ATAFER A C KM RBIR L, X “ W7 &2 4 % (van Dijk,
2009), |

1.2.6 BExBOLWHRETRE :

XA R BEER A RMA, QFEXNPRE LIS A RAH . G, #IFEET T
P E AT AT E 0 RTITLE R, 6 OB E S AT AT A AL S A TG % R 4
EZBAAAENEBESEBNS R, BT REF IR (Rt 2 FH), Fairclough
(2000) B 2B BF TS R AR AR FTHZ R 5 i Ak %

1.2.7 FEFAMHLALHELE

HE VPG B 2B LAAL £ R R B 90 A0 1 R R, T RO 5 ek 2 ) R Al BE R B B AR AR B AR .
XIS E T BT R R — R 2B, R A SR AR S X RN — T
(Fairclough & Wodak, 1997 258), #IFIEES TR L& E 1S 5 H WG B AT 047, BF
RER L CHEERIE KX WK, BB AIE /&R (H 8, 2009b) , 3 DUX 2 “F A1 ik
R/WEETREH B,

1.2.8 EHXEAREREFAR AR LIMN XA/ EE

HIFE BT AL SBZRBE SR, ER 2% B2 2EERNHRER. L,
HE IS I 44T B0 212 FIVE B I 40T O B SO /TR TR AT AR AT . 0B 43 T O R I e R
MR A REBIF B O EE, SF AR WAL < P BT 8 8035 35 S
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2. FHEA

HE VP 5 5 BT R IR € [ 2R %24 U T K 2% 48 B (Roger Fowler) 2522 48 20 it 48 70 4E4%
RFETHHAIEE S ER . X $h2f B8 F #E AL 8 (Halliday) B9 2 %5 T 8835 ¥ 42 47 37 161 3B 388 v
BENEREESEG B THES S SH LY HEANFHNTIRBE. B =+ 2E0E
%,%ttﬂi‘rﬁi%ﬁﬁ?aﬁizj@—/l\@&%'f&tﬂ@‘%%ﬂwkiﬁé‘ﬂ%m?ﬁﬁbﬁ(Chouliaraki and
Fairclough, 1999: 1), B#tIFIEE I IR 5 7B D45 (Blommaert, 2005) A % HAAZE A
VR FIRFH IRIK T VER S LA KA AR (Chilton) . 7ETRE , #IEIE 640 H7 th 2 B MK 1 &
FEEZRE, Fl,7E P B (CNKD E AR LLH 955 5 597 (CDA) % £ Sy < 5,
ATLAK B 1995—2000 4EHAEI 4T 8 5% 55 HE 9R3% 15 40 W7 4 36 0 3025, 2001—2005 4E 4 39 £5 3%,
2005 4F- 6 H 2= 2009 4F 10 A4 70 302 (H W JE,2009a) , 76 5 [ 2% 3 X1t ¥F 35 15 40 47 19 6
ES B RS KRB, HF 5 ST 9 BRI St 33 A T 2 % 6 36 TR WLEF .

FEASCAL SRR TGO, H TS B A — A S/ T 518 4007 BF 5% 43510 A3 BE 60 45 2622
KERENST B 2P 22 B R RPN BIAE 2R 58 B R ) (B FR(ER
ARERE) . BHEEEREARGE RS, 3L 5 NERHTK,58 ~— % 2%H, 573
PTRER, BE RGBT REACSHAREERITIRZ T, N — %2R, FiREEis
BEHBEFY BT EE HAEST Y O EIE S N AEST S ERR . PREONE
BREEXF SEEF RIS EHMEREE 10 & 9088, e — N R YR EE
PR o, {FL R 7 4 4 2 T O S I B, 4 R RN R ER RS ER
BHEERA—1TIHR, ﬂlﬁ:ﬂ%ﬁrﬂ%,Hs’stzﬂ@#ttﬁiiﬁi%ﬁﬁ—%%ﬁEﬁéﬁlﬂﬁﬁiéﬂi’*%ﬁ
A M EE WA SCHE AR I0 B B R — R e B

KU RBGREEEANFEFRTE. EESREMERSHBE R 2011 4F4E F S % 1
(CELCBETMAFEFREREZIRRA 13 SR, 0B TR P =4G22 f,
S RIETCE SNEHE XM SR, EAEEE S RN T %2R
SMEE E R R E R, — B KA VR R S TR 5T 5 1, 3 TR IR 55 VR RS 1 A A
FRHBRER . X BB AR WA R oI5 B 55 00 B B 0 251 450 3 0 0 A ok 5 00 () B0, L 2 22 B 3R
B GRS E LR, B0, b B2 A2 B 8 P SRS AR T k2 T U B
T 2009 4F 6 A 27 HHLUILE .\ L R ME W K845 BB FMNE LU, Fit AR 4 R
MAEAHEHFERTIES EH—RFR RS,

FbR B NG TERL B SUBGE BAEAA T H  H R0 5B B RE 4 — A
Wyl . — 75 T, B AAIXE 5 (R0 3% 2t SRR 2 W0t 55D 9 A SRR WHR A, 22 B4 A9 [X 4 e
%ﬁﬂé@éﬂi;%—ﬁﬁ,Ha?ﬁ??{xdr%mg%‘s@%ﬂ%%*ﬁﬁ%%%&%ﬂﬂ@%é—%ﬁﬂo
WH MR — M AE AN S LR, SRS 5RE LR — M EFE SR, T
BETTAE B9 “E A Sp JEARME" SR B SRV E R AT G b i A SN 5 SCBR R RS2 W 4 1
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EpiC . 2T, AT AE 2 B iR 0 SR EHARFEHE X OCHIEE.

