“ » o« ” o« ”

o

DOI:10.13658/j.cnki.sar.2017.06.028

1 HO - 06 TA 1008 - 1569(2017) 06 - 0226 - 07

( Critical Discourse Analysis CDA)

“ "( 1 JA1303) ;
“ ’ "( :20140B070) »
(@D Chouliaraki L. & Fairclough N: Discourse in Late Modernity: Rethinking Critical Discourse Analysis. Edinburgh: Edinburgh
University Press. 1999: 103.



( »2017 6

o 20 ®

[43

“«

14 ”» @

113

@ Foucault M: Introduction. In R. S. Cohen (ed.) . On the Normal and the Pathological. Dordrecht: Reidel. 1978: ix — xx.
@ Garfinkel H: Studies in Ethnomethodology. Englewood Cliffs N.J.: Prentice — Hall. 1967:11.

&6 S : b 2006 1n .
@ Bourdieu P: Outline of a Theory of Practice. Cambridge: Cambridge University Press. 1977.
© S : ) 2005 .

@ N HKY : ) N 1998 11



( »2017 6

“ ”» “ ”»
« ”»
o o
“«
» 13 ’7@
o
( context)
1% ”»
©)
o ( histori—
cal discourse) ( recontextualized)
@ [43 » [43
”» “@ ”»
o
o
)
43 » “ ” “
o
»
o
A}
113 ”» “ »

“ ”( habitus) “ .

( structured structures) ( structuring structures) 7@

Fairclough N: Language and Power. London: Longman. 1989: 37 -38.

® e

van Dijk T: Society and Discourse: How Social Contexts Influence Text and Talk. London: Cambridge University Press. 2009,

Discourse and Context: A Sociocognitive Approach. London: Cambridge University Press. 2010.

@ Wodak R. & Meyer M: Critical discourse analysis: History agenda theory and methodology. In R. Wodak & Meyer M.
(‘eds.) . Methods of Critical Discourse Analysis( The 2nd revised edition) . London: Sage. 2009: 1 —33.

@ Bourdieu P: The Logic of Practice. Stanford: Stanford University Press. 1990: 53.



( »2017 6

AY O®
o
[ ”»
o
g » (43 »
“ ( network)
( configuration) ” @ o
( homology)
o
;
;
“
o N N N
»
o
;
®
1 1
N N o

13

”( structured configuration) @

SECRCRC)

Bourdieu P: Outline of a Theory of Practice. Cambridge: Cambridge University Press. 1977.
. B¢ : )y 133 .
K : ) 2005 .
Chouliaraki L. & Fairclough N: Discourse in Late Modernity: Rethinking Critical Discourse Analysis. Edinburgh: Edinburgh
University Press. 1999: 103.



( »2017 6

@ “ ”» “ ”»

“ ”( historical body) .

“ ”

( the interac—

tion order) . ”( discourse in place)

( transfigured form) — ceeees

” 3

” « ” O@

[ ”

( Comte)

(@ Chouliaraki L. & Fairclough N: Discourse in Late Modernity: Rethinking Critical Discourse Analysis. Edinburgh: Edinburgh
University Press. 1999: 103.

@ Scollon R. & Scollon S: Discourses in Place: Language in the Material World. London: Routledge. 2003. Nexus Analysis:
Discourse and the Emerging Internet. London: Routledge. 2004.

® . 2 ( : ) 189 .

@ K ) ) 2005 16 .



( »2017 6

“« ”»
;
“« ”» [ »
- ®
l
@
o
1
“« » o®
( AY AY AY )
« )
o
o
“ ” ( legitimation) ¢ ” ( authoriza—
ti()n) 43 ”» (43 ”
« » [ » 113
o
[3 ) ( )
L
» D)
( ) @ \

) . K« : ) 189 .
@ Bourdieu P: Language and Symbolic Power ( Edited and Introduced by J. B. Thompson. Trans. by G. Raymond and M. Ad-
amson) . Cambridge Massachusetts: Harvard University Press. 1999.

® N S : b K p, . 2005

@ Y Yy 53-54



( »2017 6

A
” \D .

111 ” » o« » o« 2

[13 ”» « ”»

13 ” [ ”

K )28
Chouliaraki L. & Fairclough N: Discourse in Late Modernity: Rethinking Critical Discourse Analysis. Edinburgh: Edinburgh

® e

University Press. 1999: 103.
@ Chilton P: Analysing Political Discourse: Theory and Practice. London: Routledge. 2004.



