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On the Fallacies of Critical Discourse Analysis

Abstract:  There exist many fallacies in the current studies of critical
discourse analysis (CDA). The present paper analyzes
these fallacies in terms of the basic tenets, historical origin,
theoretical bases, research frameworks and study objects
of CDA. Based upon all these discussions, the paper
proposes some corresponding advice on how to avoid these
fallacies. It is hoped that this will shed some light on our
understanding of CDA.

Key words: critical discourse analysis; fallacy; analysis; advice

1. 515

1E “IBES%m”  (linguistic turn) il “{Ki&FEM"  (discursive turn ) ZFHiftE
KE 5 TR S KGR SRR Y, i85 5442 BIRARIE R R
ZEEMW, T SF R E S R AL S, H R AN &R 7 10
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RAPEPEIR BT, 208455k, MITHEIERIE TR BCRED, IR TKERE,
SR LLEF Z AL, 72 B AR IR T 4T (CHREAMIR ) HAFREHAE
TEXAEARRER SR . BHIte, BHE AR, FHZEZ—Hr, e
PPETR TR AT R A X IRIK, S AR I H & R o

2. RIX 55T

2.1 M ERNEEMNRX . #HiFHEESTREERTHITESFE?

RS SHAXRANMIFER Y, e R 7 iEE S R0 IES
FrxX A GUR . TERK —HZBIHR RN, HATE Sl BB T REAZE -0
AL BMEERREEFWNT =M 1) ARERE _HTLMER. mT@NnNER
i (2001 ) &42%], “H#IFIRIESHT (critical discourse analysis ) XFrKIFIE TS
(critical linguistics ) . fLIFHEIEFMZ ( critical language study ) BiE 5 2L
(linguistic criticism ) , ZEAIMIERIGEK —FEIBES L o FR (2004:
64) WiNA, FHE20MAL70FRABOFERIIH “HIFHEIER /T dn “HPRE
BE o 2) ABEFRETIBHIFEEE SR RILEE S X —ARE. mE—
BT (2001: F28) iAAFairclough@&#MIEHESFHRREANWZ—. 3) EZHFEM
PP IEE T R S HOFIE S 5. Wivan Dijk (1993) MHETFIE 5 A MERHEIRAE
BT — MRS — RN BORRVE, B4 (1999: 1) | L4 (2003:
132) Sk, HOEIRIES PR T Fowler® NFE19794E il (IBS Hizhl) —
$. Xk, Wodak (2001b: 1) tAEZRMIAILA: “The term Critical Linguistics
(CL) and Ciritical Discourse Analysis (CDA) are often used interchangeably. In fact, in
recent times it seems that the term CDA is preferred and is used to denote the theory
formerly identified as CL” .

AR, MIMERESAT SHIFES FAETANRNEKR, (B T ERETHL
A, B, HIFEEIES T REMIAES FHER LR RERA, HF 2
NAEERANR S, HIRES e T 204 708K, RAEERZEFIERY:
H—HIE S FRASCFERIERIBFIFRRERD (ZULFowler et 4l. 1979; Kress &
Hodge 1979) . XEHIFEFAHIFRIFAMEANRE ERIE S FAERTSIESF
AolkbeE o, AAE S &SRR 7 A W S e, XL +%
AR —EMRRESEM,. T2, 1BSERNESERENEST . MIRES
FRURERTHIES TRNES, HRARERIERNEDE STEARIN
ki), EE, #IFESFERINAES 5B R 8 B0 B E e
Wy, “HZBIAFEH 2.

10462 5, tBPE| T 20122804, Fairclough (1989 ) FfiWodak (1989 )



L L FEHERHEBIRE T HOEE S FAOMEEEE, flm, REMRIEESHEEE
FHANC S A 7 —E R, (HARRE RES B XS R WZ E N IE R
fE, St B S B REEhREE S Fim B AR LB A, T HUREET &
BEF W ERAT A, 19904, 2% FHvan Dijk@I9h THEPEHEE IE s 22
Discourse and Society, 19914 XAEPTIAEFH R AL T R TIGRIES T (JUHAEHR
VEMETE BT ) BFEISHITERPHTS . FowlerfiKressS AHZEVEHR . XALGE
BB DL B IR F AR S WA BRSBTS TE i EXOE .

