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L, Bt AR AFHRA G 0128 8FFREVTEHRE
FEEFUALS" , EREALTRS T REFAERIE, 565 B HKRA
RABK, CRERAZLE, REFHEYUR. KT 2oBFHAZ, KEA
BB RAEF, CEET¥, HQETF, BAF. ARETE K
W, EEAN. XEE, SRIBEFTFE. LAHT HEREREAEKX
B IEBRAMELE X,

RALBAME, REMEHFTRAFRAH ZEMMER, RADEH,
ERANLBARAASAEBREMEHATEFE-—NL L, UEKREFHKH
MEELFERTEIN. K. . FOMRERS, HERZSNRFEITF LR,
BAAFRERARKERETKEENERT FEHARFO R, T E#t
B, #HPERLAMEBOFEAR. ElXEHL, “AH” WHK, ¥F
By ToMEHE RO SR # B AR E A L EH B2 AR

RAZEXTE, EAFHRAE 2011 FHKR “EFFRA" £7#
F, BERE, 0A4AXUK “BFESFHWELASE" , HAZLERILE
ABRAFRIETREFRLEESTEHATEN G mAdt k. BAHLF
AEAREARHEX, RREBEFHFRLL, IBAFATHERDEZRFRF
AENE A RN, Wk FF KA REIER 205 A H
R, ZEHBEAT BE ST R IR & I3 DL 2 % R A3 TR,
B RN TBESFADTEREBE LG ZRNXR, FERNAT
ik, EERPRAFEFNERTHEE. HiZK, RINMAEEAR -]
B, [ExFof e LT LRAARERRES.

HE RABR BT EETFNBLAE MR —FR—F &, B
W—ERER A THEHME" . RKNPHEAEFREMEHEHH
KEEGRAF, REELAAEFLNMEAT. £X—R L, RINEHBFR
At ¥, EH S RIAARE RN L TH RS LANGAUGE AND STYLE #hi X &+,
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—. (P BESMTRFE SR

A H RS V) WEESITRRIRR, W V) 1§IES T
e, MR MBEFRIR. BRABNEE, SETRSAMNALEN.
— A ARZTH “critical” I ETHES? 2N B WAE? M
AR 5 M2, AR ORREITIETE T, (RS 70T AR IR
[ R T Y EAYTEIE T ) B SRR R TR . 5 R B
FeBRRA, A B UA B, EREXAMEZE, ROITETFE
T GREVE) iEIES T s KR .

20 42 60 AR LISKAE A SC S-SR ESEIT thH “WEiE " R T
T R R B SR . 20 t4E 90 AT IR TR N —I TSR ERIE 2K
B IR TH A EMARAL (van Dijk 1990, 1999) . iHIEAMUUE AT
AFRIE T AL, T E Rk, BRI BimiE R s s
S . van Dijk (1997) A, WEIEA = 4ERE: B M. FE&H3CH (B
N SRR E S TEIR S AR I i&EBA B 30 SUE.
. EXGHERE. ARG b, SiEEE S hmE M, &5
FRAR A RTIREE S (O E A LR A& S0 fA S, WSSt nT A ad iR
RESE SUARRZE R AEEE Bz Bk A — @ MM E S ERER, JFU
IR B M A M A B . BN AOGERE |, S IE AN S SUIESE T RIE S
i F AR PR B P S AT . B, TR AR B R4
R BXMSHEETHE, mHAEEE SEMESEE. RIRTIX
FMBEBIERAL L. EREEMTN— 1 EEL A5y, #IFEIEsS
B B 4 S B E 52U BEB Rk, MidimEirkigntt s
(] RE I I FE Rl 2 th SO (] A AV, B (Fairclough 2010: 9) o

