ATy R i IR

AR

5

(1 REHLAFSEEER X2 300134)
QCREHLAFAEEFRAT B K 300134)

RE:BLFMRITFRFREMAE 2 LB HIF LR R ER T REB N 4 X, ik
FAMFFETRRGUER AT R, LR FERBITF G HITIREEI N RIELBRYTE,

KB W ET B FARMIT IR IEE T
MBS 1001 - 8263(2008)08 - 0143 - 05

hESES: HO-06  CRARIRAG:A

—.3l5

“HEPFEIER AT Z /PR FE AR SO R S PR
PE1E 5 2T (critical discourse analysis, L) T {4 #&
CDA) Fy#EPF DL K “#E 3”7 7E CDA R & X, Xt
CDA f#tPF7E L HE4E 90 4R HuER £+, 10 Wid-
dowson (1995, 1996 ) . Toolan (1997 ). Schegloff
(1997) Stubbs (1997) #1 Hammersley (1997) % A
%t CDA BYIB(IE 3% T ( political commitment) | F8i5 2
Bl SCAS MR 7 5 By XA G AT 5 s LR, X et
CDA HIHLIELL J2. Fairclough (1996 ) 1 Billig( 1999 )
FANBRAE N E B BT B (InER 2004, H %
H.2006) , A SCEBE VA 21 L HIxF CDA fy— 2
Frit ¥ (4 Widdowson 2004, Chilton 2005, Blom-
maert 2005) ,,

WA MR R Z MW" BFETHESEAR
HIFFEF AR P AR SRELAI/EM . X CDA fdtt
WEEMHEX EREEM TR AR ERAA (&
R —EHEFRE; XM AAMESBRS
CDA 182 & MWL S BB B AN, (BXT %) E 4

AR CDA B SCIR SR U & B i /e I 20 A R
o WA Hitig Xt CDA MHLIE L K “H#EiF” 7
CDA iy A LIE 2 AR CDA IR A K
SEEFHL A CDA BIRE AT R AT &8 (R
Ao

— .} CDA RIFTHLIF

Xt CDA BBt AR SRR BE LR & R Y
WAL, 0 Chilton (2005 ) Xt CDA BU& 18 1Al
RO R ) T BE : CDA X B i et & R 45 )
B, Bt A ER TR, XE® A 0 {5 MR

W7 MR CDA BARIEMTLBR, MATER

W EXH SR W ERCE E BB K TTRR, 5HE
FHEMERFTERE M, B4R Chilton Xt CDA L
WERE T ELUE ST A, MG HIE 5 % 1A
EPFRBORIER R TS0, Xt CDA BUg i
PE R 5 BEATSER FE X 3K A (0] B B3 38 I R HERE T
—3F . 20 42 90 AR X #HEIF IR IE 20 4 BUA I 1
HERMSISESET CDA Bt R EA L E,
M7E 10 £ 2Z J§ Chilton 302 B |, % CDA BUAH
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MERMFEAREHLESE MEERBTAL
BHERIRCER , R BN SRFEINEF FE TR,

XS PR R AR R A RO R R R B
B4, Widdowson 3X {3 Xf CDA #54+¢E 2 S E K
“EVAE” X CDA M AL R — & B, Wid-
dowson(2004) 8.4 T1EH — & XHEE S (L
HAFEE ST BB H, - T “AT3C(pretext) " i
AL % CDA ML VERT # — 2, FriE“a/lr
3”7, Widdowson (2004 79) BEEXHN— Pk
TRMBIL” , B SO FE R — 1 h3e, B2
KT — 145 ,” Widdowson (2004 ) i#f — 5 fif B
B, ZEXX A 32 3 A, B R R XF 7 A U B i B3
RAEABRRTHERZFERIMBERE,
RE=FiHEAZRAR, I—Nr R L H
BT, AN ER R L E BHHARREAR
BORTEHERE, MR TG HEE, X
“BICEREREATENEREA RESTE S
FrXA (A RIS ) SCAFFE LA X A (A 2
) IBREHEER. LW A H & A, Widdowson
(2004) 45 i, CDA BRI MM T B Wit &
MBAGR“RISC”, ERH T/ MEHR
CDA X XA FITE B 0 37 A4 B 18 SCRS e, S AR
A4, X B, Widdowson iX i/ % CDA I3 & F B E
BEM BRI LRTHLPERY CDA A 447
ARG LT RIS R B, AN & B CDA (W H
HIFSHILET S, ZE—E BB L KR T ftuxt CDA 1)
H#E3F( Tian 2006) ,

