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Marxist Philosophy and Methodology in CDA

MIAO Xingwei and MU Junfang

Abstract It is generally agreed that Marxist philosophy and methodology has had a far—
reaching influence on contemporary Critical Discourse Analysis (CDA) . This paper sets out
to investigate how Marxist philosophy and methodology has influenced contemporary CDA |

tracing the philosophical and methodological origins of CDA in Marxism.
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In terms of Marxist philosophy, the Marxist view of language as social practice and the
Marxist view of ideology provide a solid theoretical foundation for CDA. In accordance with
the Marxist view of language, discourse as a form of social practice is socially constitutive as
well as socially shaped.

With respect to Marxist methodology, Marxist critique and dialectics has nourished
CDA through the explicit emphasis on the critical impetus and the dialectical relation
between language and society. The methodological objective of critique is to reveal
structures of power and unmask hidden ideologies, while the dialectical approach enables
critical discourse analyst to envisage the dialectical relation between discourse and other
elements of social practice and to detect the linguistic manifestations of inequality,
dominance and ideological control in discourse.
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