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Three New Trends of Critical Discourse Studies

TIAN Hailong Tianjin Foreign Studies University

Abstract: Based on the articles in two special issues of Critical Discourse Studies in 2018, this
review summarizes three new trends that have appeared since 2016 when the first special issue of
the kind was published in Discourse & Society. These trends are: a renewed critical perspective, a
newly expanded theoretical vision, and an updated analytical framework. Discussing those identified
trends, this paper also suggests ways in which further development of critical discourse studies
(CDS) can be made in China, including developing discourse theories that can account for the
discursive practice in the Chinese context.
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1. 518

“HEPEIE BT — AR W IE MR IE T e A D TR F T
1 HE P3G 1 430 A & R B Br 2 e (HUEE TR 2006) #E A ES =4 & B B
(Krzyzanowski & Forchtner 2016; HifjJE 2016a) . BIRIX LN ARIER A H ',
HARFTEIA, “HEPFE B B AT R — A58 B R R B, AR A SR 32

SRR R AR A I H b [ R AR R R BR 2 R R 0 32 R s AF Y
(14BYYO070) ¥ BEHE: 5
UK g AR AR S AT S, R S A VS B DG I (A A ST I
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gk & W Y 5] AR A A — 2L 5 2. T HL, HE PP IR 1 A 5 6 A AR ] T
Critical Discourse Studies 2018 457 2 & T “ HLIPFIE 1B BF 58 AC B2 550 4
WP Sy RS EEMIE” WA RIS TG A S AEHE L A B L A 5T 7
AT PR R — P HE IR A o AR SCHELR B WL S L A R R I AR 18 S
FEA e i BT i SR B A B [ AR A SR R R R .

2. MEE
2.1 #iFR A eIE

HEPE3E T 34T () 2 AR B — AR R WAE AW BT o RPN Ak
FEVFE 50 BT (48 38 RS2 B35 76 -5 TH A 58 Y ORI e 4 14 5 R P SR B
SEAATIE o B B s T SE P B CHEE R 2019a) |, [R] B0 2 At 06 4 2 Je A
At R BT A A 23 ) AN W S 25 B 45 SR (FH R 2019b) o iF A BIIE IS TE A5
T B B, A7 AR SEVREL ) A1 A5 AN P2 [T 58— S R 0 179 4034, T o B 57 2
VAL AR B ) R R e 5 T IR A o a0, F L A & i DA U (A 80 7 K 41t F
AN INFEREDE” 3 ) “ N AZEHE TR B B30T LT

“HNEAL P J& Fairclough , van Dijk \ Wodak 55 & — {0528 MAILIT- & 1973 H
R AEAT HEVEIE T 30 09 AR AR B VT — RS B, — Rl IR
JUE AT A 1t B % (van Dijk 2001) , #1128 % 18 21 5 %€ (40 Widdowson 2004.) .
Herzog (2016, 2018a,b ) ¥ 2% A AN 8T 04 B A0 1 7 10 890 “ HEVE” Bir 4R 4l 19 i
(norm)” [AJR , A PNFEHEDE” ()00 A7 F1 53 o 0L “HEDE 7 X T P& TR 52 10 1 25 1
S HAEAR TTRR

H 4 Herzog (2018a) B9 MR &5, T il “ P AEHEPF (immanent critique ) 7 J& M8 41t
VEF S &, DL #0832 3] “ 4 4598 7% (social suffering ) ” >4 #L 1 (1) Hif
PSR — R R R R N, B AN Rk A SR B R
S N e TR el e 1 B R M PR ey A i B o N
2 WA U B R 00RO o TR A R L R AR SR AT R R
(normative claim ) "5 “ 8 0 46 4k 252 L €7 (1) B 5 (reality ) 7= A2 7 i, B At 09 B3
LK B R I (misrecognition ) 77 A= 37 BIREIR " 17 “ 1F BB W7 B, At S5 R
AR B = 4 . Herzog A0, HEPF 3G 18 B 58 A9 AT 55 90 02 i X 2L R Bt 1)
“RLVE SR B AL, 3 A2 CHE PR AR A PR 1R A A i — RS GO L
J 2008) .

