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On Differences between Critical Discourse
Analysis and Conversation Analysis

HUO Hong
(School of Foreign Languages, Yangzhou University, Yangzhou 225127, Jiangsu, China)

Abstract: Critical Discourse Analysis (CDA) and Conversation Analysis (CA), frequently met con-
cepts, are intimately related with the depth of utterance. However, discourse in CDA does not refer
solely to utterance, but more to a collection of conversations, texts, and social discourse. CDA ad-
dresses the relationship between discourse and right, ideology, and value in order to deconstruct the
social system and eliminate social inequalities eventually while the focus of CA is more on language se-
quence and embedding. This paper compares and contrasts CDA and CA based on some factors that
determine whether a discourse analysis is CDA or CA.

Key words: discourse; critical discourse analysis; conversation analysis
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