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1.1

“ " discourse

Jaworski &
Coupland 1999

Jaworski & Coupland 1999



@« co-text

context of situation “ " context

of culture

Ja-
worski & Coupland 1999 3

Discourse is language use relative to social political and
cultural formations — it is language reflecting social or-
der but also language shaping social order and shaping

individuals’ interaction with society.

1.2

@) Brown G. & Yule G. 1983 Martin J. 1992



Kress 1989 6 — 7 Foucault

Institutions and social groupings have specific meanings
and values which are articulated in language in systemat-
ic ways. Following the work particularly of the French
philosopher Michel Foucault I refer to these systemati-
cally — organised modes of talking as DISCOURSE. Dis-
courses are systematically — organised sets of statements
which give expression to the meanings and values of an
institution. Beyond that they define describe and de-
limit what it is possible to say and not possible to say
and by extension what it is possible to do or not to do
with respect to the area of concern of that institution
whether marginally or centrally. A discourse provides a
set of possible statements about a given area and organ-
ises and gives structure to the manner in which a partic-
ular topic object process is to be talked about. In that
it provides descriptions rules permissions and prohibi-

tions of social and individual actions.
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problematic

Bhatia2002 42
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textual perspective

tactical perspective

— socio — critical perspective

socio — pragmatic



1.3.2

Bhatia 1993

2002 @« " register analysis — ”
grammatical — rhetorical analysis “ " interaction-
al analysis " genre analysis
60 70
2002
@® Bhatia 1993 Bhatia 2002

“ ”

hybridization

" marketisation
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1998

Schramm 1996

@ Bhatia

thick descrip-
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Bhatia 2002 48

investigate professional ex-

pertise ! disci-

plinary knowledge *“ " professional prac-

tice " discursive competence
1.3.3

Bakhtin 1999 121 “ K

speech genre

ALL THE DIVERSE AREAS of human activity involve
the use of language. Quite understandably the nature
and forms of this use are just as diverse as are the areas
of human activity. This of course in no way disaffirms
the national unity of language. Language is realized in
the form of individual concrete utterances oral or writ-
ten by participants in the various areas of human activi-
ty. These utterances reflect the specific conditions and

goals of each such area not only through their content



thematic and linguistic style that is the selection of
the lexical phraseological and grammatical resources of
the language but above all through their compositional
structures. All three of these aspects — thematic con-
tent style and compositional structure — are insepara-
bly linked to the whole of the utterance and are equally
determined by the specific nature of the particular sphere
of communication. Each separate utterance is individual
of course but each sphere in which language is used de-
velops its own relatively stable types of these utter-

ances. These we may call speech genres.

Kress 1989 “ " genre

social occasion

encode

Bakhtin

Swales 1990

Bhatia 1993 13—-16
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Genre is a recognizable communicative event charac-
terised by a set of communicative purpose s identified
and mutually understood by the members of the profes-
sional or academic community in which it regularly oc-
curs. Most often it is highly structured and convention-
alized with constraints on allowable contributions in
terms of their intent positioning form and functional
value. These constraints however are often exploited
by the expert members of the discourse community to
achieve private intentions within the framework of so-

cially recognized purpose s .



