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BRI LW EC(XEE SR G E B HE R A
SWEESVINBAH. EBRIZEF AR -2 FHWE
REBWZED RARE, EWM I LB ERY . B A FHE ¥
AWBE, —LAREXAFEENITOR, —HiETHE®HOE
®e,

—EB KM, HHMB, FHENXLERFRBEENE
REEBNHRT . UBRFFREAAA K FEINELHTLER
GENHFR XEFE-FWHERY., BX“RBEEZ -4
BRNFEA MHAAFRAALHFENSRER AFEW -3
FIBERAER 4 BR EHSEFRN I L. B - HEER
P RAFTHABRAETAR FABEFBPEANKBEERL A
FREZBRH . AMEEWNES. EF AN NELRLE,“FE”
(discourse) ZIEERAGHLAHMKLA. FELAREEF R
GEX ZEEEXRNEREAXR. AERAEFENTRLABE
SHEMANE S BE X FEEENTETHEFEARAED
FHRHSTAEHEOFNETEA K, X -BRAHEET,
EHEARHRRT XM BRARASERBA.AAFELASH
BREFEGM S EXANEEACRANMEXER EREREN
M AR BAEEENRERS L, EEHHRAEARARR G A A
Mo Pl REAFKEKLANEERAECXANOM EHEA
BECMNZE“F R “BREMAF"WERXFR., Baox
FEREAFERBWHEN EHFA AR ER” “RENRL”. R
WK “FEEER EYREETERABRE LK, LA
A-HEZEHOHAHEMWILE,
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—HERER,FERY, FEMBAFTEAASKIEESR
RIURMBT — N A REFEHRAREARNTFTNERER, X
MNMEEATUHENBENAENEFTEN —RED . EEHARKE
BRFBEAACHEELT - BAEZRA. P AR HAEEREF,
ARREBRFEAACHNERLC, B ELEANFT IR S
" B, -

EAEHRRPXNTSEHNFEHER B0, B S FH. 1. £
W PR HAEEL  WE_ERNEARNIAER VAR TR
B W R ERA 20 E RN EMWE £\ B (national i-
dentity) , ## BEAE RIS L WX ANMETHET L B"HR”
WA RANERAE. FZENRFANFTEERENEELE.
FEEXRFEFR=ZAFTEHETEFFHE LA S WM (nsti-
tutionaD E R P FE, 2N EEZREERHN AT . HARRAERERF
FEEFLSHNR LY G4, (ritualized monologue) i E # F
(order of discourse), FW AEMZNAMA LR BFRAA S B
FEAEM, XILFXREERELAER P MU L5 5k, 5L
REREMELS HEMNX . EHEY. 2. 88 FAHEL K
AN EELEMFBIONI TP XLERG SO WL AN
WELE B AAXBENEARTXR, flodFEHAASFRA
“EBAT(we) BRI EHERE RS HLE . XULEFE
HELAREANTEHETAAGCRNER. .5 RHEFTEF &
WHEbZ R, rHHLETERNSERERNESET L T E
AT EEGMEXIN AR IR EEF TR FAETE ER
EE%, hHEEARENREHL RBH T EEINM AR EFEL
AIEERAHEPRERHARBE RO BE, B8 TXMHH
FERA AT E TN ELEEHR EEARPHLARARBEY
Bk, FAEAEAR B EESHSG WESHLEH HE TR
HLRX NTHBTERGER, 4 2B/, EHENER
FEAGSCHEEAR REXFTBRATEESNE.HMT AEWR
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LEWBEL W T, o AFRAEFR7ER 0%, H
SARAEERAAENENEE AR AEZHETAELALE,

ESEMFEE RERD, REEFNL. XA B L EHERR
BEREIRWU=ART-EFH BEAFAKHEY 30 LA
SERAMEEATHBAAR(EMARNDIKI0FLRNFFE
o BRINAAE-BEFEEBRRX LS N ER . AEES“A”
W N EXLERBEEARE, THEERRESE, RE T HFH
BERAFLWAT, EHXHEXE A ZEEHZAOM LR
HELN, TENR BETERYER TEARLERBITIH D
B, Bl 4 9.4 AT HEMT” o By “ 58 AR M o M IR H1IE T B0
R EHHRATEINERBATEGIANERTERT L. FH#
TEABHE A ERNEAEERS“ SRS . ZHWFE. &
WEH BERREEMR-—FMFI _EAL T HRBT FHY
POAXSFER XWEEBHREY,

