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Convergence of Knowledge: Reflections on the Development of

Critical Discourse Analyses Social Semiotics and New Rhetoric
Tian Hailong

Abstract: This article discusses the conceptualization of discourse semiosis and rhetoric in the fields of
critical discourse analysis social semiotics and new rhetoric. The discussion is based on the author$ research in the
relevant fields and focuses on the conceptual development towards the convergence of knowledge on the ground of
post-modernist view of language. It argues that the convergence appearing as the three research traditions makes
necessary responses to the new historical situation in the mid 20th century and this convergence can still lead to
innovative thoughts through recontextualization of terms methods and theories within each field. It is hoped that
the reflections can provide insight for academic discourse practice in a way in which discourses of different tradition
will interdisciplinarily benefit from and converge with each other.
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