' THE REPORT FROM
THE THIRD SALON .
FOR PROFESSORS 7
OF FOREIGN STUDIES

7 Ty CHmA
KEL TR

FERBEINEREF
EERERRIRNALSER
SMEREHBRS AT AN

GESMEERETOH

EFSNBRUTRL LA
CEEWH R CEE
PSR IESNET

EHZERAS (CIP) MiE

kB =@ PEMEHBYROME | KELESR.
1% MESH WAL, 2007.9
ISBN 978 — 704 - 022990 -5

L3 L. 3% M. SMEHE - HEPR - PEH-X
# IV.H09-53

oh [ fi A & 4548 CIP BB B (2007) & 147117 5

KUEmE ¥4 RERE K W
H@migit A X BWEDSHEH # A

HEEZT REEFHEME WA #HLE 010 - 58581118

# o AETEREESNKE 4S5 KBEE 800-810-0598

BRI 4RFL 100011 i) #it  htip://www.hep.edu.cn

A #1010 - 58581000 http://www. hep.com. cn
B LEiT® hitp://www. landraco. com

& # KegBEERTARAH http://www.landraco. com. cn

121 B gEPHORERLA GHEHE htp://www. widedu. com

F & 850x1168 1/32 B & 20074 9A%1ME

B ¥ 12.625 B & 200749 A% 1 WER

¥ # 320 000 E #t 24.00 T

ABMEGRRT ERBEASHEREE, BBFEEBHEEBITRE AL,
BMIRE ®|ELR
#WE-S 22990-00



MtTFEER ST ERE
FAEFHFIAR

T 2

[HE] £6UTFUBEEINL0EHLRE, W ZHERAF o F
A, B BLARTRNFRME KRBT EARUY, 2) Bk d e
HARKAFRAUN, 3) AXTFREAF AL BERGUF. FLRH
XERUF T RS RATEF AT b HT LRGN AR R,
[EFA] T EEM. 2ATR, EAGF

REAT S AR B SO A 22 A7 B QU5 5 2K QU7 7T LU JBR Ok 57, 7]
H%Eﬁﬁ)\ﬂﬁﬂﬁgﬂﬂiﬁﬁﬁﬂﬁﬁﬂﬁﬁf&tﬂB‘J%ﬁﬁﬁ%ﬂﬂ'ﬁﬁ%%
PR SRR 2R 137, WA S48 T I 5 SR Bt 2 R 17 30 358 25
RBEER, A LESHITREZMH (critical discourse analysis, fij
PRCDA) i 30 £ R E, WIRZFEROIFHER, W) Eatks
AT ST 00 8 5 AT AR QI 2) W BTSSR ST LB A
s 3) A I T JR 7R B 5T R R 2 AR Bl A X P 2 AR 835 5 2
ﬁ%ﬁﬁﬂ]?*ﬂj"i*ﬁ@#*ﬁﬂ%ﬁ@fﬁﬂ?o

1O BEAE R R 0 E S TR A8

HEVPRE I 5207 1 R B 5 5 AT LA_L BB B T 20 42 7048 AR K Y
BV 2 QU P M5 R A BT 2 0. REFUE KBS, AR
D P PB4 2 57 LU ok 23R Ly FHER T B0 AR 205
HHEER S, HERZ RN P BETRR T SERES
AR SE 2 e BT S 2 5

MR R TR R B R F ARG R < 363 .

Va5 E WA F B F IR T Saussure M SUE Z 2 B4 iR
#% Robin (2001: 224 -225) HBFZE, Saussure MIE S IR E ik
XA S GBS RESESER. BALRESA L AN S
o AL, Saussure 2EH HE X EE X 43 1 (7] B 36 V88 5 BF S BN R —
HEmAMS— A, P, XA ESRERNES ERNRN,
Saussureih BiEE B H R EFEMIRELE, BW R BB R A #T %
GREFER, YOI T IES B, Saussure BB S B MMM R L BEE S
A4 L, HHREHIES FEX D AEFFPGH LR, S5HEAN, e
SR BB, R M X R R S AR SR B S
AR F . Saussure X FEARWRHE 2B R T T 534 A4
INALHERGEHRNE, BRT b = Tx i8S 22 5 M, Hodge &
Kress (1988) X et sr X AME T I FHIS S .