5 Chilton FI Widdowson [ & [a] B W &7 A&~
[7] , Blommaert (2005) MBS ¥ )£ B8 P CDA iF
20 KB, 35 CDA FE=/E 8, 5%,
Blommaert (2005:34) 1A% CDA 4358 RiE = 4
Bro MIFEEDT, LI Fairclough 58, “ ¢
MERSCARIES 007, Bk, R KBR 4%
INEE1E & %" ( Blommaert 2005:34 ), Blommaert
N FRE T TR A S R — B, T
CDA Ff R¥EM AU v WA FI B B0 1E B, o XF A
WEANEFNER , AT & A 77X 8] 1LiE
e ZHTAE SR TR AR B 4 , DA R A =X
] WG R X A AT AR RS 5, CDA

BMEARLT  ERXANENXE, “HIFEIE S
B S A B3 43 9 1R MR UK 43 T A 31 B PR il 7
TUXAFAERER L, AT Z8E T 2 TER K
3t % Bk ( Blommaert 2005: 35), Blommaert Xf
CDA #5% —#L PP I I E & & CDA 1 304 447,
HEVETETR /DT 7 HSE BRiE fS B 5 P % SCAR AT 9
B, RER AN TH PP ERVI (W0 Foucau-
16(1972,1980) X ifi 7 B 5 & FHE RF R
Laclau & Mouffe (1985) X {G1E MG T F Mt &%
W HI— 437K, RIS 1B T R R R A
f, Blommaert #tiF CDA & T W4 7155 (5%
HEMK, HEMAETHESE CDA B EEVIRITL
WIERIER, BRI ST B0 S i 415 3 m 4t &8 3,
Blommaert tA 2y, BB IR RA B AP, T 15
BT THEOFE TR TR U L %38 7 ( Blommaert
2005:51) .

Blommaert (2005 ) #§ i CDA FI55 /MR
ERREFELSZHN. HAT,CDA WEEAY
Fairclough, Wodak, van Dijk, #1 Chilton, )} & $1.4&
Fl2z H EXT CDA £ & i 1 Foucault, Bourdieu,
Giddens, Habermas, Zizek, Baudrillard 2 A, ¥ &
JR FRAE 2 [ A RRUH KBl , iX R B CDA ZE b3 1
JRRRYE, 55, CDA Bk fit &t FE R
MRS RS, AR EILXER"
R, A Rt R ARG R R &HE,
Blommaert(2005:35 -36) AN, “WH I HRES
HHEIF T IRBI7E R B A JE A LJE Ttk &
ERShnFE—Rts, ERAEEBIAITX
FEAL SRR AT LA SRR B 20 T 3 A
SEAER, AR E KM EEFZL,
MEAX MR Lt S5HSZRIFEARMEKX
"

Blommaert (2005 ) 1A iy CDA FEZE IS5 =M1
AR © B 1] 5 BE 9 SRy BR A o 3 1 [ A A R 4 IR
BRHERI R, Blommaert 35 ), ZEHLIFIE B 7
KBRS PROE I R R, HEEET
CDA Xt Al LB EMR, (A H P TP E« Y
HIHH I BER B 745, CDA S —tE R
3SRV KA ST 4 T A I R (R
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WE—/JFEK, Blommaert(2005:37)iA%,CDA |/
SRLEF R AS/NEA B B ) R A 1) A B R HE T 2
S S REARRRAE LA B AEHETE AP XA A 8] A 5
AR A F T HL, 3X B 1] 6 T B X 4k & (] R
B 7 5 5 B L SCME IR AR L AN BE R AU R A A1
i K Ve R BEAT B IE B9 2 20 # o

=."#L3¥" 7 CDA P& X

“WIEVER—PARE, EH SR EFARYE
HEX ERWRERE, 72 CDA P& X HWHR T
A 1) 34 ( 40 Fairclough 1989, Wodak 1999, 2001,
van Dijk 1993, Scollon 2001, Locke 2004 ), 7] 2 4%
H:(DMFEBRERENIHXER, BRER
PESHERESELS Q) XHERERLE
B, ERER SRR RXRRERR P IEYRE;
GIHEBRKREEREMAREEN B CHLGHET
BB EHAHEIT SR BRIAE H BT 0 R B B © L
(O EF BB MR, BT UHIFEEESCR,
EREESUWETWEE, “HIE” R g LRI
MHERRR, B, B3 (self - reflexive) " $54it
TESL BRI 2 S B L PF & B SL 3% R AR £, Bt
TWEES T EEHIFEERP“ M EC B E
MSHMX W — #1708 B8 RIFMN”
( Chouliaraki & Fairclough 1999:.9) ,iX3Efr F 5“4t
SUE” Rl R T— R A #00E R BR Ve B 52
% SR 2, HEA B AT AR AL S BCE R
B, A A BRI E L Wit KRR, &
EEE, AN TR 'S “ #IF” iRk
aX:

LR ERE AP IEX RYE K, 1B
REHESHIHEXRRRA N — T LS EHR Y
ER. A THIEEORHASTE, BATHE W
B EHABURE T 2R B, THBTEE
R B, BT AR AW A, A B
AR BB AR =4 . X, P E
HEME R BT UEHAT SR EER. BE
Frik 30 SERFEHFEY F S AR AREA,
181 A0 75 2 5 T ANV 7 5 L R B Aol A B R BE
FEH S EITHWA HE EA S s =4
TREZEIELGE IR, XLEHEY R

FARTEHER MU B BB HACHR
TR BRI RLARIFAENEY, KRR T, &
o i R R AR ALt 7 THT B0 TR R I LA PR B AR R
o XEREE L SR R A MR R A IR R
NALEH L — R RE KRR

MR T AHEMS  BERE—ERE EHR
HEI AR BEANLENE. REZEREX
BN FE IS RN BRI it &4
AR, 7EI1X 5 T ,2003 R4 R M IR §2
T — RN, RSB (AR IR R
—FLAAIAR A LIRS G, E— D HR .
FHT R X A AR, 1 E R KA 2003
1A 22 B HGA 0 IR SRR R JE R AE 2
Rt A R R & ZORIE E R K18 S
XA 2 O EAE 2 P IR ER 5 I (SARS) 7,
HADTEHALERSE3 A 15 HIEXH“SARS”H
R HRS” (BB 2004) (B, “ R 7 XA FR
—HEAEPEGEH. WR7ESER - LERKN
5, TR AT BB I AT AR B 4 R
A R R R T E AL B PR
—fh — AR R A R R R, R —
FAFEMR IR IR . “IRIT — TR R
XERAAE--ERE LB T XM ERRNE
MRERE (FF  REAR,2003) . XHMTE
—ERE LU IER I S BRI REX &
A I BB

BRI A/ R ERER Ry
U B R, EHEERNIETXRT,
AL N RAEREFEES REN AR,
AT EERMA K —TT, FREFS TR, & H
EREABNEE, A EY RN IR
ST, B T T4 T A ST LA E S, B
AR ST LM EIRR A DRI,
XAEIAREE MR, TRA R Frf
X — 0 i TR R R R — 07 4 T 3 A T H0A
X LLAE BT RIS iR A AR B Ay H AR
%, EXNEX L, WM X ER S SAHE
RAMBRRWEATE B RER I S ZERIHE
HXR.
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2MIFRAFHTENALER, “HIEE
CDA H 2 —Fhrt &L B AT LA FA T T B A . —
£ CDA Dt&R B R B & 5 Z R
Xkt SRR B . BTE A BLE CDA
BIRFST 44 ep , ke 3 48 1) 2 B 0E S OB 5T (Fair-
clough 2001 ) F %F 7 % B 15 & M BF 5% (van
Dijk  1991,1993,Reisigl & Wodak 2001 ) ,ERLAAE
£B] A R R, AR X St & 1A Dl CDA |y
BriafEfr. CDA DAtt&mB IR M R R E R
meZE EL 4 BTHEZE | T, 40 Fairclough (2001 ) i 48 F]
WEEENAINE SR EELSRNENTS
FE” 56 R E R S A R, 5
ZHERERIAFHSBFETERRILX LN
B R R BRRIEN IR BE—2
B RBXMOTEERB THEMNBEN". |
T, ,CDA WIBFFT IR LA SRR HE R Mo

“HLPE” 7E CDA AU R ESCF B,
REfMETH SRR, B CDA BT H R MR
X2 [E B, F4R van Dijk (1993:253) #5H K
BRAE, MIEE BT ROFR “HESEIR". X
FiX— 5, Kress (1996 :15) L E E]: “ & 7 BIHLIFHE
3, MIFES %, U EHEEE T AR R —
ANEIE TR, SORVE, St YR ESE T X
FIBIE T M A F % 5. HEHKRED 2
AKX — IR A= SR B R A ER 12
VEREMR, #TE LRI AIAYETREINZ
o, 3 I BT — N S ST

