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Abstract: Critical discourse analysis ( CDA) distinguishes itself by analyzing discourse as social practice. However most of
researches in CDA often focus on one single social practice though some CDA practitioners have noticed the interplay of social
practices in the network of social practices. Against this background this article by taking the network of social practices as
its research object investigates the interplay of social practices as they work in the network. For this purpose the article re—
lates the social practices to the fields in which they work and by applying the concepts of “vertical recontextualization” and
“horizontal recontextualizaiton” investigates the vertical and horizontal interplay of social practices. In doing so the author
proposes a solution to the new issue of social practice network that CDA has to face in its development hoping to make a con—
tribution to its further development.
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