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B oE N D G IWEE S G R A T 207 R IR, AL T HEDE
W AT, BRI R ARSI A, A7 B PR AR AR A . A SRR
# Fairclough =4E7p#ik 5 Martin S8 NIPPON AL, s A DG IOF o rESE, T4k
T AR AR L NG RN URECE D LR R R TT R B AT BEUR L, 1%
R SRR AR RS 2, TS B ETE S R A 1E T A AT
FOEAEE, $946 T HABRfEE, Ml T HAk s ABEEE, MRS AR QAT R AR I
Jiske

XEEIR N7 IR B, RS PR BS, B —4ERE

1 51w

“N DD R GTY AN T, R 2 HAREE A EOR R A, A
KT Ul WS I ] e AR AN A, AL 2 5, T 2 B o s KA, X
“CNUL” U AR S RIS B DR AR D L. HEPPIETE 20 M (Critical Discourse
Analysis, fijFk CDA) FVEM AL SR ITE Fiatt, B0 T Ak 2 IS 13 v A
P, 38 LR JE RN RAE P o O B LR NATIAT Ay sk (5 (Fairclough &

T R
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Wodak, 1997), fE3XJy ] LUAFEARLFHIEH] o

DEREEHE, VPG AT N E RS T A D R E R, B AR IS
) A AR AE AW 2 o (EAEARII 5, BRAT RS R PP IS TS 20 T SE T 1 B i D) FH e
RO T RIS (HHE, 2016), [R)INA S g 0] B, b DL ) 04 S
] (PR AT ST, B S QB A B A T HESE (3O3R, 2007; =M. i
W, 2014), A 2RISR 7% (Norman Fairclough) =401 5 5T (James
Martin) 25 A (3P #1i6 (APPRAISAL theory), ZHH— MBI =40 ERE, JEHET1%
MESE, WfHL 7R BRI WEEEAT /08T, BT S I AR S S @ S ] R
ERIIAT R e I IXFE TS, 2B Ay B RS 5 ST BRI ) T S e 4 AR 1)
“CNIL” B DGR, RS T AT AR 5 T N M. TR, ARt
PG T 20 BT i) 8RR AN G BN IR R, A AR BT A Eh E i — Pk
JEA T oTik o

2. Wil NI BRI

B DB NI TETE IR AN FEAME S L S . /E CDA BF9TH,
T AN TR B AR [R]85 5 2 X S “ TR 2 T T S AL (Stubbs, 1983: 1),
A BRI, A3 S SRR 2 . BAREERIA R, G TER (text) A,
A T A KV 1 PR TR T 032 sk 7 X . %% Foucault 25 IR 54, CDA
WHIE S AR DR TR, HAE MR AE — E I 2 SRR W2 2 b, 2
SRRV . W, EEESER ) —F 2oz, SRS, &
FATRACH S AR — RAOMA R S, RS T S DL 5, s,
IR G A B RN, S22 e sz AT i (W A AT 4 7 =
(Fairclough, 1992). CDA WU /& X iE B (b VP IEAR 1S, 0 X8 5 SEBR M /b S5 4
SRR, BRSSO . EUUB S SRR )% % (van Dijk, 2001).

PR R 6, SRt R gE < AR X R — R F R
KT a WS R AR R SR “ NI 1A H R e A & S0 iE s, B AMERS
SE IR G5 R UB A% 2 h. W — RGBS EA AN IR (eg
) BRABIRISIY, SR N ST . et JREf AW 5 B LR
2 CRRRLREE [ 3, s YA EA R U e A 0 ) o

A, “NR” TFEFR VA2 WAE VA7 B B LLERER 7 23t i 2
R VA SR UERER 7 SR 2 X IRATIR A S . S 5 AT A 7 T g
SRR 2 BEXE AR AR IOTFST, X e R ) B A
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FEIXT5 TR0 A 22K, (0T AN R REAE A R i A A3 e f ]2
3. Wi ko Hik: RN VEH LS CDA HER

CDA WA AR A zCRIHESE (W Wodak & Meyer, 2016), ' Norman
Fairclough ¥ f 25 BHIE AR A BPR = 2E 7 AT HE S AR (B N Y FH : 2 . Fairclough (1992; 1995)
BFARES> A = ANYERE . TR TEE SR (discursive practice) Fl4t4x Sz (social practice),
TEE WS 0 BOX = AN DL B2 AR B OG&R . Fairclough KIS, T 244
(f] CDA =4 a2 (il 1 ).