CDA BHATHITH B RSB ST HE, WK
HEWAFEE, XEEMBCHRI/ERENS
B, M “BRRE”HENE 8 HHR LML
5,48 B ST RIE R O S X S R 25 ML o
BEAMERRMAXEEALNAE BRRENE
iR, BPEfE B 5 M5 R R 2 B AR B 25 A S
. IE% Rajagopalan(2004) 3§ i FIARAE, “ EAHE P
WAL e MARAS | BB 24 SR EE T
AR, EXNEX L, CBRRE &IE
B AR & . X CDA i &, fbii1@
Xt sE BE AR AT E AT BlEH A E
B X SEIEEE N X S ESE At S
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B R B #1iR” ( van Leeuwen 2005:94) , X /&K
CDA & 5t &5CBRMER . Wodak (2001:9) 58
KIS R A B3 E Hh %7 ; Fairclough (2001 :
264 -265) - E 5 H CDA AR F 5L LIEE—
F AT , FHEE MREA N SRR K
AT SEEG  BERRIT RSR R R /M R,
ZERETKMN L AR ERTARRAZENES
BHRUFAEESEE,

M ESBESFEARAT

fRIR T Xt CDA HFHLIFA“ #L¥E” 7E CDA
WEXZE, AU ETSESHRPIESEAES
HEARMAIPHNTER R, ER—MEREHEH
e, X LR ST L EAE R B RO R
HIZEAR ISR . B4, Chilton #E1TF CDA THEH
SEEFRE N M &%, H B M7E T CDA

PEERBES ¥R EIS A L, X iR L
INFE S F AR BUETEE T T EEE T
B, dfE 75 fbxt CDA MHETE SN “ B IR LT
(Wodak 2006:606) . #R1i, FFIEFTA AR EFHH
2RI A T HEAT A TERR AT DA B
Blommaert M AK¥ R SIETENMELA,
i CDA R B , XA 1 R 55 B 38 B A Ja R 24T
BFE, L R A FIBF R M R B AR, T HAE
XS IR R B AL IR B R AR M RPN
" XA — 4% 2 W ) i A8, 28 ik (Wodak
2006:606) ;{HE , fL%] CDA HitIF 5 ¥ A BT
A B ETE T M SEERFIT 7 5 B9 Widdowson —4%
(Wodak, 2006) , #iA W EFRBEMFE“KAC
HIBTE S HEBFR R IR, kBt "L PF
W, B S R SR g B 1), SR SR — T
RS W, IR AR () H 5 7E
AR EE RIS (Wodak 2006.603) .

XB ATRGHBIAESHRPERETE
EMEE, “iE 5 B8 (language ideology) " FIBEE
EHASFLEWHHIUWEHE“INES FELRERMN
Bk, ETRFRIMTEENEE, X THESHEHLEHN
FHER FS5R.URERXIBERESBTHER
(Johnstone 2001 :55 -56) , ZEXPMEX L, & 5%




I PR R IR R S R S S

ARHIERLIT I R — Fh ELAT fR R A A 1
BRE S A, LA 0 B AT R B4 T S M 45 A, T
FREHREERISIE, R, SARAER A
BUFF T E TR B 4 T AR T EE S 4 B
WEIE R . X B B AR I B I 7 U,
HIERTEX A X b, S ARHIEARF T CDA f3
WLk, SEBR L, CDA & —FE RBIICI “ WA
R 2 LR A AT B R TR AT 0T
£5” (van Dijk 2001:96) . MHL I A 175 5 BF
SERR RN BB RS , T R R BB B AT A T 4
BB =t VRS2, 2 —Fh it & S BB R X
HEEE—ERE LR MBS NE, E
f1 Fairclough (2006 .6 ) $5 5 FIARAEE, FARD T E
ARG R %% 5 BUF LA JEBUR LG L K
kB, L 7E EAME R T R sh 28Rk (3
L) RS R B T R R SRR, T L, At/
T R T VAT BNl Ay 33X S S I AR5

B EH:

()A7F+ 2&K:“SARS’ 5 ‘3’ — % FREFZ
A R, (P BEL)2003 £ 5 6 B, 5 564 - 567
Ro

(2)\HEL: “BRHFARTGIIFA  ARIFE T F 3
$IREESAT GRS ERF) 2006 FF 2 4, F 40 -
47 R,

B Fa: “#IpHEE S H: FMS5 7,5 A&,
2004 %5 8,54 64-69 |,

(4)#sify . “ 4T AL EE
L8R ,2004 £ F 58, FT72-75 R,
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