M.ESMG,TXME, IALTEFFF - ’]’)Lﬁ B EEE
RAh P AL D TFHEZ L WE TR, B BT XA I
ZTEEMERFRER, RERLEH . BHELNFEAH
Ha. ‘

BEAWIHALRAFESF , REFXR . BAENER. HAAE
RoAZEHE #HE AALELSUERF ALEEFAHARLE,
WEEREHEF KEAR., AMERHA EFEXRATHFLE
F¥R FTEBBY¥ A K EEAHR ¥ N LEZSRREME, K
RUETH! BEMEASFHNFALEE EHESERWLE,
AEFREETFELHAFTHTR!

EAF.
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MAEERLEE,“EE(discourse) R A A ERAFPHET . ERE
EEREBRETEAB SRR RENN T EFRMAARLE,
“EREETAAGHOABNRLE FERAREGETREA
2 AEFEXRANERAL., HEAEFEXELTEARTH
MEALSHEB)ONFTRLABRE X & Kb X4 Fo
FEEE NEEAAREFAROMELTHNE(FAEOR
NEBEEE, URER, FREE ALEXEFEFALS X
REFYWELFTER, SERAEIRLEFHED, URHE
XA HLBEPRLIM AR RNER FABEHEMR
RFERRBEEERR LA ET A AREALLS L . X4
WEEEEMFEEWEN, T EERAEHLSH, AR AERTH
S BENHAMUREEFH LMW BRITIXEARATIRR
FXERAREEERYREE. 2 ELTE.

B FNFEN-LERBHHR, AXEEREES
B7 R 0 B R M — N3 B E % (genre) YK %
E RN F AR AANEELE. A MEER T KA EFRK
REEEALHFRAR. FREAL, EU AR BEE AL R
KREFARAREENTRVEFR., AAREREN T hAE —
AR URAEBRF EAFSWEENHEEAR, NEEWA LM
ER FR MANEREF, REHREKRFRHRALEENR
WA AE L E TR W S ROE R X

E-ENEREERE . RABSEHERE SN L%, . B R
BRHFAR LB EANEBRUBEER. FEEA EAW
XU EBE@EUE” AU EX Y ETH T ERRELEX PR LE
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XHETHIARXBEEREXMHERA AL AMERE AT
WA A2 EEEM S E M “E XA F” (national identity) , # %
BREASLARUARL HY RAAETEER L RHAWA“E”
i S F R
EZFWATRAYFEREE. UEELE. . EELRA.EESN
AZERERNEREED A BHFH E XA 2 8 HLH (nstitu-
tionaD BIR A A EE , A EF A ERENFA T HARERFH
B & A2 WA % & 4% (ritualized thonologue) i& & # F (or-
der of discourse) , ‘
FULFENFTERFEHAA SN EELEN. AXNE
FEN-NEELHDAR.BRAXEHE—ES—THHNER
MR REASFRHFHNEHRRRASEENZTRB L. BRE
SHEATHSRATFESERS, B “pre-head + head + post-
head” W F EH A, A ERA THEEARHWEXFh .
ERAEEMNTRAALHEFTARE AAE N EEAL
BFAGCHR ALEERACLZANMERR, FR AN, EEA
EWEBERAFREAMENZ ARG RYHE,
FANNERINRRN TR EARMEHY ERES AE R
WE NE BN EEER . EHMTR. AXAVERELEL
BAERATHZER FUEEY s L EEKE A,
FTERER. ERB L ELETAAANBE R B T
BERRHEAASHEARE LR ENER.



Abstract

As a speech means that a speaker/wfiter uses to achieve a
certain goal in a certain context, discourse, formally speaking, is
the language in use; while in essence, discourse is the juncture
to connect language system and social environments. Discourse
analysis, therefore, needs not only the study of language itself,
but the study of communicative context. Likewise, the analysis
of political discourse, say, government press conference (GPC
here after), must take the social, political, cultural and histori-
cal contexts into consideration. And two levels, i. e. s speech act
level and social act level, should be connected, the former for the
locutionary meaning; the latter, the illocutionary meaning. Dis-
course is a social practice. And discourse has a dialectic relation-
ship with social structure. The present dissertation is divided in-
to 10 chapters.