sy N SR AN
éé/“]j‘/ff :|L'[IIIJZ'S (‘LD%]_J ’i’ﬁ)
e ot R R
e
Vkiser
IR —— 7 MR GESadn
xSk
I B BN AEE

1 CDA Z#43##E22 (Fairclough, 1995: 98)

AR L, e B AP,

& (description), X84 G FRFEREAT 208, 2 R B %] (interactional
control) . L3/ (politeness) . & #45 )it (ethos) . il X i%+% (word meaning) . 1% i (wording) -
Balgy Je D REVE 5 27 LI 2000, Wi, 5. KWk (transitivity) . iR A7 45
¥4 (Fairclough, 1992: 235-237);

BB Cinterpretation), WFFTiE e SIGRTESCERF R &R, RIGHEE 2. AAREFI 2%
SREHAT N, EEW KR FE TS Cmanifest intertextudity ) « 7 Br B SC P
(interdiscursivity ) .34 Cintertextual chains) . 3 B . 158 SZ Bk FR 85 114 J7 TH (Fairclough,
1992: 232-234);

fift e (explanation), ZrHTifiiEsC G4 EBZ MM E SRR, FEAFETE T
#2255 (social matrix of discourse). 5 iEFLT (orders of discourse) DL A i (1)
B ERIVEA M %% (Fairclough, 1992: 237-238).
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Fairclough (1992: 231) [FII4EH, X =ANYERE o s Gt IR AS X, &N JE 50T
(R 2 RE IR, AN AR 238 ] LAARAE 07 1) 5 B AR

—HLOK, REINAETE S (SFL) #/& CDA e E B TR 524 56at, HER a0 Al
SR M RS SFL RGBS RINE S, Fairclough B9 =40 HTAE At ot (E %%,
2002). #R1f0, SFL /2 ARWr A R, L James Martin 42 158 & JE 24 IR K RH UK i 5%
PREBNILL ERaE, JE BT IEEE SCERER, PP RS IR I
WA Martin F1 Rose [R5 25, “ PEAT BRIRAZ G T VPO I)——BI TR 4% vh D W i 1) 48 Pl i
TP B P RS S5E , AR R W BRI B sk 3 () &4 P =07 GBIPHE IS5, 2005: 316D
T IO T PPN SRR I D Re A, TR S ARSI MRS B A LA
B CE#RME, 2001: 15). MBFATTMER, TEMELL 5 CDA A AL AL, EAl
TSR TE S RAM Y ERIIhRE, JFhERES A S WS, . RINEES
) K DIk . R, &K P M th 40\ Fairclough () CDA =4EHESR, i Hpl oy Hirp
R SRR R . WS U, TER TS IR T ER T Fairclough 45 Hi (1)
IO a2 A1, W25 BV S IRAE T e ) R LS IS A 239 5 M (I
To M, EFIARG EARTHIR - E ARSI L, KA R A — 7
I, PPTEIREEN CDA R4S 2 5) TRl 8 30w, F8HaohTE: Ji—
Jithl, VR RGBCE B S YERETEAE S LU A, VRO AT RS AE A AN
B ) (Z5d% 1, 2004: 6) o n] DAAS 34 S .

FLRT S, WER VPN SRR T RS 5 — KR40, RIZSTE K48 (ATTITUDE system).
MNFRS (ENGAGEMENT system). 2% (GRADUATION system). &% R4H Mik
AT BRI SOV SEAEVEA . U E IR G A BB, BRI o i I (AFFECT ).
Ik (JUDGEMENT) A% (APPRECIATION) =T &% . MARGMSE “— &5
FH DA B A 7 AU 1l NP 75 5 R R b 4 i R BGRB8 R 7 GFPHE IS, 2005:
319), B B ESOE R T, 2 iy (didogistic expansion) X} iE
4 (dialogistic contraction) P/NMKEWE. “H R ” FaI St ETh A AL R T & 3
S oY, AFETIR (entertain) Ff 5] Cattribute); 1M “HR4i” WSS 15 TE 1)
AHki% S SO EH BRI T A S S B, s e (disclaim) FTE B (proclaim) (i
AEBESE, 2005: 329). HZEHAJGBR TATM —NFFRS, BTN AR — 2 1)
SRIE, WTALA RS EEAVEMN RGN B E SRR 6 GBS, 2005: 330). R
Aoy AiE#e (force) FZEFE (focus) WS, o “iBHA4RIE UL E AT LI A FRED G LA
ST VRN 7 o (e sl A 7, “ TR AR A U0 TE A ks L5 5 SR A )
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ﬁﬁ[ Elan