2 Blommaert (2005: 21) ¥ 48 H L 3735 15 40 Hr 19 49 45 A\ %) 45 Norman Fairclough , Teun A. van Dijk | Ruth
Wodak , Paul Chilton , Theo van Leeuwen ,Gunther Kress, %, #F AHUPFIEIEAF 53 B BE, 806 BRI AR 32 —1R
2% % 43 4% Michal Krzyzanowski . Christopher Hart , John Richardson , Benno Herzog . Johannes Angermuller .
David Machin, &%,
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W AR W AT K R RIEAS IR, Herzog (2018a) X 43 i “IA AT 2R
JE 2 (an ideology of recognition) ” Fl1 “ I #L 7 P JE 25 (an ideology of disrespect)” .
WAL 239 W O 2 K A H L BRI A KA 37 AR N B AR BB O
Bian , 142 TAE— K B 3 G008 L4 FF 5 55, Mt SE R AN A A, X i, — i
SN R A A L] RE 23 KL 95 2 2 B A AP A TR B Ak 2 v, (HIX 7 3 2 A3
PEHBIN A B OB ZX R, FEXFME LT, WAL M EF , iy Bk
WA 5 LA E, B, i 2R e T A ERUERT . 5
XF, WAL 2 AR O N S R AEE AN R T X R AR T AL B RIE
A7l —frE N S A @ P [E e — i sg i TR a0 R E R vy, X 2 R
fl iy TN B EOR SIS R T g A A SR T S R AR X,
iy “ 2R JE T IeALEIRIE AR,

W AT PR IEAE ST, R B E AR R R A A S m b, 2
AL TS A R T R O B T Xk . R, A M B
ZIER 55 E NN ESREOE R AT G . AR RAET G (AR~ 26z gh
GO s ) P AR s vy o TR E T FE e 2 T N TR DR
(56 =20l B 8K (transcending ) " #E 239 o, B BRI EER 7 5 C BLAL T Z [H] 1Y
) o X NTFEREDE B4 il 4 23 HEPF (social critique) ™, #EPE 53 AT IR X6 G248 B
T RSB B ATk e ] O XA CRE s fer FR2E P A ) USRS
Gy 7 A S 2R GE MR %) TS T VDI i R BT 7P 28 (norm conflict) o 7EIX SR |,
Herzog #& i i PN 7E L TF ™ A& S 1] 21 “ A% Ge i 7 56 T “HE P77 i D iH 1T
B HEIF 2 T B0 S B AR S 90 B GROT L HE e 2008) o HZ, At N —~ 37
YA A A X Mk 2P B E S PR T SRR A 2 B2 A
Y RGN A S E 22K ” (Herzog 2018b:412) . #5 2 , WABIK “ I 7E
MPEHLARTE At oI AN O A X AR O — R OLE AL, R AT
MM BERL ) FR B 5 3 AR 230 o TR W LG A A A A , Ak S HE DAl
SR
2.2 EIRMEFRIHRET

Herzog & T “HL3F" BRI Z it LU — R BIHT , & K Dy INFE LD (A 2 Bk
PR A E A, JF S 5 TR S AR TR AR . S
W IE AN I3 — W7 S A2 BIS I B9H08T o TEAEVEIRTE 2 A B Be , BF 9T R
HE AT A S A R EIVEST , I AEHE PR B 583X — 5 0 & S B B, T 2T
e AR H S 19 244 (Krzyzanowski & Forchtner 2016) , iX 7ER KR B |75 224 e
PRISTLEY | ZE HEIT5 15 0 5% 5 A & BLe 1 5 2 Bl 25 6 T 1l =K I PR 4]
B e S TE TR & ) SCEE BN U A I AT I B Rt R B S
Hyy B LIS gE A L
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AR, o U E T S HEVE I R R B B R R B A o Fairclough &
Graham (2010) % & R 5 v 2 — D EE E AT 5 5 2 RS G A
J5 v J FE U 2E U rh IR OG0 R R E B O TS TE TR, TR T DL R L
PR IEM RS 5o 3 O T EVPUBES AU At 286 ) 1 18 2 [0 A 45 IR
AR o AR, HEPE IS 15 B 5T 0 H 5 5 o S8 32 SO R IR R I AR st b &
1k THEABHOHT . X% T L8 8 FFIEIe SO L S v BOC Tl 5 ST A=
FER AR A AP (BUARS YT B YUBSHEA] TR E RIS IR B K
v S8 32 OIS X P T B 5T 5 A R DT R L PE IS A A AT ] A v R 2
X2 R R T I G — 2 R R B SRy, AT . R TR IR, X L A1 8 Beets
& Schwab (2018) X} 5 5 8 3¢ T4 77 0 RS IR IR 5L , LUs BT E 15 058 e
PRET (#1087

