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Chapter 1 Introduction

It is generally acknowledged among the dissenters of CDA that a huge body of
work is not mentioned at all within CDA, or referred to only fleetingly without
any substantial evaluation of its relations to CDA. Michael Stubbs, for example,
points out that despite CDA’s insistence on the historical embedding of all
language use, it fails to recognize that “it is posing the oldest question in
philosophy” (“Whorf’s Children” 212). Michael Toolan, too, suggests that
“critical discourse analysts are attempting to garner kudos for themselves for
being the first to ‘really see and address’ the workings of power in discourse”
(223). The above criticisms point to the recognition of rhetoric of critique
which has been accompanying the long history of academics. In his Arguing and
Thinking, Michael Billig points out that the formulation of an academic theory
inevitably occurs in the context of argumentation, so that the propounding of a
theory involves the explicit, and sometimes implicit, criticism of alternative
theories. The label “critical” bears a rhetoric of self-praise, for it is invariably a
term that is applied to the self. “Uncritical” or “non-critical” is reserved for
others. The critical approaches advocated by critical discourse analysts do not
claim to be the inheritors of all previously self-labeled critical approaches and
they attach particular meanings to their use of critical: the claim to be critical of
the present social order, to be critical of other academic approaches that are not
primarily addressed to the critique of existing patterns of dominance and
inequality and to be critical of the social conditions of domination. Even this
being the case, we have to be aware that academic work itself is conducted in the
social context permeated with power relations. As Kress wrote, “all signs are...
equally subject to critical reading for ‘no sign is innocent’ (“Against Arbitrariness”
74). So this makes the critical examination of their own discourse an imperative
for critical analysts if they want to carry on their critical enterprise. Michael
Billig suggests that CDA’s academic success is double-edged, thus “if critical
analysis fails to be self-reflexive then the critical enterprise can be compromised,
to the extent that the critical limits of critique become ignored and thereby
hidden” (“Critical Discourse Analysis and the Rhetoric of Critique” 37).
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In sum, critical discourse studies must be aware of its own linguistic
orthodoxies. This necessarily calls for approaches that are not tied to a single
established paradigm in CDA. We thus hold a fixed way of doing critical
analysis runs counter to the underlying epistemology of a critical approach, so
we should guard against that tendency. This insight constitutes part of the
rationale for our current research as we seek to transcend the established
paradigm of CDA.

Other criticisms centre on the excessive negative deconstruction in CDA.
Though advocates of CDA often assume that there is a dialectical relationship
between discourse and social structure, in actual analysis they often tend to
emphasize how the social structure shapes discourse while deemphasizes how
as a mode of action discourse can bring positive outcome. “The negative
deconstruction of the discursive universe indiscriminately into ideological
criticism mars present investigations with radical reductionism, undermines
the analytical thrust” (Ma Jingxiu 30). The call of affirmative agenda is also
issued by Robert de Beaugrande, saying:

The deconstruction of discourses sustained by a repressive ideology
should be correlated with the construction of an emancipatory
ideology whose discourse restores authentic, democratic meaning to
such expropriated concepts as progress and socialism (“Critical

Discourse Analysis from the Perspective of Ecologism” 116).

We remain deeply convicted about the need to go beyond what we might
uncharitably characterize as “Watergate Linguistics”—the idea that by exposing
language in the service of power we are contributing to a better world. As

Gunther Kress comments:

Changing circumstances call for a new goal in textual (and perhaps)
other practice: not of critique but of Design...While critique looked
at the present through the means of past production, Design shapes

the future through deliberate deployment of representational
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resources in the designer’s interest...The task of the critic is to
perform analysis on an agenda of someone else’s design. As a result a
considerable degree of inertia is built into this process...Design sets
aside past agendas, and treats them and their products as resources
setting an agenda of future aims, and in assembling means and resources

for implementing that (“Design and Transformation” 160-161).

Our research is very much oriented to the task of providing a possible way
out for the above obsessions that plague CDA. We believe our solution lies
partially in the integration of a rhetorical perspective into CDA. As we know,
the status of rhetoric as the received form of critical analysis has long been
recognized. The entrenched view of the discipline of rhetoric holds that the
existing social order—its relations of exploitation, domination and
oppression—can be transcended through symbolic intervention and collective
recognition and resistance. So the rich heritage of rhetoric offers us a possibility
to gain deeper insight into the working mechanism of power and hopefully,
draw the inspiration to further the critical enterprise.