e 3%
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44 7515

m%[
Ttk

B2 N ARFE (BAEEE, 2005)

EF— M= RIERNRBIDT -

33

KPP ATt N CDA =4Ep MTESE, ASEEMZZE RGUnT LM il R i TR,

PRGN DA R BT RE . BT T LUK Bk 1€ 3:
Hghs

WLHR. SR
BT SE. BE

A SCERE. R A

THIERAL S FERE
ot | EGHKE

thesE X )
THRRIBUE 5 R IRTE SRR
i idia BRI YEE

B 3 CDA =47 #iEZ

4. NS WS AY: —WASRIER

R ‘ ‘
I R, AR, A
SRR
i 4 e
SRS | R
— S ML A
B ”%$ Lﬂ“
et R
HERE o

BT UL BB = 4E o ATHESE, R DU O IR bR (NI Al )
MRS CHLEESRD JhERl, ROTHEVPIEIRIE 204 AN SRAETE, ERRSAT AL,
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BRltk, EFHHFABELUN 2 AR WHENES, WEring, & 0UUEIL— L4
AR ER . R, TR IBER DN EZOR WA I, B B A OR R M TR 58
e, WA RIS B M HESL ] n) B ARE R I IR R R . 8K, XA
PL B4R B B — AN S BT S e A SO A B I DU B8 4 0 VR AT ST
TR, S RIER TR R8T, ARG DLAE S TS .

4.1 FRER

W PR “ N e B AP R — AN R M A, K e &
LR FiR (presupposition): A, Y8221, HLE AL 41, /& Fairclough (1992:
120-121) B, T 3 B SO —ANEE T, e in i i B SO T 4 1)
KEBXZT, fEEH WA RPAMAH AR k. B —MiE s TR, M
BWARAEARAERE PR o X —FRAANOA IE SR I T8R4, 3B At 45 1 507 1) ) 152
R, NTERVFSs i) A AFE BRI NTRA S22 2 Wl Crul NS 2 vEme 2 4R,
BN ERE X B2 AN NG ? 53X —F A IR B A S v i 0404 135 TR A 1) S
PR T T

MVPAN 3BT IR A1 BE SR T, Bl e s “TEg” AN TA] TR 2 W SR I W gs s, 3L
HEREEHERRNRTFARKVHN A . X “224” 50N, — 8ok vl # 2 A AR B
RERIFEE ORI, Ja IR AT SO e AW A IX — PR LA . i “ R ARG
AT AN RPN, BRI EE B NIRRT RN 2200 il E 7. AEX— It
AT, b T 5, PR EATE s, SR IR AR .

42 IEX

—MER T RETRASE AR AR S TEE R, X AR bR S, BOE RS AR A
KNFTETE SIS ), SO M AR #. IETEZRAY (Fairclough, 1992: 124-130), th
AR UL, 7R SRR AR PR AN FE R A SO R TR, %IER
PIESC EZAFENFIRERAY, sr—a GBI 10 1B BRNSREE E, 55
GBIV BO &) &iGiE. i 2 H W2 B 54T, I8 I 58 6 N
SHEY, AEICH A, SR SRR A R ZER N R EEE . DU X IR
AN I B AR ST

421 FREBH— WIS fHAE

5 BN R ZERNEEESMER, F— M5 st 6w i 2 g
A SIS, AEVEESEBRAERE, B VP2 A TR RS T REE i, TERCE SCHCR, #n (K&
B Ja B, HEBMSAL ™ ) € Fifg 18 %/ /b4 2 4R EENR 13 IR SRRt ¥ SC /a4 1145 1
ERY b WA o 3XE, 1RTE “ErE” — ARt /e s O B T A LA, — RIS,
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BHREAG SRR, B, WA AR EEEN” movgdL “SEEM”
Fiktke WRFEHCVEMES, XRZNEGERIE (indirect discourse representation)
(Fairclough, 1992: 106-107), & ill#esiERIaH, EfH LXK WBR S, X1
VERZBE RGN KL, HARRARMER 5 35U o