75 5 B FE SCRY AR b AR 77 OC R A8 TR B %ok AE 7 il 72 e i+
SRR AFEE RO A C R I B 7 TR LA™ i i 4y
BCOR R o B SR L P ROR RN D7 2 3, B A Gl Sk A AT A7 A 7 T — 3
A AR A R MM, e B3 SO T A 2 R AA P A e
R, 45 Beets & Schwab (2018) [IFFT , MG BT A & EE W E L. F WG
AT I A AR BN X — o, PRI 05 A5 DL A 72 (8 25407 5 11 SR ML %) B o
RN R JE RN DA BT AR AR R A 7 AR AR 7R O R AR AT
FHE AR R R LR A R Z AN O N s I, IR Y
T2 T A P A AR 72 O AR IS A 1T DLRACHE PG 50T 5% 56 Tl i A 7= )
R PR AR AR

Beets & Schwab (2018 ) M\ LATE A AH G 58 b B2 0 10 “ ME W) 3 Sk TR 3 i 7
BEAR DO AR 72 O R MR P2 S 3l A 1 R PR S A ok WA, B
TE A FNE T AE AN B AL D 45 W] T LA A 7= ik B LA h R FE VR . 7
ISR L AT e SR R A 7 (RIS RAF A B ), R I T 1 A ™ S A R A
PR R R G ARMEM L 7 R A 7= 6 R BB A UE— . lan, A= 7= 46
A O FR — 7 TR KB I RN A BEAR A TR R G, — 06— 2L 0B 5K
HEATHRAB NG TN ) — B A TH] R 5 — i e T DB ARG S iy 2 R A, — i
25 S R 0 A 2 2 — KGR IR e I\ L T A B 22 35 A 3 A 7= 0 A S 1%
XA ARG, — 30 38 3 2, A — 2R TARE BA RGN o) — SR HA A
WM IAT AR 77 SRR 7 O R 2 B DA A B AR AR P R R A
AT R WA RSO, TR AT A T ERAE L,
“MEY) F SOETE S AT 5w B S BT IS S FER T Bl — IR SE L, R —Fh
TG AT B, BRI A 25 07 e 37 57, RIS IS o+ S AR
H R [ 51 5 33 26 [] REAS A AN T (EBIF G IREE 1] 5 & BF 5% 4 8 1 [ T, 1] 2 T L
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BRI ) S B A T G Y )

At A2 5 S8 A SO AE 7 O R FNAR PR A e IR 24 R T DK LI
TG R A BN IR SR, AT F LA SRS P8 1 v B8 32 SO R LI
SEPTENS IR S 2 — RSB 3T . XA ST (B2 A Y,
BT LAHS B NI RE 15 5T B 22 R A BA S TE e A 7 T SRR e i
AR DGRBS TE 5B F M SCR TR R B R R R BRI Y
AP FE” (Beets & Schwab 2018) o 3 i (HITR) B9 A 7= 52 2 B4 7 AL 7= S R A=
FERZR M2y, R A = ok AR T DA 87 14 A 7= T 2 AR A 7 O RS
HOHTEA
2.3 MRAENEF

