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Abstract This paper merges corpus techniques and critical dis
course analysis (CDA) b study the ten years annual govem-
mentworkng reports ( 1999— 2008) and exp bre the rehtons
betw een discourse in the govemm entw otking reports and socil
change n China This study show s that the foci in the govem-
mentwork ng reports shape new discourse and affect the recpr
ents of the discourse and their actions which n wm bring and
stmubte w der social change The analyses of keyw ords clus
ers and concordance lines help us recognize the discourse e
flcted nn he texts whik CDA explors the w k of govemm ent
woik ng reports as mstitutbnal discourse in the sockl change

Key W ords govemmentwoik ing reports critical d iscourse anak
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