Signifier
Paradigmatic Value {
Synchrony Signs Signified
Language
{ (Langue) Syntagmatic Signification

(Language) Diachrony

Language
Semiotic
Parole
systems
Other systems
Extrasemiotic phenomena
(culture, society, politics)

P 1 Saussure —_ 5p 37 B H AR (5 [ Hodge & Kress, 1988: 17)

Saussure {§ i X 2~ X 5% LB S A HEEPW,
PRt R (X 53 BB R ST R , 0 K 78 & B e e 4 R AR MR X 53 1Y
BEEREL, WHEESWHREANT AL IHIRX , SHBR B, &
BRAMIIE ., HAMALS, SHRREEAY R, REPRSHE
XRMBFSZRMR AT, TR TS 55Nt R E Rk R
EW, XHESS5HEMERER, MIEFSERGPHBRTA, B
BT Saussure B S WHFCHIZ LA (van Valin, 2001: 326). XH,
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Saussure M) F FHAMEPHEES RE LT, HERRRET 45
. ANBESTSHRRLE, T ESSHP A MBS Saussure ]
HEETHEBEZI.,

e E B 5 Chomsky Fil Saussure 3E 3 L, Chomsky
* “RBEH M ORBEW. BERN 5 “ES B (Chomsky
1965), LA “PIfEiE & (internal language)” f1 “4pETES (external
language) "(Chomsky, 2002/1985)#  T5.1X. 53 &5 5 4 54 ) — S5 56f 37 KL A0
MR, IUR 3L 1R F B ARAE Chomsky 7ERHE S B8 5B S 115
BT TR Z )G BB SRR E P EE SRS F T E2ES
#1E, IEf van Valin (2001: 326) BFiff, “%f Chomsky Xk if, ESW5E
MRIENANRIETRNAS,” ST - wmiES B,
Chomsky#f W TER = FAMEB F T X P BB SR s ot
FERAER T L. Chomsky %5 & BODF 50 6% 5885 3 N TERE, BIA B
FHIE. LLIER % A5, Chomsky 38 26 F A K 7F B 3 BT, Bl i
% (universal grammar) , XMEIBIAK, WIEESELESE
P A B, {00 FURT LA A B A 05 AIE BN 3L, T DA B S T
Eﬁﬁﬂéﬁﬁ%#%éﬁmﬁﬁi’&%#m%miﬁW@(Chomsky, 2002/1985:
23), FrLL, Joseph (1990: 63) A%, WTETE = %f Chomsky H i “ &5
SEMRNEIEERL,” BREELE, Chomsky M BT MBI EH
Tiﬁ?#ﬂ?ﬁﬁ"ﬂ’ﬂ%’n@:ﬁ:ﬁﬁiﬁ%ﬁﬁﬂﬁﬁ%%ﬁm?ﬁﬁFﬁEi}é
B SERTEEZ b, \

—TTX 5> W77 A — PR B 7 I e BT R B,
2, X 53 i I BAN 53 B % R — AN R T S BB BE AR, bR — R 4 10 7
I, PR — A2 S B Btk 44, Saussure 1 Chomsky ) 7t
Wﬁiﬁ%‘ﬁﬁﬁiﬁ%‘@?%ﬁ)ﬁﬁﬁﬁ@ﬁ’l\ﬁﬁf,ﬂﬁﬂ'ﬁﬁiﬁ]iﬁgl’ﬂﬁﬁééﬁ
B, MR H RE LMY SESBRE BB RN, 2 R
BTN ® “hi#” (Hodge & Kress, 1988), Chomsky
Saussmeiﬁﬂiﬁ%iﬁ%ﬁ?%ﬁ’ﬂ—‘ﬁﬂéﬁiﬁ%ﬂﬁ (Bowers and Iwi, 1993)

MHLIFHBE R IR RER EAR AN R .« 365 .

RIS PO AT R T L L RET FRAEA—pa A

VR TR R AT A BT S PR IR B 2 50 & 4T T XM oext 7 iy
RAERK, fHR SR S A SRk Rk, RS R sk m

- A BRI R R A F R T &, O E S S e

B A —ABEER RS, NAERGE SRR Z 2 &tk
W2y, HEA B BCARF LD RGN MR EOC R E W fb s
R &, mRINNEAEBBNSER, Rt RIETAN, 5
BESERIES Fe2ARNERE T &, SRR RIES E1
SREPREREAACHRER, RRIBERSHSWAHEX R, 0T
FOB IR R B & 2t SRR B R A A= Fil 2%, % %
B At — R, 500K R R 528 2 X E AR QB i 07 o A 12—
MREFIIRE .