Based on the literature review, Chapter 1 starts with the re-
definition of “discourse” and “discourse analysis” for the purpose
of studying GPC, a political discourse genre, which is put for-
ward as the research subject in this dissertation. The lack of suf-
ficient attention to and research of CPC indicates the necessity of
the present project, the feasibility of which is embodied in the
framework established by adopting the perspective of critical dis-
course analysis, with the cultural, situational and discursive con-
texts taken into account,

By taking into consideration static and dynamic contexts. .
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Chapter 2 builds a framework of production and interpretation of
GPC discourse. The macro-contextual analysis of this genre of
discourse indicates that the macro cultural context of Chinese
GPC results from the composition forces of traditional Confu-
cianism, 1. e. , “ren” ({2) and “li” (fL) theory, as well as the
modern civilization and the culture by political system in socialist
China. This macro cultural context decides Chinese national i-
dentity, which has a great impact on the construction and under-
standing of Chinese GPC discourse, which reflects some underly-
ing ideologies, among which, the conceptual metaphor of “a
country is a family” is a prototypical representation.

Chapter 3 probes into the situational context, a mid-level
context, which exists between macro-context and micro-context.
The situational context, which is formed by three elements, i.
e. , discourse field, discourse tenor and discourse mode, decides
the institutional nature of GPC discourse and its context, which,
interacted with macro-context, brings the ritualized “monologue”
pattern of GPC discourse into shape.

Chapters 4 and 5 are devoted to the analysis of the structure
of GPC discourse. Considered as a process of speech interaction,
GPC discourse manifests itself a stratum structure of transaction-
exchange-move-act. The Q-R (Question-Response) part forms
the main body of the GPC discourse, with the model of “pre-head
+ head + post-head”, different models having different mean-
ings and functions.

Chapters 6 and 7 focus on the discussion of different roles of
GPC discourse, i. e. , the roles of spokesperson, journalist, au-
dience, etc in the production and reception of discourse. The

choice of discourse role is considered strategically rather than at
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random.

Chapters 8 and 9 illustrate the pragmatic strategies of
spokespersons and journalists, respectively, mainly including i-
dentity, agenda-setting, evasion, vagueness, reformulation, eu-
phemism, presupposition, to name just a few. The strategies are
considered to be the concrete practice of discourse in micro-con-
text, which is influenced by and interacted with macro- and mid-
contexts,

Chapter 10 summarizes some findings of this dissertation

and some implications are offered for speech practice as well.
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1.1 3

AU R S, AEE— IR X “ 718 ” (discourse) ¥#E 4T JLEA ,
BEEE X REBERGNERENEEETREN,

XMYEETH R E—HURNAFSE. “EENMEER
discourse, §ZH KK T —RiERE text, FAFRER".HE”,
“XUATHE“IEIR”. B, text linguistics R AR R R EIESF
27,600, X RHE 1999 FHRCEFEREIBT ¥ ) (Text Linguis-
tics for Teachers) I text B “EEE”, W discourse B it “iE
B, EEREXHOERTHEEY(1988) —H R B &Y
WA text, ~MBFER, KEXEFWEEME T A discourse, i
BRI 2 8 ER O text —i8)., —E2FH AR, “IHIB” . EBRR
R E R E X B, 8RR R X B R X 4, B Bk G B iR
“BESTEREBREOW B RESN, REEETER
EBREBERE T, EEBI(1994:2—4),

BHF¥EXMNHERARMOENL, s % (1999) BBk IF
(2001 %, HIEH AN Gee 1999 £ H R “An Introduction to
Discourse Analysis: Theory and Method” R i . “1&E Bi51E
REGZEAER” (1999 10 (FHAFTEFTEIBFHIAM)
(1996) ¥ discourse & AN 2R p4E % B8 A ARIE” (Gener-
ic term for various types of text); W S B REBICUERE
SH#IEIA993 42 WK “FHEWHR T —NMERENME B
B, HHF AR IE R B WA ”[It (discourse) describes“how”a text

i
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is written,not the content],