J53k, Fairclough (1992: 25-30) fEGLAMIMHE S FHIEA EE—PHEH T H=
KERFE: 1) FIFES Tl R E R A RS0 P= i 1R 055 e ) A o R i
25 2) FES ARG BRI S R RS0 R PEOER, BRA
MR TR AR SRR, BN RS WE TH S TS AR E N — AN
H; 3) B 5SRIVESNEOL TIAE, 7R E, Faircloughf% I Foucaultif)
S, R T Foucaulti) i ESNIZSW . IHIE@EAM ., IHESUTMLL R EE
EPESU, BiERSEATEEST (textually-oriented discourse analysis ) 5#t4s
S H)iETEIHT (socially-oriented discourse analysis ) Z5 A4, $1RH THMIEIE=
HME SRS (2270 ) o MPFESFINAIE TSN S5 a%h 2z b HiE
THEKZ, MiFaircloughf) =4ER0EE TEIEFLF (the order of discourse ) ¥ —%
BREksk, EEMIEEIEIE ST B E . BEIIRATRT LA, #Ei BT
HAZRITFMIFES Y, WA ETEEHE TES . HEFEN KA THIEH:
WHIESTINRIE S GRS Z BIEE — E N EN I B EBREGEk. Hesbh, 7
St 2 L, MIEERIE ST AEE S FWARKEO AR .. siE EEHR T /My,
ERREEMFRE S EMZT ; M5 T 3% 3] Halliday) RETIREE 5 0020, 7
HHERT DX —ZIK, PR B AL SR —m,

2.2 BigEM FAIRKX : #iTEHIFIES IR EMEHallidayfI RS
REIEE F A2

W2 E T U IR IE AT R B IS ZE a2 Halliday M) REDIREIE 52,

i IR 7 —FiEgEE S, UBARI =, B, AMTRRAXARS, e
BEX—R, RINCERIEEEES T SIORES FE T T, “MivEsS
27 X—iam BB FFowlerZ A (1979) 1) (IBE 5&41) —$. FowlerZ A
BS 5HEFEENE 1, MiTAAIESHARTHBBHEHEA, WAL
iR e SR —F B, B LI TRt &2, ZHalliday (1978) i3
W, MIFESERMAAES IR TSR = R hiE. BR/WEE. A
PRIREFIERhEE . 1B S At SEREB P AR B A YIS, AHAFEHREIR
JEAEA (Fowler e al. 1979: 188-189) . ATAMER L, HMIFESFHFRISIERLED
RHallidayf) REIREIE S 2.



‘IR IEIE AT X iR BB F Fairclough (1989) 1) (&S 58U1)
—H. HHIFET AN, MIFEEESITAMEEH T RADREIE S ¥,
MHB I TAIEA AEIEER . Chouliaraki & Fairclough ( 1999: 16 ) & BHHE
i, BOPEEE AT R — PR, FIRR—Fh ik Al PSRN IR B S
EERAEME (FE., HSFMIEEEHT) BIHENTEE, RANMRIES
HAHien g, EX—REasEEY, IFHERESTHHEISEMZES BRI
St, BARCRYF, ERIRBMEHES MBS ESEE, IEEEES RS EEE
B S FHILH FN E S M ST R IRIGT oy, FFFEMERRE b i zh b i
BT 28 (interdisciplinary ) #8228} ( transdisciplinary ) *BF5T., HIFHEIHE
S TEE R AR P R BRI T 2 e IR S IFEIS | AlthusserMlGramsci
HIHT T 5 S8 FE X . Habermas Rk THLEA R EBUEH LA . Foucaulth) i iEWLA
M. BourdiewXHiBE = . XMLLSHIEA . GiddensfIZ5H1LE L ( theory of
structuration ) F1X44E&A4%1E (holistic view ) LA Bakhtinf )% iEHiS%5

T b, FAIMFairclough (1989, 1992 ) HIiFEIE =A% &AL 0] DLUSE 25 Hh,
B IPEHEEE ST EIS A, BAEAIT

