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Abstract:

Critical discourse analysis ( CDA),which has given discourse studies a critical dimension,has often been
under criticism since its emergence .The criticism and the heated debates that have resulted from it may
have some important implications for discourse analysis and related studies .By reflecting on the
criticism and some issues that have been continuously debated,we can find out not only the root causes
for the criticism of CDA,but also achieve a better understanding of the changes and tendencies of
discourse analysis . In recent decades,as discourse analysis has been moving to more of a research
focus on” language in use” rather than on” language as text,” the central task of discourse analysis is
shifting from description to interpretation .1t is just the rich potential possibilities of interpretation that
has provided a far more extensive space for various approaches,including CDA,to studying discourse .
With the shift of the research focus,many more variables are to be involved in the analysis and some of
them seem to be very difficult to deal with because they are uncertain and indeterminate in nature .As
any interpretation of a text will naturally relate it to a context,many contextual factors must be taken
intoconsideration and contextual analysis plays a very important role .Therefore,discourse analysts are
faced with great challenges to developing procedures and methodologies other than those of linguistics
for adequately and effectively analyzing contexts . Discourse analysis is no longer just for understanding
language and its use for its own sake . As it is more concerned with the social,cultural,political,and
economic environments in which language plays an important role,discourse analysis will naturally focus
more on” language in use,” particularly the interrelatedness of text and context .Many
scholars,including those of CDA,are no longer satisfied with their traditional task of explaining the
world,for they hope more and more that their academic studies could initiate or facilitate social reforms
and help change the world . Many developments of discourse analysis in the recent decades have to be
examined in the postmodern context of shifting disciplinary knowledge,changing philosophical premises
and a politicization of the work of academics .What has to be realized is that discourse analysis is no
longer the field of linguists and applied linguists .Many scholars from other disciplines are increasingly
interested in discourse analysis,and their approaches,frameworks,procedures and methodologies as well
as their motivations are different fromeach other .Discourse analysis nowis already a field of
interdisciplinary and transdisciplinary inquiry,in which different research paradigms co-exist as well as
conflict and compete with one another .A proper understanding of this complexity of the situations in the
field seems to be very important to discourse analysts today .

Keywords: discourse;discourse analysis;critical discourse analysis;interpretation



WRiH BRIHE W8 kA H I
DOI:
A TH :

T AE#
& fai -

2% 30K

ZSTENIES VS

1. [EAAT PegkB . Ao i A AR E A [I]. Wi 2R N SO SR2E/), 2012,42(6): 186-194
2. USR5 SO AL RG-SO ST AR 2 BB (3] TR R (SO R
i), 2012,42(5): 28-

3. SR A BRSSO SRR WL RS2 R (NSO BEA ), 2011,41(6): 113-120

4. 5 R E AR AAEE I D) SR R R[0T, WO RSO SRERR), 2011,41(2): 140-

5. XUNEHE. 5 U SRT O P AR A O RO AR U] W R 2 SR (AN SR 2R R,
2010,40(6): 68-

6. RIEA, FERH P E SN ETE # 17 [9]. WK 22RO S S REFE), 2009,39(5): 74-

7. BREOZR BT DI ILR B[], WL R NSOk B4R, 2008,38(6): 130-

8. . (5 MEiE AL, WK AR (N SRR, 2008,38(6): 138-

9. mEAL. H FK UG5 U LR TR TR A LRI L] TR 222 iR (N SO R4, 2008,38(4): 101-

10. RS FMH. ARZIEF——20 L E AN L[], WL E RN SCHE 2R IR, 2008,38(3): 64-
11, R A E SO EE A R P SCIE RS [3]. W RS R (A SO B2 R, 2008,38(1): 123-

12, BAEE RLURL IR BRI SIS TR [I]. W R 22 # iR (N SR R) , 2007,37(5): 35-

13. RIEA PR ERIA R R WE T R -1 22 I SO A [9]. WK 2 2R N SO B
2006,36(2): 170-

14, L AREZB ) AR, LR RSO S REAR), 2005,35(3): 113-

15. BRNI AT T E A A BRI 2R S AT B B3], W2 F AR (N SCHE SR ), 2004,34(2):
105-

16. UL A L E AR SR RHREE [I]. WiV R AR SR R), 2003,33(1): 89-

17, SRAENA ARG 7 BAE AN EAR IR TE R[], W RSO RLER), 2002,32(3): 36-

18. RN AR BRI 22 0 T 115 5 1) [3]. WK 2 2R (N SR RR), 2002,32(2): 47-

19. W U/ N UL RUA ORI WL RF 2R (A SCHES R AR), 2002,32(1): 76-

20. [HIWRR)T KT CRICHE) W Be——E IR R MK E . e f P [0]. WLz 24k
(£ R, 2002,32(1): 110-
21, ARSESCRTHTE I R 53 B —— 0 T IR E S A 22 R BOE S (K 5[] WL A R (N S pE 2
Bl2£R), 2001,31(1): 37-

22, BRSNS AL S 245 AT [3]. WK 2 AR (N SCHE SR I), 2000,30(1): 84-

23. i P EIUAC AR K D S AR A TR A [3]. WK AR (NSRRI, 0,(0): 1-12

24, SLEEAERDERAEE S St 2 R L]. WK RSO RER), 0,000 1-8

25. SUEANAGE S SO AR R ). TR 2RSSR, 0,000 1-17

26. [IAAT D4R BT AR I BEA TR I 0], LR RS2 FRER), 0,01 1-

27. VPSR S T ---- SR HEVEIE TR 28T (R E L] LR 2 R (NSO B AR, 0,01 1-9

Copyright 2008 by #i{L K22 (A SCAESRHERR)