S B e AR, SR A R E S ARSI LR FEKR, AT S5
FEN “EEEM —— “PHATRFER IR T AP, A R S AR H T
B BB . WSS, X —BTHIESRAZ, FEAFENIE
A (i FL e i “—Me” R AR, — AR TR “ArTRE” A—AME
AWy “EZ ] BR T REROR 7, IXAEAT e A B R BRI E R E (polarity),
BEH MR R M AR WP B AL A KB, IXRE RO A AP A BT 51 A 1 )
AN, BRI XGRS E (Martin & White, 2005: 104-111), {HXFA AN B3
PRI Th B8 (1) 26 4% 00 T B4 AR 1) B R SCRIE SR % (Martin & White, 2005: 108),
MR SCRE R BT A bR IE SR, SO R E SRR a, IR A
G, RBOsH T “ 27 N BT BRI “Prblul” S — RS UER R
W, BRI, AERK.

N B IETFAE T ANREIR “#H 7, BEELE AT a” A NTAT L]
YER” PIAS ISR TT . A SHER SRR, 5 b B iEiE R AR L. (E1S
TR, ARBAAA MR ReEREASI “AH e (IR F] w12 NRFA
MEER . WEeu, ME—EA S5 R NIEA RN EE- L, AR A
MFERAG . 3 “NREM A7 EX—m R, LRy Ea 8317
(reductionism) Z fff:  A—AN 14 52 A4 In] A a7 SR b Ok e 2 S0 B ERY “F B
FCHE I, BT R T B B RIS AR it R R T B A, HiAb s
W BIAE 2 07 I B PR — AR o eAh, AT BEG, Ui “ N L™ AReEN
BT B IR I TR 2« NV A] DA — b 2 B ORI R R 2 B
K NRFALPRGER D AN 224, W7 “F M7, XA E T AW, *&
ETIHNAFAREX—ATHME EARE, 0T H L0 TR 2 BEH, RS
JEARZE )13 2R .

S NFIEIER, X —Biikia (wording) B HESEmEYE, 22 & S8iE USRI ,
G i “RET, DURENEARTE, W CARRPEAZ” A ISR SR T
WIRSFAAE” &5 B DLERIMRE, B AT RS RAT ARER) “RG”, “IRGY” ff
ERERER, B B RS R, AR R RARRER, — B R
TEW S AT ARTE i . SRR, JE R, TR N R R
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MH—— “HELME” kYl AL “Hiln” 2&n s WK ARSI, A E ) i e
B, RENSTFHASER . BT “GRMAZ” “ @Rt L& “ 1 5 WSS A E”
R LA, % N AR s = FEAN IR ki, SR FE—HES I %A
W, AEIL A

422 JTE—EEEHE N RIS

i ke (word meaning) JEiE RIS H AR L E ST B, 8 O A 1)
B B AT KA 7 S (Fairclough, 1992: 236). MWXANMAERE,
I — A WF R “ROR” M R IS o BHEAEBRATI RIS Th AR GG s,
ABF 2 AJHIGIRAS “Bl2” 5 “HoR”, I R EAG EA AL, — D) i) @ a) LI ]
fiffo IXH “HAR” AWARLLN Y, W “BERER” “CAER” “OREAR” “ LA
CRARR CRGEARY &, (HMERIIXL CHR” WERKRE, KE2BAAHESR
BOW, 5 BSOS ARE—FE, “SZEH ARG R ERAE, DR AR AR
HHE PG . AL, AL CEOR” CIEREEEARD t FUR R — e R ARG
Ky TMTTEE 2R MIARARAS 55 AT 52 AR B o

XA IR = AR TR B s R AU 7 I AN SR 1 B
HIPESRE AT, HERE . B IR E 2 AN BAiE M Ay, gi iz 51t
AWM T BT “EREET BB 24, DUETS “AFT SR K 2 S A SR
Rl IXH BT MG NI TR — O G &R gilatta i
TNHREEED, ARG NRTART R, BfaimBIEe (B8 “Pbi oMt ™. *t
THEMEA TS, AR, ARG AT, A ATRIE I ?