NFEHEPE 35 3 53 B 1Y 25 TR A5 A R R B 5 T R R iR 25 oy
S FE AN [R] 09 43 B 20 B8, 45 A 20 B v 86 RS R 3 A T2 (2 UL Tian &
Zhao 2012: 181-295) , X 4677 ¥E A BF 58 2 BLIS W& 10281k , WAE AN W i 58 3%
MR o AT DL, 7 8 — CHEPE S O 2 A 1) 2% & TP Fairclough 119 43 8 77 7
SR A O WA o AR 1992 AF B Y = 4R A HE ZR R 1999 4R 5 H TP e BT ARE SR
(Z UL HE I 2009: 141-152) Z 5 , 2018 4F S — 4“1 B B AR 1 DU 25 43 #r
HE 42 (Fairclough & Fairclough 2018) : 1) X i i i A7 LV PR 4L VF 5 2) i B B AR
TEVEHEPE B35 15 5 3) XAt S BURSEAT i BEVEHE DY 5 4) 48 10 OB 4k 2 BRI 47
IR

5 — 2 K18 SUAE PR (deontological ethics ) @l AL IETE BTS2 B2 . B
HASHE”, BRSPS T EABOE A 0 5 DA AT A SRR AT A SR BRI
TR B [0 5 17 SCAR I SR8 AT T3 AT R S 55 4R 8 7 D ) >R Bk A T AN
FARFERAT 8l o o BLAY“EAE ] BRI A A IE” CH RO AR ik ey
EALIE (norm ) o N, 7E LA TG T, A SR AN 6 SR Ath (%) B A il T Al
ST IE B4 A T3 HEA T RN SE X TR 5 e Z W o X PS8
Lo =N (1 B2 S G B o1 R B T v o 11 A2 O 4 8 TR N e R M 5 7o T
(practical argumentation) ” (4 77 ¥ , 43T H: N AE O HEHLIZ B o 1717 3 Fh L T8 Uk AN
12 B HE B 3 15 S0 AT 7, 7E Fairclough Bk, 1] DIFEAR A b aE o L P08 18 40 A
BN B BRI fE R

55 0 DTE TS 2 TR 0 43 A e ) e 2 J2 1T 9 TR BT, 3 3 % 0 1 () Y M A
KB T B IE AR B, 2 5 A R Sl SR B 5 S IR 0 SRR T i R i S
G AYERIE . X PP I I8 fE 4 PR (consequentialist ethics ) ” A8 [A) &1, B AATT
I B St T LAFE AR B L ok B S SR B3 2, 7] B 4 ok T S SR B
&), Fairclough & Fairclough (2018)%¢ T 4 [E 1 & AHFEJE - 47 3€ 7K B9 ) 7>k 1 B4
X PR A IR AE N HOR 0 [ A7 5 8 () DR SR T RS Y IS U At
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AEAE M AE S HSCE T IE S AP JBAT T EARIERTE o X Y X S B T T
AT FE MG A (B —20) |, R BUE e T DIz, O OB AT 1T M
HRTE, Ut DAHGGE SR ER AT DA IATT (Y o SR, 76585 20 X th () X A~ B A 6 i ik
FT RS, 2 R B, ER AR A T3 At % D fefT 9 g ki A i A2 KRB P itk a2 1) 28
i GERE T 0T AFEAS B A R RS SR 6 3l ) R J5 ok R IR e i KRR
BRI HERE , HS 5P P X — A SR WRRE 2 RO ER . X%
B X T B P P R B T TR R AR OC &R | L P TR I 5T a2
FESLIEAL o E 20 XAt S BUR B R AR 5 T A R 1B SCAS B | Hp 2] i B
JET . AT SR XA BT 7, A B BOR T AR E AR RoR BT T
FHIRTE , (B AL S BLSC AR 53 Ab—Fi A L , 2 W1t 9 2 T80 il 2 1 4 2 1y 22
Ko P2 BLSEE ) A P B0 TR 1 R I HE S A SRR AN YR S SR g 1Y T
HAFTRERAMGBER N T 1 i (5 B o 7EX 22 X |, Fairclough (2018) A My it
TETE A IE N 12— BEIE A 2 R

