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Corpus-based Critical Discourse Analysis of Annual Working Reports

of Chinese Government and Social Changes

LIU Xiaoyan
( Foreign Language Department Xuzhou University of Technology Xuzhou Jiangsu 221018 China)

Abstract: Based on the framework of corpus-based critical discourse analysis the corpus of annual working reports of Chinese
government from 1954 to 2015 is analyzed attempting to address its interactive relationship. The results show: the top five prior—
ities of Chinese government cover economic development the open door policy Chinese people are treated as fundamental force
and the decisive role of Chinese government; in terms of concordance collocation and patterns the four keywords “develop—
ment Chinese people government problem” chosen for qualitative analysis display salient themes in different periods of
time. Theses five top priorities and the salient historical features of the four keywords together display the trajectories of Chinese
social changes and their interwoven relationship.

Key words: government working report; corpus-based critical discourse analysis; social change; co-variation
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