MPE BRI %3070 R PR 08 U5 — U 2 B ) 5 T B s R M A
o H—, BT —FRF0HWT AT IR R 7 o B B N TF AT T 38 T 5658
VP, W Ho s, VR “HNT CONT AR, PRI CHe e A
SFHFARIMEL, PP “HHERE 7 W HARGRE, PP P R “UKIBD 58
W7 %, 55, BH T SHR SN (disclam) AN, W “EBHmE” “RiE
B BRI AW TR “ AT AR AANE 7 “RHE G A7)
BIFRTLIERIIRK . R G2EEIm. 87 25 prla N, f/2 “—R5H
DA 5 2 00 0 N0 75 2 R A o 5 ol RUAH E G AR I 5 007 GRIPHE IS, 2005:
319), White (2004) F&iH, FHINSERR bR VR o 1 7 8 5 SRl 5 2 A s ()7 2 TR ik
XL, BRI G . BRI — R R, X AIAREIE A, R T
N B Es. A, FRASHTIM, AL, B ANLRSHEREWN. —
3 THIIX 55 T8 G b ) PR AH WP, 5 — 5 T b 2 30 i) ST AR I i F B &
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AT B B SR S T A R FE TR i o

43 Lo

Fairclough (1992: 207-214) f5ii, ik (commodification) 444kl
TEERP AN A EEFIE . I Sk, R RS S5 i b A (R AT R LR gt
5 Er . A P RER R S AU R . R, BT PRSI R S AL
P—NRARER . BARE I AL ARG . AR S IEE, (HETPHLM A
B TER i ZFHLEEERI T g F k. BAVER], &REBSHT. SREAMRTE “W
K7, FebEpE . AR BT A ARk B RA T 4R G #8248 b DL i A /NS R R A A
2006 4 10 J1, i s 2 A K R R R IS R Al WA AR AR T R A
NI BN 12 2KE7 T 35 AR TS A EMIR R AR PIX —1G 5 23 A, (HsE
br b, SRS AR N E . | SIS CBE R 2R ST LR ITEE A
W, B “URERE S (genre colonization) (Virtanen & Halmari, 2005: 22), Mifij LI
TR R 7 BRI . AN SCH I — TR AL T XA AR B, e (R R
) AR MR, RS .

MAGTE AL SRS R, X BRI KT WU . B A i et i
BT H DA KA AR AR R . BRITHUH TE R H G, SRk
A A CK SRS, B ARTFARX —EITRS . HH TR, NRA MR
ST L&, B ) L RRGES T TBH SCRE AS S KA T IR TR &5 2 P g7
[T BT C BHBOE, NAXR”, S AR, AR, ARSI AL S AN R
B E RN, TR ETCRE . BRI TE s N TFAR &, DUk RR.
XFEAL S R R M b, i DA Sl KRS AL T 99387 1), AR a2 3 2
B BRI G, BURBRYIIN S, AR, U R R, RYPARIA IR, AbAT]
IRAA AT LA SRS BAR R i AR AL o

BB G KRB TE I RIESE M. N B P AT LA B, X552 5%
ARREBE RN A, 0 AR RN FURAIER), SRR s (1l T SR
H A AR, AHARE AR T ARMAER . XSRS lE, AMUOBE SR
NRFAREGFE SEHY), 8451 KB W5 AR AT R, Wkt
NRFARTCEBE B (B SREARD, BAaREAR I TEAT A, A5
Nt GRAEA=) AT R4 B E R, 1K — T8 o al A SR R BT B R f
FE T AR, HE8 TIAEN O CRR) SEE DL AL SR BRAE 1 22 U T ] Ry ok
(), 25 FBONATDR NG R A 5 A ST R I 2 Bk T ), 3022 fa R 1)
AR, BN D —— I B IR AR — R YA G R A 5 AT
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AJT e Bz, SXRNGIETE A7 L AR A B e [ =4 i B AR i) AL s i £ A
Al