TEXT

DISCURSIVE
PRACTICE

SOCLAL PRACTICE

B 1 Three-dimensional Model
LEERE, EEEAFENEITUBEFEE BR” (text) . “IHEER”
(discursive practice ) Bt “#t&5CER”  (social practice ) . 1B A& IEIBLERAFY),
MG IESE R N2 Bl — i 2 L BRI H 2. TEIBRIX —4)¥, Fairclough
ZfE HHallidayM) REIREIBE S %, FRT WAL, &k, BRE5ERUGER
ZEH); FEIGTE LB —4E R, B HFoucaulth) G 1B F I Pecheux ) ifiiE A
X3 (interdiscourse ) , FHHR TR BB (intertextuality ) Sk&Fs B3P
(interdiscursivity ) *; 7EFLSSEERX—4E0, M EEfEHAlthusserf) BIREASH
WHIGramsci PRI RIF AT . FTUARRATAEE ), MIFEEIES T AET
Hallidayf) R IhREIE S 2, mHEA IR 2R3t o2 e 2t

6



23 SHMER LHIRK : Z#HMNER RS H?

TEIR B TEE DT s ATHEZERY , R 2428 &1 iR B Fairclough (1989,
1992) B =48 (W) , I X BB VR Faircloughftt B4 G 1E 4347 i 3
CHEZE, X—MSERN St SRR SR E AT, EHIEE
XEMA M. EmESR, Faircloughid it =4ECH) HIEY) A 2K E R S
HIEIE A S RGBT AL SR, Bl iREREX AW EES &
HSERGERCR, HEIEIEMMENRE ALK, FL L, HE19994%, AT @I
PEE B TR L FRtt 20, Chouliaraki & Fairclough (1999 ) A BH#fHIARH T
PR TETESTE B E” riEZE, BiAIT.

1) Focus upon a social problem which has a semiotic aspect.
2) Identify obstacles to it being tackled, through analysis of
a) the network of practices it is located within
b) the relationship of semiosis to other elements within the particular
practice(s) concerned
c) the discourse (the semiosis itself) [DA]
— structural analysis: the order of discourse
— interactional analysis
— interdiscursive analysis
— linguistic and semiotic analysis
3) Consider whether the social order in a sense needs the problem.

4) Identify possible ways past the obstacles. [DA]
5) Reflect critically on the analysis (1-4).

He2) o) f14) B FIEIESN, THAMPRE TS ERREMT . AEF
H, X THEZLRSE TiER T . ST, dha i, SEPRaIRSIS AT LU S A
HZX TSRS, BN A, R TEE . H BRI R RS
SRSERGHT, BILAE, X —rAriE 2R =4 AU AR B 5Lt b I A 7 —
¥, ENB TR LS, XWARHEEE TR & .

WRICHNR, 1EE S5HSZ B —E R B RERE, it g &S
i) £ H B EIRBIE S AN 2L Z B KR (Jorgensen & Phillips
2002: 69-70) » HTFAREKZEERE TARMESA, WlH3L 7 #IEEEES AR
FEIRBSHELR R R #42. Bell & Garrett (1998: 7) Ui B it iFrEig1E 0
B R — PSR M SR EE T A . BR T UL E R e S THEZESb,
LB A AEE . Wodak (2001a) HIETEDI 542 . van Dijk (2001a,
2001b ) 9L i E#ER. Kress & van Leeuwen (1996 ) BI£F5 2047, Scollon
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(2001 ) HIEEAIHIESHT ( mediated discourse analysis ) %5, FTAXLLERIEHH, HHEPE
HIRES AR TR EE T, MR, XUk 2, AR
KRETAFEGBELE AT

2.4 yHixtg ERYIRE : foregrounding i£ 2 backgrounding?