2. Bt TR R MR I

WS R AR AE AR E S A ARCB R T 6, H
FRIELIE AR CUHE T B ES SR M R ATO I L PP R R 2
s, HETHORMREREBES A&tk m il E#EK
(Jgrgensen & Phillips, 2002: 69-70), Chouliaraki & Fairclough (1999:
21) Wik, HERIE S Z HE A ST 5 AT B VR
XK, fEXHE T St HHEX R, *ttﬁz‘lﬁ%%ﬁﬁ%w\iﬂ
I, (LSRR R, IR RE SRR B, RAEEER
PP 5 40T PR S B A G I, 63K 5 1 , HEERE B TR AR S
4 S RHE A BT S0I E AR T HLREE TS 25 4007 5L L AR QU Y B Al

TEIA R PP T8 25 5047 0 4 22 AL A BF RO I, S PP IV RIS
PR 3T X R 2 B A BRI 5 R AT T ARMAUR . Pk, van Dijk
(mm)mm;&m“géﬂ(mmmmwmmw”%ﬁﬁmﬁﬁ%%
W E RIS ERIEATI, i Wodak FItABE 50N T2
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i (interdisciplinarity)” (Weiss & Wodak, 2003), Fairclough
i T H “@%F (transdisciplinarity) ”(Chouliaraki & Fairclough
1999, Chiapello & Fairclough, 2002), #tPF#:ER AT “BER o
FMERE B SR R ATE R R, %
2R BRI S ERBFERIEMEERS B (Weiss &
Wodak, 2003: 18), Frif “@%#7, BE—-A%8 (InkS%) wim
WA LAgE B 5 — 2R (ES %) MRBEY Y, G —A R
BAH BEBBAER —/ %P 4 J(Chouliaraki & Fairclough, 1999,
Chiapello & Fairclough, 2002), "[LAE i, Fairclough BriR{BH# “#82
BRI TR R AT SRR R R R RS B X HE, BRI
F7 BAR BIMNSER AR , 78 2R RO HE VR 38 35 43 07 1F R 103X B2 B i) %4 3%
#1542 T EZEMAE, A Chiapello & Fairclough (2002) #iE3%k ik,
BFEPHR R T 2B BUE 32 2 18] B HE AT S35 A 2 R Y
R XA LR R R R R0 B e X AT B Ak 1 B R RO 6
SRR H £ P AR H i 72,

ARREZ R, BN BB R PR 5 507, B8R “dit
PHER R ST AT LS A SCRPE Rt 2R R — AN B R R 22 B
BHRAE N B (van Dijk, 2001: 96), — A1, HIFHIER
BRI LR T B A I A O B SRR S 5 3, I PRI 2, #E 20
S, NPT, BRI, EIRT, DRSS LT
FRIRBRRIR, %% (51 Fairclough & Wodak, 1997: 262-268);
F—JT, HPHE T R AT S R R 5, R D E S
5%, 40 Antonio Gramsci F)FIUERIE , 72 S48 % IR (O PFIR IR , Jiirgen
Habermas M4t & ScBR 36 , #8H1H9 75 5845 , Mikhail Bakhtin f1 V. L
Volosinov %% B8, L\ & Michael Halliday i) &4 ThBEIE =2, fE4
FRSCE, R MR B R D HTHI S R | B 2R R S A
XL PN Sy D