55 = LRI Fairclough J¢F “ it BEMEHEPE " IO o an 2R e — 20 FIsg — 2
J& T “HLVE PEHE I (normative critique) ™, BV i3k 52 B 5 UE P H 41 2 [a) 8, A5 4
“fif BEMEHEPF (explanatory critique ) ™ WIELE — 25 fiff A 1k SL BAE 1 4F 25 0] 8 1] g 1
B JE R o 3K RS PR b — A S B O E T R AR R R i AR —
MO 35BS e A e v N TR I 3 e [T T 7/ = G = - 5 M 7= 1 I 2
IE7 XA REERE P A HE R R v, o AR At 2 (R R 52702 AT DA Y
AT MK B IR, TR A IE R T U E R B s T, R R
G5 TEX — BB, #EPEE TR AT ST Uk 25 B0 S Ha] DA SR B T A 23 TR Y
LR R R BT 24T B A 1E 7 K S A D OG AR B[R] A A SRy O
FA R ST %8 o MAEIR A SRR rhofe JC AR )t 2 SE B Tk (HFERE)
XAEZEN T T H,

S5 DU R I H Fairclough 4 391 LR XL PS8 70 BT AT, B & Bl 2 B AL
HAEALE ] AN SN B e 58 IR S R AT E 15 438 . {H 2 , 7E Fairclough
TXASHT AT AE SR v AR i R 587 e SOR UGB ff TR 58 TS — 2 2 At
ARG TP S PR SCHE R T R o i EL, MR DT SR IT A S BRAR I, b
RS SC It IS UE BN R IE S H W A (B . AR 4§ Fairclough &
Fairclough (2018) 14 X5, X S A ok 5 28 2 Fr LUJE: “ RGBT o EATT i S 7E
RS BT SRR 2 -, — 7 T S ek A B A st S I B T 35, o) — Jr T
T3 L A AT DASE B BT RS ) H A9 . Fairclough 5 I8 X S5 i b 5 28 1Y “ 814
P RHIE IS A —A H B9, R AT R 9T 5 B BOA B BGA T ) 3 U X
o B BUA TR B SR SE B & A AT DA ket AR A 3 S A T Bl s
TEAIE Y D) 3 0T (] A A LD 0 B, HEAE LSS b i AR AT AT B AR A 10 R A fig ok )
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R T 58 o

Fairclough 3% > F5- U 5T B9 70 B AE 28 =4k - 8 5%, AN R TR A 43 B
MEZR T 5 RGBT 5 5 1 SCA S BT 5 1% X A0 09 20 B HE A e AR 318 A% e 1%
FESA B0 TEL D EE 0 I AR e ELR (R e e B, LYK, 3 AN 14 o0 BT HE 2R 4
SR P HEIT UG T A 5T AR B Dt 23 ) Y 7 58 5 B YR S Y i DA
23 [ T 8 R AN R B, A5 e ok 2% B HIE PF 35 15 AUF 5% 02 A S Rk 22 A0k 1Y 2 AR F
To B = X AHTI A AT HE 2L A BEAL DT, 5 A R o B, X RS G
— A
3. BR

DL E e (4 PE 35 1A 50 B = A8 Sh A AR TE 2018 AFE AR B LA ]
HEATRY ™ A IR — BT, 072 A0 OG5 3 I JLAE AN B B 2 1y 45 1L, 1 2016
4 Discourse & Society 55 3 T & 09 “ HLPF UG 15 A 5 BLS SRS PR 0 & T
TFERX AR A b Hor i — 28 3 AR B Bl 25 1 KA T T R AR R [ A 2 g v
ARG B, AR E BRI (2018) X “i8 2K (topos ) " TS k5 Fairclough it 43
BT AE 48 v 3 B S BR IS TR 3K — 43 AT AT R b Ty o XA (2015) W S BLAA
o3BT T A G5 B BT B 1 At e FPE IR v Y 18 B HE AL RIS B KOs
R, BN A D S B A A A T ) e =) 1A B 1 2 B B T 2 1 L AR RRAIE |, 424
Bt AE e Uk o 2 AR R T A 2 09 2 BRI B, 7 BRSO B R Oy T, i
Je X (2017) & T H 5 8 = L 5 HFETE AT B R TS, 5 Beets &
Schwab (2018) J& T 5 5 L 32 SCAE 77 56 2 VAR 772 45 A0 8 iR X HE VT3 15 5 48
FE S THEWIE B .