B0, B & (2008) A, K2 A Bh2f BH 5 B M A0 80 5 7R 48 KURS: , W7 X = R BF 58 X 42 9 B
FEHARHATY . BEZ AN EAAFEFRTTEFER R0 558N RRKH, T 7E2E AR
T7 U X B FER R KA LUk . R FE A T E R S BRI IR T, X K HE (2008) A A 7E
FARBEF T LB B Z B 8932 X, I B AT R S W B AR e AU B R .
R EFIIF AR ROETR, MREAR — BB S AT R R RT&R, s AT RE 2
FERXARA T ST IR 38 O 35 1l e B HE TR TR AU A S SR

3. #EiBEFFEMREM

ZEFR, SREZEZIIRER N B S B4 0, A WA BAR T 58 S0 0 25, BAK
WHEE 5 3482 BH i DX 5 FIIE R L F 305X 3 59 24 L7 I A B A B9 % BHAR R L OB SCBR
ROSRAESR B — s A A . BUEOW 10 0%, F I RATT T B T B A BT 0 i 2 1B 7 222 B
B AHIFIE R S TR AL SR T ¥ R RHE M IR AR

TEIA MR R D, SHIFFE N LR BEMB LR RESTET. (ERARSR
EYXA BRI — R BT T A 10 A~ 29 %R, AFEAITIE RS TP — i
ALBEHFLEBERY WREFSF A MBS CHESE NWHES ¥ JUEHR . FELK
REESXFSIEETX SN REMNACHARE B F A HMSR B m b SKW h Rl
S geHERR . BT LA, 7R IRTE B B, R AT 10 N FRI AP EE -1 KA SEFTEX
A ZHERRAMIEEESIARAERNHBRARANTT .

AL MIFIEE S RAAHSES ENFARBEEIFERR IR - IARE M N Z B %
#, MIFFEESNSHRXESTFELEU T =T EHAFEMEUZAL.,

3.1 HFRX&K

MW EET ESHSBETEFRRANBEETSHRAAPRERST SRR, AWML S0
BYERBERIN R, ZEARE | XIS E A E AP, RIOE MRS E T ARLU
B REE AR B Ar, TR LUt 2 B B8 BF 58 3 [, EE W8 & /W6 1R/ XA AT 2 B, BT
BRI SHAWER. LA &E S F 045 BRI, 368 R F R 575
RIEFHNARBS SHLERR@FEHR AN FR IHBEFERBDDZANEKR. H2EF>
KL HE(Woolard, 1985) B & . #t 2 BEF =ML SR 2N RAW I EZ IR, — BN
REFWHEE-BMHESPEFENBRESTZA, BRENRBX N EERR“ ELIBFTH
HEASXRAKRB, MEREBAREERZREHARNR. #2852 AR EB
AU 25 A R 48 [ 9 A FE A TR i ] 3% 7 s R ), 88 SR Ak iR 5 7 A 5T B9 (R R i 2
MERET .

TER M 20 SEE]L S EFE SMIFEFELW AT LR EF EF K, N AFEHERE
B R BEAT T HFST . AN, 358 (Heller, 1995) Xt &AL 40 o] 18 1 15 = 6 £ S0 S AE 4 42 1)
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EEREFHEHNER, MARERENTBAME X ZORLIHAG &M LERER.

HEESENESEEENREBMIARESTER SRR oA BEE R EHF
N IR 2 SE R 136 2 CH g 950 82 , 2007) , 5 4t T4 376 43 47 388 o 43 #5452 s 3o
ENH AR ERME T 28R . %2 3CH (N Chouliaraki & Faiclough, 1999;van Dijk,
2008; H ¥ J& , 2009b) #RiT 10 IFIE B T AL SR P REUIR 4 13235 T4 SR 20158 (48
i B E 35 B IE) R, L PR b FEIE B B A T AL S8 T R R RS A AL SR R R Ep
TR ERFAZEBRIE S5 SBEB A M XM=Y, tiE B, # 5P EE 4
W ZEAHSETSFHNEREY, HE TELREBFRHMER AT WA SES ¥,

4. %15

Vb FHROFFE RS EAFH SETF¥R B EOTHE, BUE T — 288 % 208 #VF i 15 5
FHTFHSESTFREIBEWA . B0, RESF K (Wardhaugh, 2006) it SEFEH“T
W E BB BRSNS ERE TR T W 21EF % BURE5F (20000
B B ROPEE ST R XM SETHF0 N0, R, a0 R 76 8 4E 2 R L P s
EATAAREERME R B FHRIFEE S — DB R AL, A UUE — 1 R
T BB, T 2 — N “3% 15 S0 B8 ” (Fairclough, 1992) (R 5, 3B Z b K AL i85 B L S8R
MEBEZEE, RONEBACSESTSE " WREARE“MIFFEESIT"HER, BRAHBE
REDRBENMIFFEESNMTETEFERMERPHAE.

B
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The Sociolinguistic Disciplinary Attributes

of Critical Discourse Analysis

Tian Hailong

Abstract This article raises the issue of the disciplinary attributes of critical discourse
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analysis (CDA). It first discusses CDA'’s key concepts and features, and then its shared disci-
plinary attributes with sociolinguistics in terms of their research questions, linguistic ideolo-
gy, and impact from late-modernity thoughts. It is argued that CDA needs to be belonging to

the set discipline of sociolinguistics as the first step to enter China’s academic disciplinary

system.

Key words critical discourse analysis (CDA); sociolinguistics; disciplinary attributes

(H#Ex KEWH L AFINEEFR

W55 NS 2012 4R &4 VR & VP i i

20134F 3 H 19 H, B ENHEEAT 2012 FEIBF ¥ L RER P LS. 2FNERALE
FIFBOFRE, T IIEE A TIOE DIEMBEEMTTR) NS EEIA
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