EHATHIFE R RS TSR, B2 AMELSHRIRLEIEEES S, X
DU R ERIE RSP, FHIR TR EEAE, SERE . EEREY
ERRR KRN (foregrounding ) BT o FRAR, XFESGEN T xR
FARX . BHARX—&, BITEERE P X—RBEIES X, ERX—
HE&RY, Fairclough (1989: 5) %% “Critical is used in the special sense of aiming
to show up connections which may be hidden from people.” Wodak (2001b: 9) 2
iANA, “Critical’ could be understood as having distance to the data, embedding the
data in the social context, taking a political stance explicitly, and having a focus on self
reflection as scholars doing research.” FTLL, “fti¥F” iR RAtSHE PRk |
SALCAHE BN RAMBIRES. ESEHULHSEKBRERIUI R ZAMEIRES
IMEAZER . KX SeRRiny . > LIOAH B R RS RS R I e il 2
RAEASERRE “HIF MEEMG. RENRBIX—, RITAEHRAH S
BT EEXN SRR KA LOAHE BB 51k ( backgrounding ) MIEISR . FElE

A terrified 19-stone husband was forced to lie next to his wife as two men raped
her yesterday.

(Sun)

A B S E B MR Sunt) — NI ERIE . MELRZBAE TEIEEAR
JENE, (BRI ATREMBAZYE KB RALR sy, RIRTE HRSIE X MRIE H 5 Y
R AMBIRER, Cameron (1998: 11-12 ) H5HRiE H BSRIT AR X 44 5
FMARLFHRIR. FEi%EY, XABFREHERLRE, WEE T 0+
BFENL (theme) LB E, BRE-BREON, RENNEE, FEEBREZFwas
forced Eif. HZARR, X MHRERR KX 22 FE IS k2 AL, i
UL LLSE = AFfhis wife@TEAMBE—NTIRERMTHIRE. gt —F )
AAHE—A B ANVE) 5 B2 o B X — U148 NBIENRIFU LRIt i 58 - 90h
HEFHELIERE, HRETREENZEE. BIER L, XWHRLAESR
FFHRIE P TR T HERISIAL, XM AR IR [ A R T AR B BRI S R R Y
EHIX R



25 RiEEZHFWIREK : discursiveifZdiscoursal? MR &

FEMIFERE>MEEREERR “EIE" WS EEXN, ¥%H
“discoursal” , Ll Adiscoursal5e4 % [F] T-discursive, FHEIHEA T “discoursal practice”
FiE, RXEESGENTAREZH EFIRK, FEL, SEROEEMTAR, #FEE
WETE ZHMIE | AP EE T RE “JCHIL”  (meta-theory) . HEICHI
TR (2006: 4) N, HPFEEEATHE “discourse” - FTHEFIRNIPHER

XA Foucaul BEIRIAESTEE A2 B), BARERINT -

He

ERAEE
E2T3

2 #iEEIEIES TR R “discourse”

X—W 5 HFairclough (1992 ) Z#EHEA (HERRKGEEMT SHE
S B IETAE ARk ) B, HE, £FINh, IIEEEES TR “9E
IE" — ¥ 23 F|Foucault (1984) Mygm, BA “BAE” 1 “fig” . “°[EC M
AN HOEEME, W HEAE RS ERE, RS i
Foucaultf) “discursive” . HZ, SN “discourse” —ia)ia 2| oI nO IR,
TISEBIIFETHIT ) “discursus” , BF “&&” 3¢ “YHE” MER, "TLHZHEE
W ANZRAFRS, L, FEENFEIES 5HABHER RO ETE T
Gu, ff “TEIESEER” Fikh “discursive practice” FOMHER
EMIEEIE BT, BABESATT R R & BTGB B0 h R EE A%
S R . FEMIFEIRIESTTERE R ENRRE R, ERT
s iE X EAIREL. FEL L, XFLIRRE SRR E “EE” B EIET LLSwales
(1990 ) FiBhatia (1993 ) KRFEHEEESPEEIK, BTN HIER S HTHIFZRTER.
BEEAE T LA Hasan (1978 ) FlMartin (1984 ) AREFEHR B RFEHREFIR (AL
AT RE N R E B bRdE ) , XAFTLLCoe (1994) | Freedman & Medway
(1994) KeMiller (1994) S NARKHIEEFETFFIR GREFERISIERX) o
ERIEHEIEE X —SUR P, AT IR LUEME S, Xaiigd 7 — N eE
P IR AR S 2RI MR R . BATRT LLE i B 70 R 0 B4