5. &k

A SIREBEAN Gy, — SR R S SR B SE e T
22 JTEEIORIE, AR A NI BE 55 S B ) A R () A . BRI ) 5 R () AH
K H VARG TR 1) ¢ RAEE by S O T i (Cole & Press, 1999; Condit, 1994).
5] 1) BB ) O [ 9 B A DGR T S e, REAIRE TR TEIE RS, X —
) A T NG S DG TE T SE B AL T . ASCEH — AN S TP RS 1)
B CDA =4iME4E, WM R B —ANER YT TAZSH, b E “ N7 15E
WEFCH TE T 1, (B FURYEE I, < N7 1655 MG i) 0 52 4 i B 2
HATH ) CDA WA AN . BRI, J5 SEWFoT il DI TR K i iE R R IF, Ll
FETERRIERSE ) 2 A, RN S N TFARE FIE. W% B ARFARE M

faray
=Fo

fJi SR IK 7L, CDA I HTHESE S BT b AR e A E 1, AN ZEH R EE
AR, FAT AT AR T 2 SRR G, ARy R R S 2l 2R S 2 11
SCBMF TR A LIS A58, Ay B AE T 1 A BE 2R BUHR R

S -
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A Critical Discourse Analytical Approach to “Induced Abortion”:
A case study with an integrated analytical framework

Hou Song, Guangdong University of Foreign Studies

Abstract: Abortion as a social problem is tangled with discourse of “induced abortion.”
Through critical discourse analysis (CDA) of relevant text and talk, we would see how the
latter shapes our knowledge and views, and whereby get to a deeper understanding of the issue.
This paper integrates Fairclough’s three-dimensional CDA model and Martin’s APPRAISAL
theory to form up a new analytical framework, with which it examines a text themed on
induced abortion education in a local newspaper as the case study. What is revealed can be
summarized as follows: in the text educational discourse is colonized by advertisement
discourse and it shapes positive conceptualization and attitude about induced abortion; through
a multitude of discursive strategies, the text diminishes the harms induce abortion may cause
to physical health and obfuscates the social, ethical nature of the operation. As aresult, it may
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mani pul ate people’s action and way of living connected to this.
Key words. discourse of “induced abortion”, abortion, critical discourse analysis,
APPRAISAL theory, new three-dimensional framework

EEEN:

GRS, B, WHEZBEN, i, JURAMESN R AR SMET I S S IS5 P[]
QPO )a . I EEEE B /A G BT R fPPEE T, B,
SCAGHITTE . SCAGIE 7

Mt: ER (REHRSHEERM

Nifi & B

D HAT— 28 ARG 7l LN T R O T e as i, iRk —
FEAERL S . BB AE DR R SRR R, XA O IR S bk, AR5
VO H L MR Bt AT AR AR, BEAT R 2 4R 5, HERFPEAS I AEES, PRI
WA, RN AR R LA R AS AT (A5, ST L B T

AD A, AL as

PR 2 A YLt 2R AR e VEHE R IRURS 1 O 1A e MR AR BT HLAF R IR T, HES
AN — B, TR A P AR X BT ) BLEAT,  ANTATIA B4 H (1. BN SO
A I 14 KA, HEINUIIHT 3 RAG 4 Ko b2, B T JLRZAb,
B2t FEAT A WAL, B4 ] REVERBOR . (HUR R HE AT R AT FERY,
UM L PEHESR I TR], 28R RBR I, AU ANITE S, DU AR BRI R, A
11 LSRR B 1y, IF Hab AT al BE AR B RANMEDN . UEAh, K 7NN 78 VAR e
B KAAE N SN 5 e 18, I, 2 @A SAAnER, Prilid, 244
ANE4,

D N — T Rt it ANBEAT 5 it 2T B

N7 LR RN L R R i, 31X T AR 224 ffi, D
FEMG AR 5 AP I EREIR T B (HAN TR FOE P TBe, Mk AR B ik iy 3K
AR, N LU R R AETEIE I, e T Res e i, 2R MEAZ . 4
R MRS AE . B WIERALAE . BARTL™ . 785 — RYIIFAOE, P FH AT W] RE
Sei g 22 FHEOET . Prek, N7 L ViR RIS ) — P i i, FANRE
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VN e 2 T B

(VD) I FBebe, NREARGRER N T % 4
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