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2 FaircloughigiEIh 8t 5 Halliday 15 5 DhAE RO X K2 (5] B

Fairclough" 4§ i , & i A @A 1E HEUETE , 3R 3 KINHE : B3 DI HE (identity function) , B4 41
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Fig.1 The relationship between Fairclough's discourse Fig.2 The relationship between Halliday's
fuctions ideational function and iterpersonal function
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Rethinking of Critical Discourse Analysis

Zheng Yingchao

(School of Foreign Languages , Northeast Normal University , Changchun 130024, China)

Abstract: This paper proceeds to rethink Critical Discourse Analysis from the two facets, namely critical dis-
course analysis and systemic functional grammar connection ; Fairclough ‘s and Halliday’ s functions correspon-
dence. The claim proposed by critical discourse analysis analysts that systemic functional grammar is the theo-
retical foundation of critical discourse analysis would be false. Besides, Fairclough based on Halliday’ s proce-
dures of discourse analysis puts forward his own framework for analyzing texts, but this framework still is defec-
tive. On the other hand, Fairclough notes that his discourse functions correspond with Halliday’ s meta-func-
tions, which is challenged and criticized by Widdowson. Nevertheless, they superficially would not be corre-
spondent but their connotations are consistent with each other, specifying the two fundamental functions of lan-
guage , namely representation and communication.
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