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Critical Discourse Analysis: Controversy and Discussion
Wu Jian-guo
( South China University of Technology Guangzhou 510641 China)

There exist many controversial issues in the current studies of Critical Discourse Analysis ( CDA) . The present paper analy—-
zes these issues in terms of the basic tenets historical origin theoretical bases research frameworks and study objects of CDA.
Based upon all these discussions the paper proposes some corresponding advice on how to avoid these controversies. It is hoped
that this will shed some light on our understanding of CDA.
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