In her review of “What CDA is about”, Ruth Wodak points out classical
rhetoric is one of the roots of CDA (3). The importance of rhetoric to the
maintenance of power has been documented throughout human history.
Throughout its history, the study of rhetoric is fundamentally and thoroughly
concerned with the analysis of texts in context—that is, their immediate context
of arguer-audience-locality, but also (especially in the more “critical”
approaches) the wider social, political and historic context(s) in which
persuasive discourse is situated. We have to acknowledge that CDA and rhetoric
share a lot in common. Both CDA and rhetoric hold that language is by no
means value-free and mediates between us and the world to constitute, shape
and distort our perception of the world. The two academic endeavours have a
common mission of realizing man’s emancipation. Understanding discourse
within its situational and cultural contexts may indeed be the single greatest

concern of those who are interested in rhetoric and this same concern is shared
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by critical discourse analysts. Significant value is attached in both to the study
of context, not only the immediate communicative context, but also the wider
social context. However, given the shared concern between CDA and rhetoric, it
is surprising that there is little cross-fertilization that might benefit both.

The linguistic manifestation of ideology is an archetypically rhetorical one
in that it aims to convince and convert. In order to achieve conceptual
hegemony and the illusion of truth, the agents of ideology use rhetoric to
articulate concepts in as persuasive and convincing a manner as possible.
Rhetoric thereby becomes an “artifact” of ideology. However there seems to be
a relative absence of rhetorical theory or theory related to the persuasive
dimensions of discourse in the scholarship of CDA, especially given the fact
that rhetorical theorists have been concerned with the manufacturing of public
opinion and collective identity for over two millennia. Despite the commonly
acknowledged development of CDA, there is still comparatively little discussion
of the significance of rhetoric to enriching the analytical framework of CDA.
Our dissertation sets out to rectify this situation. We argue that although CDA
and rhetoric are informed by distinct traditions, the former’s emphasis on
investigating subject positions within social hierachies and the latter’s emphasis
on investigating how social positions are transcended and/or coordinated, there
are areas of overlapping that needs to be explored and the task of developing
constructive dialogue between the two academic endeavours should be put on
agenda.

Our conception of rhetoric in this dissertation obviously goes beyond the
notion of and an interest for effective texts. Echoing Terry Eagleton, we conceive
it as a theory and practice of discourse, encompassing all fields of human
interest and activity, and functioning as negotiations about values and power in
society. Throughout we hold that an insight into the mechanism of meaning
creation can enhance our understanding of the way in which ideology

functions.
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it necessitates the metaphorical lens through which our discussion unfolds.
Though it cannot be denied that there is much discussion of metaphor in CDA,
most of them is from a cognitive perspective, drawing largely from conceptual
metaphor theory expounded by Lakoff and Johnson (1980). Our research is not
meant as a denigration of the significance of cognitive linguistics in its
explanatory adequacy for CDA, but we should be aware of the areas of
inconsistence between cognitive linguistics and CDA. Inspired by Desmet’s
suggestion that we should “balance our sense of cognitive metaphor as a
grammar that unproblematically reveals cognitive and social truth with a sense
of metaphor as a disruptive trope that raises questions about the stability of its
own grammar” (3), we hold that cognitive perspective is incapable of explaining
the working mechanism of metaphor in the process of creating and sustaining
ideology, as conceptual metaphor theory is in one way or another incompatible
with CDA. Echoing the call of Desmet, we try to balance the notion of
metaphor promoted by cognitive scientists with Kenneth Burke’s sense that
tropes are partial.

Prior to our discussion of the concept of etho in which the seed of
contemporary thinking of CDA is buried, a broad picture of how rhetoric is
closely linked to power and ideology is drawn. Not only is Kenneth Burke’s
rhetorical understanding introduced as a general background to situate our
discussion of metaphor but also it casts light on the inevitable rhetorical nature
of CDA (which critical discourse analysts often try to shun off), elucidating
CDA with his dramatic pentad and complementing CDA with his identification
theory. It will enable us to gain a deeper insight into the role of metaphor in

creating, maintaining power and ideology as well as its potential to deconstruct

them.

Organization of the Dissertation

To realize the above-mentioned research objectives, our ongoing study is

organized into eight chapters.
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