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Xin Bin Foucault’ s Theory of Power and Critical Discour 2 Analysis

When talking about the theoretica originsof CDA , Titscher et d (2000) pointsout that* Miche Foucault has
a9 been a mgor irfluence on me exponents’ of CDA , including Norman Fairclough (p. 144) . This paper in-
tends to gve a very brid introduction to Foucault’ s conception of power and its intringc relatedness to krowledge ,
disoourse and truth. In 9 doing , we hope to show that though Foucault has been an important source of CDA’ sthe-
oretical assunptions, there are a9 obvious differences in termsof ome o the nogt basc concepts such as power |
truth and disoourse” . Key words: power ; disoourse; critical anglyss

Tian Hailong Zhang Maizeng Pragmatic and Societal Approaches to the Asymmetry of Power

Asymmetry of power between agents in verbal communication conditutes a key topic in discourse gudies. Ap
proaches to the sudy of power relationship in disoourse are varied in pergpectives. Draning upon Volo ? inoV sclas
gfication of scia organization into immediate Stuation and cia milieu, this article identifies pragmetic gpproach
that sees power relationship as individua , linguigic and unchangeable and cietd gpproach that sesit asinditu
tiona , covert and changeable. The overview of the micro - pragmeatic gpproach and the maecro - cietal gpproach to
power is exected to lead to a better underganding of features of power.

Key words: disoourse; asymmetry of power ; pragmetic goproach; societa goproach; features of disoourse
power

Zhan Quanwang The Philosophical Foundation of Discourse Analysis: Congr uctivig Episemol ogy

At present , disoourse andys's lacks clear goa , an independent theoretical sysem or any sygemetic research
methodblogy. The present author holds that one of the main reasonsisthat the researchers o discourse analys s don
t have a clear understanding of the philosophical foundation of discourse andlyss. This paper eaborateson congruc
tivig epigermology as the philosophical foundation of disoourse analyds and the main tasks, theoretica framenork
and the research methodology of disoourse analys s based on congructivig epigenrology.

Key words: oondructivis episenology ; ocid condructivig view ; disoourse andyss; redity

Qian Guanlian Conjecture on Speechol ogy

Thisthess, firg of dl , traces the theoretica assunptionsin the field concerned. The focus of the work ison
a conjecture on geechology in terms of its research object , the key terms, its nature, and its research methods.
Then , the author puts a recent report on the current pulse of gpeechology abroad : Speechology bas not yet been es
tablished as afidd of scientific inquiry. Fnaly , the thed s proposes a mgjor avenue of thought of how to egablish
geechology.

Key wor ds:geechology ; research object ; key terms; research methods

Wang Zhengyuan Pragmatic analysis of the meaning of discourse markers

Based on the research of di soourse markerswithin coherence and relevance theory and from semantic and prag
metic planes, thispaper anayses severa issueson the differencesdf disoourse markers and pragmetic merkers, their
smantic meaning and pragmeatic meaning , propostional meaning, procedura and conceptua meaning.

Key words: disoourse markers; ooherence; meaning; pragmetics

Gu Qyi Reflections upon Output Hypothesis

Svain’ s Output Hypothes s proposes that output can facilitate L2 accuracy because of three functions: noticing/
triggering , hypothed's teging and metalinguigic reflection. When Gass s second language acquistion (3 .A) nodel
i's adopted as aframenork , the three functions are found to serve different conponents in the acqui stion process with
different cognitive and knowl edge resources. These functions are not unique to output , and canrnot benefit 3 A withr
out input. The occurrence of these functions does ot equal acquidtion. Only when S A is clearly and operationally
ddfined can the role of output be verified. From the vieapoint of input processing, linguigic kromedge should urr
dergo regructuring and procedurdlization &ter intake and integration. But < far , the loci of output in restructuring
and proceduraization of linguigic knomedge isonly theoreticaly hypotheszed , which requiresfuture enpiricd veri-
fication.

Key words: Output Hypothed's; linguidic conpetence; resructuring; proceduralization
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