Jaworski I Coupland (1999:1—3) 7 H: 48 ZE GiE & A Y
MR REE XIEEFTHLERECHATEES BAFIET
MEFETE"RY 10 FE X HNEREX,ATUARNUT 3 k%K. (DIFE
RRTATHESTAMN: (OEHERERHPHNES 3 FiELE
BESHEMFSRANH ST, ,

van Dijk(1998,193—196) % Y Bl “SE B AT . 515" B R
B3 B34 F1F 18 AR A (verbal products), iR “SRIE” 43R XK
AP LRI BIRPE . X “TH B M R AN LR B, B R AT
HSE5EGEREE . WEH RFFCHN R (0T H A 3R .
ZPREATRERNE, WA RRR B EIE; TR S BN, BTREES.
ERER(OFE B RES) . BXWGERIE HNERIE” (talk)
HIERE” (text) , BREH, T WEL IEFEHAT I S BR BB “ P2 50,

SEET R HAME R E T AR % E 05 BB 5T 05 )
KA. Bln, FiEE %K Brown # Yule(1983)iA K ,i%iE
B— MR RREEREEEEMEETARELACHNER
RELYBCHWEERNR . EE.AF,. MEERERG., EEFES
Mreg & Stubbs WA, “BER“BRAREMNERN OEMN P EHIE
771983 ) REE S BMMINEE. REE T ¥ K Steiner Ml
Veltmen {1 iEEBRBRNMVEILS BN ET" . RALSHEALR.
LEEF K Kransch BIFERE X W “PHEF R R AR BEy
o FAERE-FEMRHATAFTR TR BEHF XM
WA B R RE,2002.4) HEHIFIET2%EQ Fowler

O WEHRHARE,HIEIE S ¥ 8 Fowler 5 AT 1979 4£7 “Language
and Control” — 45 Hp 1 I ; #t ¥E %515 43 tF B Fairclough F 1989 £ ) “ Lan-
guage and Power” —HH R, HAENFEE X _ESRER (LKL
55,2002 WL BRTH,2004; 3568, 2004; TR, B 2518 ,2001,%), 1
AANFHHBEARMARE, GERTWH G RMERELHERE 2006),
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N2 R ER TS TFESTPHNEIREA”(1987:10—12),

RB“THE”, RAI AR B E &% K Foucault, AT LL#E,4
REHSFTR BT FOAEAM KM SR EGREEDMNEK
“WEBHR LGB THR, RIS EERR. ERZ
Foucault #“3& &AW .

CEB-IMMHEST HENETERZE - WEFHES R,
HA B4 E” (Foucault, 1984, 109), Foucault 1A, 515 R
AAMBRATRE—-E., HEAMMXEREAG 2 HBEMA A, EL
R R, A BHEFEM LA 2B ER. EiEERN
BEXHMHESXR, EMHREVEMNFIXER. “EHERSMIRP
EH #3232 B (social practice) . WM FE R, Horms of subjectiv-
ity) B 7 36 & (power relations) —EHH RAIRK &, HIER
N REBEMBL=ENFR. AENEBEESEAEWHMNERY
. .EBERMEBRM B REEANE.”(Weedon,1987:108)

# M Foucault WERE . AR“ANEIE”, ME“FBHEN, RITH
EORRELFHREFENTIRFEN., EEAIXMER, EHIE
BERARERERER T TERKMWIESM I . Foucault 1A, Al
ROTHRASCHR, MEE HES)RELABETEW, 816
KA ERRAWZIX MR ERFHEETEHRZM,

PR BT # Fairclough (1992) 45 R UK T Foucault KIEIER
HEMEL, AN RIE BRI, ANHMBESFE, @&
“FR”, -

MEX ERE,“HE"ETURRA D OLE RO T IR R
BEHEX. BEEXNRE  ERRENZFEEETmE. B, 5§
WHEZERNEFEROLEE AR EERENERELHNRS
HRE:FERAESNREE AMICE MERDLEE HUXFEN
AN BAERKEME ENEBEIEE. bk, —BHa . &,
RAZER, XEF T DEE, HBEIEE.

BMEZ MEEWARAENEBEFBTHEX —HE