KEW IR R, Biu s W, 7EFFREIE R R 28 AR s ST A
Fralm B, MESERAZ ., FLLE, EREAEENFER, Fairclough
(2003: 70-71) tig Esk, JAEAIN “HE” S0 [H B AR g 43 58 1
“HEY” X—brdE, R 4R AT AR M GHR, IR e it s
HHE P AT AR, EEEE, EEEESPEIRFIARE AP Bhatia (2004: xiv-
xvii ) FEE G MRS ERIR Y, B0 R B IR EECEM I R A R AR, EEi
EH AR SEMZISY. Bk, B “FR” A —f I EAE#
TERES T EAREE, XRTARIEZH EARK, XUNHFEaaRE, BRTE
8, AE——%,

3. JE A PP TR TE B Y DR IX

HECEEIEIE TP R FNR X, RATZE AR EEHBIL, RIINVIZE
HLLTFJLA:

1) ZE T RHPEE R IE AT X — T 7T SUs AR e Rk, ARTWIEECL, BARTA
=z, BERRBEEFHEHIRES, ERIESFRABA, RINEFELMPHHX
Htes | I HEFHSCEIITEIL, FEFRENET.,

2) ZiEFEFE, B _FU0E, EEAST RSN ENRE, ki, £
HAEVEHE BN SMAR RSSO, R BA A K Bakhtin (1981, 1986 ) HY
“IHEEIE” HIEERARA “conversational theory” . XMFRiBEHHIRTEHET
AEFEZE, T “BSER” ARSI,

3) BUFM—2e a2l . S%REEMEROM . W IEE R IE 2 A7 3
SN AERAMSER N, T ERT “HOESCRE” BT BATE AT LG
PR IR BT AR FEME L B T IR A 3E , ARE RAR M0 B 7 n) AT GE A
T A

4) PEETEIE T TR LR THSIE, MUt ASChRn 8, X — Sl
HIEETRIE TR — AR RN, RATRAMEISECRSLRR, WiEE ok T itt &
A, EEWSHEREES, AWNEESERARE, AR EEIETES T A
Btk

5) HOIFHEIEIE T ERBARREEZ MR . SHES5 &, EEAEREE
ZEHEVE. BRAFAERZBEEE ERER, R FZEGFEERIRES LK
£5%, HEABLEAIEESIRMA IR b, BAIZNGREE . HEHE T, ERiEmk
RV TR TE M 2 Bl EIZ,,

10



4.

s

A BAAGHERE T HFEEIE T AR, AR Rt T

PR B R LA R T i . S b, TEMATHRPPEIR IR AT, 2R i) LA
ME. RTREE, AH——%. EEESTPEEEERN, FARERmes, #
A B UET 5| Z B2 0 He, DB TRIE AT HT & R E B & R
T

R

1.

225 3K

I

XM R (2006) BAERER ., 2EFEBEHAEAMNS, FER
P HIER AR

SERIBRF X—HE &R T Foucault (1984) , RIGtESFAFRIETEYERE ., &
ERFATES ISy R 20, SHEELSERT AU R
Aefk, En RIS IER B AR AR ER K R

XHEE) “HERY (transdisciplinary ) AEF “24%FL”  (multidisciplinary )

R (interdisciplinary ) o “Z%F} Ml “BEERY W KR4
BB MNFRHOMR TEMA R MR W R WEIRA T8, €
BT A A FERLZ B E, O B S AR B R
ZHIERET A RS TIFT k. AX=H B X E W Fairclough
(2006 ) MiChouliaraki & Fairclough (1999) .

E N2 E H Kinterdiscursivity — 1Al E A “iEiBEME" , REERMEFA (2006:
32-36) fEEHX R TR B AR ER T “E3XHE”  (intertextuality ) B
—AFEE], JRBEIRA RBREXE” o AR RBRESHE” EHEMNAE,

H2WREE (2010, 2012a, 2012b, 2012¢) . FEEFXZE (2012) .
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