SR, AR SR A HE DS TE B 5T ) = A8 s 28, W3R E 22 3 i HbTs e 52
WA —E W Ja R B . B2, SO AT T AR B R S S B R R R
o FEEDIKERBSIeZ )5, S 50T T e S TR 52 v i % SCRITERY
(N B A B & R [ A W Ay ey 7 A 197 NI 7 A R vy 1 0 P O D 178
SLENC IR T T HATE T AT R A 0 W8, i i s o A
G U] B SRy 2 AR R R ), 3Ty T I F 9 AR A TR 22, BRiX — R 4R IS il
B £ R AT Ie A1, HoA T 1) 54 B SR (4D« Fassin 2017 ; Kubota & Miller 2017 ) 7R
(B 132

5 IR E, B N RETEE 55 3 BT BV 208 SCARFE ST I B 0 S0
aggh, e e SOE TR S BT 1Y SCEE TR IR AP IE T 43 T A AE 1) [R) R
A AP35 55 43 AT ) — 26 43 A 245 2 A7 BT 3 00 DL R 52 ) (2R 0% L B0
2018) o A 2EE (4N SRR 2016) A A HEIFGE 15 43 B 76 5L bR 40 B v, e )2
FEHEPE )2 E, W AR AR ™ AR, T BRI E T 2 B
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“EOMERBL A A RGEAR” o TEREPFETE 73 1Y 278 B0 THRFE el L
TR B RS AL SR AT S ERER B A A S B %
AFTHYH 5N B TE DA PEIER 1540 Hr i 2 200X R AT B BE , AR A2 “ 2
i I T R 2 32 SRR TR A 1 O 28 DL BB 0T 55 DAL I Sy 2
H 8BRS (7 14 2013) I8 4 2/t 2 5 S AL PR T8 T 98 18T 3
A FRE R,

HK , Fairclough X F 5% J5 2 i BT o 0 F6 ] 2 38 B R ki o A THETT
T RIEFE XS SOAX — i T R B AT 5 270, [EII, 3 AR AR A P
T BT B — SE A AT HE 42 (I JE 2016b) o 18 7 22 53 B e 20 IS & 2
RGBT F o GERHE TR F AR AL 2 T, 20 e HEZR ) A2 45 Fairclough $i
BRI T HESE o FEX 5 T, [ N 27 5o R i T e 5 22 e i L HOAN R Ry
PR AE I , A BE A A6 S T 4 Fairclough 7£ K 24 30 45 1 42 1 i) = 4 43 AT HE
20, FAHE, A e RS PR TR AE SR i B S, ATl A B RS R s T
FE Br 2 AR B U LA

B e, PEIETE T I B LT 0040 5T 45 FRA T A IR AR TR T AT HE IR TR Y
o 2 E AL B B R, T AR T TE R TR A 0 A SCHE S B 2 B TR
Krzyzanowski & Forchtner (2016) 8 4§ t , 87 1 HETTI5 1541 5% B B 75 22 18 % 87 19
FE2T R S AR HEPEIR T 507 O (0 DR A, T 2 T Xof 33K £ Pk 3 0 A T 35 1 0T
FEAS B, 0 SN T i e AR R A TR, A S S A S s IR S
RATEWT TR 2 U, K PG TR A 50 R BB AR & R S8 . IR AEX A BIS
A R S VIS TR S P LU AL P 75 23 A, 108 B — A8 1 & R By
Bro X—RAERX WAL SCEE P BEAL AT UL o VPR TE S BT B R — g
AT HT T 2 ABHE PR TE O SE) T R R I E A S T 7 vk T e A B R
AR REIE . X —Hrsh AR T3 [ 25 1R R B0 E T FA TR REALALH 2
T HRARG AN B 53 BT, 102 BN AR ZE B 00 73 A vh A G R4 T s B A 22 AR AN (B
IR TEIIE . R EEARR S A ARIE TR AR S 5T TR a0
FERIX —Hr sl B S A

4. G5iE

PRI IR RO TS BB sh B IFJE S i MR T e R e T
fRER £, EE T MEN RS . BT A RORYA X 22 B a3
AE B2 FH WA AR AR . 7R b AR SO e Fo— A A
P, T IX LT Bl A0 30 PSR R B SO THE R — s b
ML SR 2 PN S XTI P I T B 5 A R Y A R BT S B SR AR E Y
Sk N
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