VA Wodak Byt o1 15 25 40 49 95 05 15 SR IBBS 22 BLRF S0 M B, X B

ML TFEIE R AT R BB P AR BIH G A =, .« 367 -

%Wﬂﬁﬂ?‘ﬂ‘)\{ﬁﬂﬂéEZ‘W#*#B@BT%AEL?H&OUE@T‘%?Q!I&E‘J%
RERAB], EAPFRDHBABHRA REE A %R, BE%¥, L
BRFH0H S X S B L FHER A DRSS R T X AR R % 5 00 R R i b i
fIFE M. BN, B R ERWIRN BT UAHBOENE S, 5
PR RDFIEN AT LB A 3 38 & S AR SO S e
BE, I3 AR TS FE R B BB TR L R R AR 1 3 5 5
SRR AR HEAT 43 BT % He A AE # & B ( Reisigl & Wodak, 2001), 1
R, Wodak K3k IFPEIE 543 BTBF 5275 TE 10 % S R G AR BLAE T A B i
E 2 ¥R AR TANS RN E., XTFEIBERMMES 25
Pk, Reisigl & Wodak (2001:31) 5% T % F0] LI o B B 35
SR, 4 Quasthoff B4 2. LB, Wetherell and Potter iag ]
BE X5, Duisburg 2RI “BXA”, HEBIERMA, LK Teun
van Dijk B "ARIETMEE" 1 “MA QA ERE" BHESfS%, B
FETE TR & P88, Wodak ity I BA-t )k Halliday i) R ThBE 15 S .
R T LR PRI R IUE % . ERFR TR A1, Wodak BT
W R RS BEAME R RRDEIES X0 TR, i HH 5
WHEARADHINE . ATLLAS, Wodak FHEIEH: 5 55 4 0 4 FRig
5 BRI E R, X P LR s R Sl R QI B
HiRZ—,

. BIAFAREAMAREREAREI

HIFHEER T RIBE N IFSPI5H ., bl Fairclough A1REN
“IBRSLE (discursive practice)” J#:, Lk van Dijk HREN “#XIA
A (social cognition)” ##%, LA Wodak H8ER “iE& P (historical-
discourse)” #51%, LA Scollon & Scollonffy “ & 4} 47 (nexus analysis)”
77 B:F1 Chilton #) “IA%IIE S % (cognitive linguistic)” # ¥k (HIWE
2006) , 3 SERF 5T 7 B AR ELIE 2 X4 B 4, JtHL & Fairclough il Wodak
HIBFGET7 ok, BRI R KR 2B . 54k (genre) , WETERKF (order of
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discourse). H.iBPE (interdiscursivity), H (¥ (intertextuality) ., 3CA
(text) BUSHTEIE, G5B FBEITRYLH, RX BB 507 T B 2 BT diE 42
BERRA, ZREXEY, BRI TR ESR, LB —Fhy
AR BIFTHIEF 7,

BBk Ah, D7 X ST 52 7 T8 S e S I ) Rt i — Fh 22 R AT .
PP ER TR N AT E , MR B RE S AN HEEES
R FEAREE B8, Titscher et.al. (2002: 164-5) & 3], Fairclough
BRERS EEA SIS FIEEEARE=  A P RIE R SL ik
#. URIBERFNT AL ZRMZEI; Wodak B8R G HEMEA
BT ot ARARER A TFELERMINBRREERPEEN
Wi, BR, BELHMEARMAERBLFREERROME, BERE
R HTAER, X8, RN RIEET LHANF UM R ENEE,
Blommaert (2005: 26-27) B4 THIFEERSANPIARE, 5.

*EUATER: MEARKMEY. BOERE S, EARSTEEEENIR
B, GFESNEEMBUGHRIES WA FE .

*RARE: FERHRIERMN TS TELOE, BRI
BEBLEIERIBETE, S RECRN B/, %%,

*HLRIERS . I IR R AENLIE S R ARSI X R, AR
BB RIS, M TR RSSX ZMBESINHE, %%,

BRSO A I A B 5 BB

FHOTE . URIERELY. BUERARPER, iES
SH%M, BRSEE, EESE8SUE, 5%,

% I Blommaert #5245, ATATLAA N (iE 45 5% 4 (Discourse &
Society) ) 2006 (5517 %, 3L 61) KK 28 &5t SCHIBF S IR K
BEUTOAHE. BREFRE AR EIRIT (PR RIS ER KR
B B RAAT R I B S, A — 2R3 A PR BR S 38 S0 U3 R BiG
BESE, TV A BUBFSE M8 SR S B AL I IR18) , SRR AT LA —
MRBMATBIRIRE. UHBRAMSRRBEERFNS S,

MHL TR R TR B R 2R A= © 369 .