HEPEIETE 4 AT B A B HE IS F % (critical linguistics) o HEZREH
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FI K22 H1E T 4% Fowler % A (Fowler et al. 1979: 185) & <& 5 5%
iy —HhE R THORE S FMEE. #OFESFRES T A
SHMBUAR XWIBER T RESH . ElfE HEMER R, #VE
BEBREFRETERER, HRURZHHEASWREBRY, g
SR AN AR R Z A 0T, M2 CiEE AL, hmi
SRIRE S ERA AL S X RS W EA =R e, MRS MER
TWERRFANRE THRE S AT PREMIFE T #He, REHIF
B E RO SRE R B EEEAE N, Fairclough (1989) £ «ifEH 54
F1» — R TROFEE SIS R . e RIS SRR i e
T, #EEE T R A RS D5 B USSR EERE b, Bt ST
S SiEIE TS G, EHOHEE R R — B R B 5T Sk
HEVFIHIE T B E E R IREHEELL van Dijk AfCRBIHE S AR (socio-
cognitive approach) ~ Ll Fairclough 4 f{ 3 89 B ilE — 3¢ & ¥% (dialectical-
relational approach) . A Wodak F{CRMIER — 18 (discourse-historical
approach) - LA Wetherell AU EAIHLREE¥IR (Loughborough School)
ifiE % (discursive psychology) ~ LA Kress il van Leeuwen J{UATFE
L5552 (social semiotics) , F%.

HIEEE S ITANOCEER, T EEHE. MiFSEMTaH 4
Rz hb? #AEH4? B 4MPF? Fairclough & Wodak (1997:271--280)
FITARE A AL PP 38 3 B 134 B U AT DA A TR o b B A L P TAR 1R 2 BT Y 2 A
FRIE. XEFENEEE: (—) #EEESMCERSEE,; (Z) EER
N XRERMFRNG; (=) HiEmidtamscl, 2Ham
SCAFRAE R SRR R, () WEIENFERES T, EiEsiHRE
B hnsR. PRSP RRUIFISCRCOCR, I B O A T R SE

(F) WEERIERN, NEFERPHTEE, O8) BREHSNXER
ZmPATE, HESHSNXREIBEY; (b)) MERSHAIEE
B, EEERE;, ) SEEHSEEROIEX, ERAEUIXRNERNE
o Bt HOIE WE, ATEEIE S5 EH AER R ST R —
&, (HAHEPEEIE T AT “HEIE” RS a0 A 0 AR R ) A ) 5 B
HEVFE R ST H RRAB R IER P E M AR ERIEERE X, JTHRARL
AT LR B B Ft s e, IR I ML R A
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RS R ER (S 2005:7—8) - HEPEHETEMTEN T2 E
F OREL 2L TEARSAUR AT A S5 R 3 GG SE . T v B UYL IR
BHEERFRENEAESIFRBELIES X FZ ML 5. %2 wiE
IR AP AR SRR A RO A AR R . OB TS
Wt oAr s BAMRTER S ThEE. #OIEEIES T SRS R AR
A P ARt AR, REASSED B R RE NEFHIERR
TRk, Bk, MHEBUAR BERE®BC HBF (Wodak &
Meyer 2009:7) o

MR E T AR A WPLL 2 Wodak(2001:12) fECHEITFETE T >
(BE—RR) 50 T #EFEE T R -

(—) BB ELU LB ESRE SHS%EMK R EE (P
&) o

(Z) EFFHIRMNA: #E RN BHERRNIE S et A& A
FIBERMAHT, 8T8 5 I BB FE A E % .

(=) “BH” #E, HEUHmEeE, smks. RITEMnER
AR B/ ME B2 B S 2RI ?

() SHmETEER RSE: A (B Rs (O B S IR R &tk ?

(1) BS2ERLRR R0 A HAE SR i85 40 AS A k2 i —
B4t

XA EBERHEEIE AT RINER, R ATEIEAI PR . AT
(RBTRRIEA |- R LA F IR AGRERE b IR T HESE 50T BT G BBk
HERE THOTFR AR IBA, ABFRAFEEFHAERE? FTrERIIHE
EABRETLHE, MHIFEES TR IR R RN 4.

