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Fairclough of course favours the critical: the ap—

proach which not only describes discourse but interprets

it as social practice " (" (

The “interest” for linguistics of this move within

CDA if I can put it that way is that it helps establish

the case for textual analysis and therefore linguistic anal—

ysis having a substantial role in social scientific analy—
sis 15 (136) . (

“ 9’

10

11

12

)
Stubbs M. Discourse Analysis M . Oxford: Basil Black—
well 1983.
Brown G. & Yule G. Discourse Analysis M . Cam-—
bridge: Cambridge University Press 1983.
Foucault M. The Archeology of Knowledge and the Dis—

course on Language M New York: Pantheon
Books 1972.
Foucault M. The order of discourse A . In Shapiro

M. J. (ed.). Language and Politics C . Oxford: Basil
Blackwell 1984: 108 —138.
Andersen N. A. Discursive Analytical Strategies M .
Bristol: The Policy Press 2003.
Koselleck R. Futures Past: On the Semantics of Historical
Time ( trans. by Keith Tribe M . Massachusetts: MIT
Press 1985.

: N N M .

2009.

: . . M .

2014.
Gee J. P. An Introduction to Discourse Analysis M .
London: Routledge 1999.
Halliday M. A. K. Language as Social Semiotics: The
Social Interpretation of Language and Meaning M . Bei-
jing: Foreign Language and Teaching Press in association
with Edward Arnold 2001.
Scollon R. and Scollon S. W. Intercultural Communi—
cation: A Discourse Approach M . Beijing: FLTRP and
Blackwell 1995/2000.

Hall S. Introduction A . In Hall S. (ed.).
sentation: Cultural Representations and Signifying Practices
C . London and Thousand Oaks: Sage 1997: 1 —12.

M .

Repre—



6 ( ) 2015 10

2011. Press 1995/2012: 129 —137.
14 Widdowson H. Discourse analysis: a critical view A . 16 . : C .
In Tian H. and Zhao P. (eds.). Critical Discourse A— 2012.
nalysis: Essential Readings C . Tianjin: Nankai Univer— 17 Halliday M. A. K. An Introduction to Functional Gram—
sity Press  1995/2012: 111 -128. mar M . Beijing: Foreign Language and Teaching Press
15 Fairclough N. A reply to Henry Widdowson A . In in association with Edward Arnold 1994 /2000.

Tian H. and Zhao P. (eds.). Critical Discourse Analy—
sis: Essential Readings C . Tianjin: Nankai University ( : )

Mingling and Debating Practices of Academic Discourse Exchange

TIAN Hai — long
( Research Centre for Linguistic Semiotics Tianjin Foreign Studies University Tianjin 300204 China)

Abstract: As a widely used concept in humanities and social sciences “discourse” has been defined differently in different
disciplines and by different scholars. This paper by reviewing these different definitions and then adopting a CDA definition
discusses the association of discourse with the concept of discourse system. It then proposes a discourse approach to academic
discourse exchange highlighting the mingling and debating practices by investigating the discursive strategies in terms of aca—
demic norms and language use.
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