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Language and Power Fairclough
’ (1989: 25) “ .
. ( » 7 .
o Discourse and Social Change
N “ ”( Fair-
. clough 1992: 73) ,
AY AY 1
. ( N. Fairclough) “
” ( Three-Dimensional Model) N Text
¢ ) Discursive Practice
(production, distribution, consumption)
A ° Social Practice
( Critical Discourse Analysis) ! (Fairclough 1992: 73)
20 70 >
80 ( Critical Lin— °

euistics) ( Fowler et al. 1979)
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1)
( description) ; 2)
( interpretation) ; 3)

( explanation) ( Fairclough 1989: 26) .
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( Process)
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o Fairclough

(1989: 120)
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3488 49.20%
1870 26.38%
810 11.43%
539 7.60%
330 4.66%
52 0.73%
7089 100%
1
7089 . .
3488 1870 810 539 .330 52
49. 20%- 26. 38% - 11. 43%-
7.60%.4.66% 0.73%-
3488 49.20%
( Actor) ( Goal)

o

(1) The Party was trying to kill the sex

instinct  or

if it

could not be killed

then to distort it and dirty it.

( Orwell 2016: 58) ©
They slapped his face

wrung his ears

pulled his hair... to humiliate him and
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destroy his power of arguing and reasoning.

( Orwell 2016: 217)

(3) We convert him we capture his inner

mind we reshape him we burn all evil
and...before we kill him.

( Orwell 2016: 230)

1870
26.38%

( Attributive) ( Identifying) o
( Carrier)
( Attribute) o The Ministry of
Love was the really frightening one ( Orwell 2016:
4) It was terribly dangerous to let your thoughts
wander when you...within range of a telescreen( Or—
well 2016: 55)
The Ministry of Love to let your thoughts
wander when you...within range of a telescreen
the really frightening one  terribly dan—

gerous

( Identified) ( Identifier) o
Always there were five or six men in black uniforms
at him simultaneously sometimes it was fists some-—
times it was truncheons sometimes it was steel
rods sometimes it was hoots( Orwell 2016: 216)
it

: fists-

truncheons-steel rods  boots

o
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o

810 11.43%

( Perception) . ( Reaction) .
( Cognition) —_—
( Sensor) ( Phenomenon) (

2017: 73) .

» See-hear.watch

o BIG BROTHER IS

WATCHING YOU

o think
know.believe .dislike \feel .see .

539
7.60% o
— ( Sayer) .

( Receiver) ( Verbiage) (
2017: 79) . N

(4 “Up with your hands!” yelled a savage
( Orwell 2016: 20)
(3 ‘Stand easy!” barked the instructress a
( Orwell 2016: 31)
(6§ “How many fingers Winston?”

voice.

little more genially.
“Four.”

“How many fingers Winston?”
“Four! Four! What else can I say?”

( Orwell 2016: 225)



yelled  barked

330 4.66%
( Existent) ( 2017: 80)
there be o
o Today there were

fear hatred and pain but no dignity of emotion...
( Orwell 2016: 27)
oppression

we can imagine ( Orwell 2016: 80)

fear\ hatred. pain. oppression. injustice

There was the most terrible

injustice poverty worse than anything

poverty

o There will be no loyalty except loyalty to—
wards the Party. There will be no love except the
love of Big Brother...there will be no curiosity no

enjoyment... ( Orwell 2016: 241) loyalty love-

curiosity - enjoyment
52
0.73% -
( Behavior) N . . o

shout breathe . scream- cry

shoutscream. cry

« ”»

( Halliday
2000: 352-353) “
( 2005: 97) .
o alteration vaporization de—

struction falsification oppression. elimination. pun—
ishment
alter. vaporize. destroy. falsify. oppress. eliminate.

punish

o
helplessness+ uneasiness. as tonish

ment-.use less ness

° the correct documents were
stored... where the original copies were destroyed
( Orwell 2016: 38) . The past was erased the

51



erasure was forgotten the lie became truth( Orwell
2016: 67) You have been kicked and flogged
and insulted...( Orwell 2016: 246)

store . destroy .\ erase« forget . kick « flog insult

o

()
(
2017: 146) .
( 2016: 36) .
2
2
may 2 0 2 1.16%
can 19 7 26 15.03%
shall 15 1 16 9.25%
will 73 10 83 47.97%
must 10 0 10 5.78%
might 1 0 1 0.58%
could 12 4 16 9.25%
should 5 0 5 2.89%
would 10 4 14 8.09%
147 26 173 100 %
will. can. shall. could . would « must .
will. shall.can.must N
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( 2017: 166-167) .

o ...the proles were natural
inferiors who must be kept in subjection like ani—
mals by the application of a few simple rules
( Orwell 2016: 63)

( Orwell 2016: 64)

Proles and animals

Proles and animals are free

the proles

o proles

( Li & Thompson 1976: 460)

o

o Reality exists in the human mind...



Not in the individual mind which can make mis— 7 § »
takes...only in the mind of the Party which is col- .

lective and immortal ( Orwell 2016: 224) Not in

the individual mind  only in the mind of the Party

o 113 / »
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Language: Dependency of power and ideology: A case study of critical dis—
course analysis on Nineteen Eighty-Four(p.43)

SU Long & XU Zhaohui ( College of Foreign Languages Changchun University of Science and Technology Changchun
130022 China)

The present study makes a Critical Discourse Analysis on George Orwell” s Nineteen
Eighty+4our from the aspects of transitivity transformation modality and thematic struc—
ture by adopting Fairclough’ s “Three-dimensional Model” as the theoretical framework
and Halliday’ s systemic{functional grammar as the analytical tool and further points out
that the language of this novel reflects the distinctive totalitarian view and anti+otalitarian
ideology. This study shows that language is not only a channel for the writer to convey in-
formation but also a powerful tool for reflecting and reconstructing power relations and
ideology assisting those in power to exercise power and convey ideas. Meanwhile lan-

cuage will become its users’ constraint once it is affected by power and ideology.

Individual narrative and identity in Endo Shusaku’s Deep River p.54)
LAN Liliang & ZHAO Cong ( School of Foreign Languages Henan University Kaifeng 475001 China)

Deep River by Endo Shusaku a representative of the third generation of post-war Jap-
anese writers depicts the protagonist’ s journey of pilgrimage to explore spiritual
salvation and the true meaning of life. Using identity theory this paper analyzes the char-
acters ’  spiritual growth self-identity construction and soul salvation. The novel
interlaces the spiritual trauma of different individuals with their experiences in India
showing the different characters’ understanding of ego and belief thus highlighting the
theme of religious pluralism. The polyphonic structure of Deep River perfectly coincides
with the theme of religious pluralism which reflects the profound reflection on personal

beliefs in the post-war trend of democratic and cultural thought.

From literary “newing citizens” to political “newing individuals”—Value
transformation in the translations of New Youth(p.59)
ZHANG Daozhen ( School of Foreign Languages Guangdong University of Technology Guangzhou 510006 China)

The period around the May 4" Movement is one for Chinese literature to transfrom
from tradition to modernity by means of translation. As one of the prominent magazines
New Youth experienced very rapid and covert value transformation which was not only
reflected in the quantity of its translations but also in the microscopic levels of the trans—
lations such as its consideration of social values in terms of the concepts of “people”
and “individual”. This paper is focused on the translations exploring how this covert

transformation happened from both qualitative and quantitative perspectives.
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