—. WEFEHN

A=A . Wodak 7ERT 7 WA =SB4 1940 T T 3568
B —FR R B B AR A B R AR 58 B AMCAR T HUTEIS IR
St SRR ETE S, 20T ARMES. IEHMEES TR
BHEERMOEERATTRANH. =300 &t S AEEHR
AR SIEEMTES, e TGN EF 530hiEm” Frrrm
R
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B “EERIRS ) EESTT BE HIE) EEMT
BIZFRHER, 3R T B AR AR 4 (HEVF) 1S E O PT P R EEME.
AR AFERE, SHNRFEEAERTTEERL BRI MEZERR
AYERIR RN T Bt Al o

F—F “BERUEM =ME" B van Leeuwen 5. fEH AN,
BRI A B P (centralist model) « ZITHEE (pluralist
model) FI#EAHE5 (integrationist model) . PR PR IhAT 92
Brarpu, HiiER b Fih S . X— XM ik B, ER
Rt Z BN ES . 2o EKRETie, ARFEER A Ex)
] —A A A TR« SHE PR M AR R ZATE T 2o AR R bl
1& AR R B R SO A S ) B, TS PR L& TR B HESE A
B L. BEEAXEEAFERNRES, 52 o —HEE8 LA
b, EBHARMFERES A, 52olAR R Z A7 T3 A5
TET A AW Rl R, K2R 22 (WA B A, AR — Ak S 2
BHRAREAR - i P Rl . van Leeuwen 54 T 3618 /0T 5 HiAth 4R 69
AW, ASTEEMT SHETE. [ 2 AR RSB A B AR
S R ERMIHEE R . AR SHOEARRE” b,
Chilton Xttt PG 2047 A BCR 11 PR BORAR T SR, fludg i, WiRdt
PEETE TS HIERFE SO, IBATEERE EXTH SRt 3% A (A
HEOLBATIER, MBS FE R WHOIEEE T A SRR R R
BE RIS EHEIT IR TR 70 BT D BRI R — B 09488, (B4 Bk
2 T X AR KR E . ARG SR b OB A BF R R R, A
A K BA R ZE bR B E A IR AR RE . T RFNX —EE S
BREG, HEIFIEIE T ROZMOIARIE & S 0 A X BRI R T . =
R RM ST P BROTEEIE YT i Fairclough #2875 . {E#H MR T
FHF R AR A, TR TR AR R RS b A .
SRR TR 7 o IS AR 2ER A TR IR, o 2E AR M xE, H
KabsE, (EHEARFRERILRE & E. B2ARaHEE E 575 Fairclough
F IR AITEIEARIERE ERA, RO GBI USR5 SR 5 HoA At
SR E R Z A BHIE X & . Fairclough PAJAFE (governance) BF4E Jif)
VL T A BT ST anfe il SRR TR A B X E, REET M EN R R, —
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T, EEMRRE T MPEHERE A ERE A k. B— i, #iEEE
TR SIRERF R ARTE, RRIEFEE THOTEELE, WP T O A Er .
SEINEE “TEIEA P ATEBE AN E I —HITEEIE T AT A9FEE R van
Dijk. YEFRIE TIESAETE R A NS R IER, HHEEREGER
RERE i i 22 B T 4 Bl 1 58 A0 AR S A B i O AR R . TR 518 22 (A
BA HENEKR, IBREREMER SIEEZE R, 2ESEHEE
AEPREE P A B OB R . JSURIE B A S R 4y, TS ITE AR AR
it AR A A B R E A R i, Rl RIS 1B A A R
KEMEBENE, FERAUTEAS B e i@ e AW kigiEh e
FHARRG . BB A AIRE A AR EER, FEIK van Dijk FRE A
WA E (K-device) o FHARERDE MR PR3 FROUT I HITR
RA, NSRS 5 & 12 FIA R A HIR SRS (K-strategy ) XHETEMH 185 -
MHEE B MAER, UiEE b TREREN BN, ArbEACmE
At R B PR NG 5 A, A2 5 & R S B AL B R Filik
Hifle BRI “SBPK—RAB IR IFEES T RSN B R
Scollon i1 S. Scollon A fEFE M. 1EZF NN, HIESHELH R A9IT R ZEF
TEERRWEBR, IEHWEZE KRS A2 (habitus) AR, it
PR I8 S b7 T B0 7 0 15 R G o] A28 A T A FA T R ) A S TE 1 1B
P T IEEER LS, I Bl S T R ST R Z B K R -
AR EL T SE BRI (AL S E R S AT A —— 15 S IS (L B2 5T
FEEE AT EIE AR R . EEES HE AR S fL
FANATF 3 PHERIR “trilogy” MISEHEIVEI TGRS AT R Z BIMER R o