*HERIRFIE: dnAl-Ali (2006) X% B HL & STk rh 38 e iy

B9, Wagner & Wodak (2006) ¥4k A t& R H 15 ek it ik ity
b BLERHIET S

* BEPRBTSE: i Awoke Bekalu (2006) X7 i 75 &5 s Biik R 5%,

 Bhatia (2006) %I#7HEAM&MBIZ, Jiang (2006) XfFPPE%T
Al 1 R R R o 9 R X 5 SO AR 5 s

* BEWTS: fmLazuka (2006) XA 20014E 9 H 11 H #2003

| 429 A 11 02t bR mEmmms,

*BUAIWF . n Haworth (2006) %1 238 1R 35 15 s AR ) 5 Kbz

b BL AN, Wang (2006) SHE R BT 7126 R HIWF5 5

*#h&EdG . fnHamo (2006) %f “¥EAN” B HiGHEREA A

| BMPTYC, Kaufer (2006) SR Breh /A A BEEHI TS 2 5 BR3¢

* BAREREBIZ: 0 Galasinska (2006) %% F I 22 H 5 4%

IR IEMPS, letcu (2006) XT % LR RIEHIBIST,

& PP IR R AT AE R E R R, 1B R BT F i Bt ROR AT
BARMSCRS I, skiELE (1998) B A IEE S FHH &, Mo
R TR AL oo 3 ] — e MR R O E IR AT 4T, RIS
KB EREBEHREERMARENENEZERR, £ (2002) BH
Hodge & Kress (1993) i) “f)R % (syntagmatic models)” X}
T B B AR SR R AT RT3 . BT R RN R T e R R

L X AR R SR RN — R TR At R BOGE

S TR RS U B0 o BT S R T R BB TR = A3 B A AR Y
SIAT, S B T R R 15

AR TERR IR , UL e B SO TP A LR o 22 B BB B ST R A
b e 2% UK, v Tl 8 (2004) 3 it 53 47 Bl JF K £ 60 AR B HK (1979)
L2 80 FRAEBIK (1999 4F) Hks ik 7 o WL 8 o5 U HLA% B B3 )
V5 R M I, SCEE B Foucaultify i 75 S48 L B AL ¥k 18 R 04T X
TR R G2 1 5L 2 G M f B R T S HOUL A Bt X A Be iR
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FEAERAST LB AT, R SR LR T M
gl “RIBER. BEF8E B “HAEE. BRER BT, 8

TR B REAMEEAC, WEE (2005) LIEAG LR b B
TRET X—¥AH SRR RNSR, @SB TRL T
RS ESHNERHR, BAMEMEASVRT., 8ITRK%
T B B S FIRE LR T K& TA AT H S 6 A 8 S
HaAr, RAXLERWE T FREZLHLE S5, MEUFEREHRY
Sbr, AR HEISR, URTFREIAANEHENS S, TRET
Sy % B, R LR T R4 DX — S BRI
&EUPI AN T RS RS BHT. TRk TR S 6T
EREIHIETREN, B &, MRS Emts. Xt
REBPHEN., SERHT SRR, Bk (2004) RIFESE
HELBATE R D RIE R AL 2 L X S B F B P B R A
(ORI, %2003 4 “q 4" % 3091 o ) L0 Ak SR 397 A 2 8 R A O
Bl E AT, B T 3X BAEA 136 R it S AR 35 Ao = o
By R RBIRE XL IR SRR SR, X TR
(2003 474 A% S AW R AT 30 5 BUHR & FEATE R HF, EAWE
X 30 R BB G TR R S TE X — A A IR ZE 1L, BB IR 35 108
HEHITE “BE” BN EFEEWE, SHAFHN B M.
IHif “iE5" MBRHE, X B MEREE SRS B0, W
HEE B BMIR, A RS BB, BFZcR Y1, MBS SRk IR
HE P R X — B, MR 15 B I RT3 25 208 , T iR
EREAFH R R R B AR AR & R, FIR B O A5 5
AT HER, SRRPHREERS S A NR, RS RN
B R B AN R,

MR BRI R IR B £ R 015 5 % + 371 .

4. 5%

HEPFHE B R S4TSR ALK R B RO 1) SR o
WRAETEIHE (originality) RIS SRR, QIR MBI B R A
SR ABFICHIT A T RARA B P i A AT 28 15 3 g
A BTGP BB S TR A, T3k R 35 54 2HBE 2% 2
B R SOR B U 2 R R B TR A = Rl b A oo
T AR QU , HAE TR R FIRT SRR o M R I KO 55 U, 7
SR, RBEARON . THRIEIE BRI HE S 5007 002 A ot
B, XA A QB B %R — A H 30 R,

SE ik
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