N BRI B A SO SR RIS E, BIESAE
EHEAF R THE R, HAE IR A 4B K EEE . BUA IS4 (DPI)
BFFE A0 BT AR B BIF T R - DPI 58 .00 1 Ruth Wodak £ 1997 4F & &2
WAL, EPOLFEXFE=FEHINE, BIPEARNER. BERMEER
B0 v i BT S 3R A B R b ) el 3 ST

SPAE “EEITEE T —IRIS S B Wodak Fl Weiss A 1E#E .
AFEHIT T RS S MPOR L BRIEE R S 2, AihiEE. Bos
MO . EHEE TSRS F—, BFEH ‘6" —id
HIEHIE (identities) ; £, SMr@KEuES, I H S5EEFECH
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At EEM; E=, BEl, &G BUAMSHNERIFERIY, &
Bt ARG B, fFERA. EEAER. RERERREM
BT 7 VAR SCRRERLTE AL, B 2 (49 A G FIR 5% BRI 3t 7 S Ak i
B . TR AR Z b AEF BT T R 1B R M ML TR B 2,
SRH A —NWE B SO BRI BRI % IR N RIS SR S HESE |
P2l TR BUA B A B =R SRR . BT, AT A
PR L RS SHMEBMEMAERE TARTH S BB =8 &M,
BEE Y RN B R T RN E S IEE SRR A
Krzyzanowski ZF, i T AERFE 00 D7 52 FRBOG 185 BRI B 07 B 1515 2
o EFEERANEXTAEH M HEFEAS, KA T RFE R A E
FeBdRE Ak Bk, ek 7 REEWSE (np it
VORI BER ZHESE) , HBSR T A SEREAE X T2 U [a] 32 o A 7 )
o, HIK, XTRBERARLGE. SERH RS E AR T g4
vk, H R ISR R A S ih i — S B A 0. fEEURIE R
Eqit |, Krzyzanowski iz RITGTE — P 52 40 Hr HEZE XF RO 1l 2B £ 2R 410
HR LA R BRI R A T AT TR A ST A, FEEEREATHE T “EWA
(BT RROMN— Ry EEMERIF ) RS, 86 B AEka
Br T E R B A . BE\E “RIBGER AT 2 BRUNHIZES A
STIERFSE” J& Oberhuber IRFF AR, B T BRI ESUGEENTR =
W B . M AIETE — P 58 4 7 kT BRI il 28 < 1L P A~ B B
FPRA A SER T, AT EEI =R B 55—, XRRINEIZE S
WIERA . BORFEEIER I T 2SI SE R, AREHE S
EIE B ZSHFIDhBELA R AR R BURTEUL BB SUAR. KARHT E 4R
HESEIHMTINSRE; B, EE BEREEN T ZYAGSET R %
=W, MTRMARMERRE. () i () ESRAU R ER
Wit R (BOE. Xtk FHL EEES) ShMELaRE; £,
MER® FoRE, AERERNSOENFRMN TRHBRSE “REFRF" AT EE
Meoiik. ULAh, FEERERITE TR ERSHIRMN “RdtR” By, B
AX—BFRET AR WEEREM. FLE A EEER RSN,
EAIARE —HHHT AT 2000 4R A BURRE T B’
#H4” HH Barenreuter #8285 . AEARI T E KSR FERUN B 3 15 15 AH B R
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B AFEE R AR TS 3 CE AR ALK B i 3 3ELE 2000 F-4973
S5 R AIBUN RN . A5 E e MR T B A B 00 idiE Z A L &R
anfel NERS FmPAGERHE , IRl iz Al Ole Waever 2 A0S &=
PR T T iE1E R B RFE. 535, Barenreuter [7]JI T i 4 [ %€ Sy
T AR 2 LA BOX SeiE TR S RRE IR Z M R . &5, CEXTERDY
K ETARA SCREIFRHEAT T SEE 0T, 08585 Waever IOBIRIARRE R o
Biirenreuter X T [8 2 B (3 RN B 3 175 1 22 () A B 2w A F T, R B 13
AN AE X B YA 55 5 25 BE 0 B B i T — AN ERAR M &, i HAE—
M ANBEHREEAGEEE —RR AN OHRE T FiE ) .
BHE EE. OEITEMBEENEL—BFRWAT B Muntigl F1
Horvath A1EE M. S5 oM HNAER AR, ARG
EHFAOBET IR S, BN TESMBA B REESER
STt AR SR SO0, SE A MR AR I B kR O BT k. MR BT van
Leeuwen 7EAS 1355 —F 4R tH (BRI 1 = FiER IR T RAETIEEIEF
FHLEYTENE RN . WEPTEXWAERE, RETREIES ¥
OHYTEAUUE R TH, ERhkb5E; WNEolHAEE, OHTEMAR
GUREIE S ¥ A A ER; WNESENAES, REUEIESFMOM
ST RIS A il e fofp R JEL T 3 P % () R R AT S P R SR S BRAN L
EF AR, BEITEE IR S B EEETKER: £, EilER
Frkhis AR ; £, EdBTEA LS| S RBE NS

B3 “BRFRIZNSZAN BT IE S R, KiEiE
ST AT Y BRI S A ARG A A B
T oEAE T =

F+—F P ASEEFR SEEMT—BEERHENT BAEE
K Bellier ##5 . ARFEHIT THEELHRMALFEZMEFT ¥k EEN=A
HEBHI T ALEMES FESELERM R PHARRZE. $—, M
B, B, ZEAE TMEEER; 8=, I RAEERE R
Y8 o X B A A TR E SE R EE , R T ARV A R R .
BT HBAFKEENS WEERFEHARESCRZERER, /EHR
VA TEFRI R LB B 2 “BUR S OHMUISTERIE A RFFAA R
BR A A VE R —— LARSFE R RO S SR BI” At 425K Kovies 85 . A&
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B TR RRE L RN, WRIBREAT AR A A ARFHE torT
PLEARANSRRR, B, ARFICHERE 2 RS AT T ARFFA S bR
AR REWTRIER . #2T HEEFELARMFAF R IE TR $
—, HEZPRHARMNERE SR, B, FEFEXHRR, RERARW
P& A IR EIRSE . X RIRE TR B RETHCW
BRI SCSL s AR AR S (R TR B RO R = MR HIK, Kovies
e T R A AR R el R AR . TEXCPRE iR, FT 8/
P AT A Z BT R RN — RIIMER G2, ARX Tix e m 2
2 S A%, AP ATRERE R , EEBOA — SULEEE P RIE
T—MhREEAR, I B R AR LA ILBOA I SIS Oy i e 5 5 o P i
MTRZ—. {1+ =% “HSBFMITBTF —IE. BOREHEE—
BRI AA " hFt 2% % Tom R. Burns F1 Marcus Carson S/EE M. 4
FERW T O AAEE U R ENZEMEELRR. fF&EIAR, ILAE
PLS | RAFiRIE TR . AN RR2 YIRS SRS, AT
ARG R G IR HRINCR, BRRBEMEIA AR LR T,
Tl PR A R A X LR P AE R E TR IR T K. —RIEL T, EEENE
R E AT, TREEE. AL RIS
KA.

= ik

A4 ELE (HIF) WEEMTEFBRRIT, WL T HIEETE 2 i
HERMZ I EMFHE. £ Wodak 7E/T = AT, A BRIEEEZHFREM=
FREL (—)MAbR 2 EIIRE . SCPRSE BRI 2 SE B BB LA B i
HEEMA PR T, (Z) XHPREE S ITER F R B
BATRIRE; () XARKUGR. SFoeilmmAtiaE a4 R U8 .
ABHI=ANTAENFLH L RAECRAZEME. B0 REMIFSE
SAPTINES S RNRAE , ZEELe EAD L T T OISR T B SRR
5 R AHCAR TGRS S AT X AR R R AT IS . SR =Rl A
H M ST RET TSR T AL E R R R . AR =1
A MAF TR T GHF) WEESHTHHETIR .

BEE 2F R AR R AN R AR Z B IR 35 S SR AWIIRA, TS
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E T PR M A TE AT AR (b2 P o #h i & B AR AR TE T
WAHT IR, FF LU S B TR 2 . Wik, #HiEEE
T IEE A B B R IE . Wodak & Meyer (2009:11) 78 < IFIFIES
774> (Methods of Critical Discourse Analysis, %5 Jfi) "5 H #iLFE
MR SGEA IR I B2 X R

(—) ¥ BRI S AR SGUR R, 5,
FIR 2R T T 5 A A st 5 A A A 2o h B PR S A

(=) BEAFIRL A B B AR R AR IR BT, X R EOABIS LR
BRI Ao T ELFATEE 1a) 530 ) S 2 A O 2y T AR R 7 ) S Ak
B, SIS, Al B oM Hc 3 SRR -

(=) 7r#r B FMREVTT BOA IS i OB BEARM rhit . BEE Y.
SRR AT 09 K SRR CHLA BT 5 | S BB A . SE B b3, 75 ZE 403K
roem “EZBUARL” M 25" FR%.

(PU) ot FRARIFARBEH AR SRR o0, X RS TF R8T
B Z RS EE T g BATHIR S HES &4 T2k, XA I EHE
7 SR EE R A EAE

() 73#r BRI IRETE AT Bk 5 2R P s R AN
PBFEZ AR SRBUGTERANER EEREREL LN WE
AR SR . B SCHEMAHES LSS 585 # R iR ie A & NTE
KA o

(7)) B RE A E B AE TR 7 i R B i B AT R AR Y AT
WHER . BIRREARBRIE, Rl RN Xt (Pt S
W& I BHIE) o

PA B SER SARR “HiEE" M ek A TRAZE K. XFF
MERIFFRIE TP RE N S, — R E T HEE e R B
B URE FNFITH (R, 75— 77 T e B EL AR (R R, I 2 DAL 2 Rk e 1)
ERMA S h FHRBFFRURE . SEITIE T 73BT IR 04 28 A0 R B S e T HEF
R AR BNERTT k E R R EFNEAE (BT EHE PG T8 2 4 i R An e
AL, HBAEA T PSR T B A2 RS AR K .

BRI S RATE AT R R AR R B — A B A= RT
FIIA (HF) IRTESFrRHTINRE, T T AR (HF) 38
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BT R E B A AR B R R E R EIET—HEEEAR
28} 2 8] 9 Bl & #1328 X (van Dijk 1993; Chouliaraki & Fairclough 1999;
Weiss & Wodak 2003) , H 2R A& R0l R ER TR
[dl. van Dijk i [ 7 fl 228" (multidisciplinarity) k& 5% ¥ 4t 175
BT B B SR 9 2 B KB W95 Fairclough {8 M T F “ @25

(transdisciplinarity) 5@ A IEIETE 9175 HAb2E Bl 2 8] g9 X & Fdk R &
. Wodak F5Kizffl “B%F}”  (interdisciplinarity) 358 iEH A 2AFR} & 21
WA E TR RE . 2R A R YR ASGES R
DRk, HEPEEEAPTN T X —#as, =R T TR
BT ENE . AR .

S0k

Chouliaraki, L. & Fairclough, N. 1999. Discourse in Late Modernity. Edinburgh:
Edinburgh University Press.

Fairclough, N. 1989. Language and Power. London: Routledge.
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