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1 The ruling opens the floodgates for 666 asylum
seekers to claim they have been treated inhumanly.
—The Express, 22 may, 2004
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going through parliament will exempt such people [asylum
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6 Tibetans are burning themselves to death in
protest of China’s iron grip on their homeland.
The Washington Post, 7 October, 2009

10

11

12

13

14

)

Fairclough N. Discourse and Social Change [M]. Cam-
bridge Polity Press 1992.

van Dijk T. A. Discourse and society a new research
journal focus [J]. Discourse and Society. 1990 1  5-16.
van Dijk T. A. Discourse and Context [M]. Cambridge
Cambridge University Press 2008.

van Dijk T. A. Society and Discourse [M]. Cambridge
Cambridge University Press 2009.
Teubert W. Meaning Discourse and Society [M]. Cam-
bridge: Cambridge University Press 2010.

Musolff A. What can critical metaphor analysis add to the
understanding of racist ideology: recent studies of Hitler’s
anti-semitic metaphors [J]. Critical Approaches to Dis—
course Analysis across Disciplines 2008 2 1-10.
Lakoff G. & Johnson M. Metaphors We Live by [M].
Chicago: The Chicago University Press 1980.

Koller V. Metaphor clusters metaphor chains: analyzing
the multifunctionality of metaphor in text [J]. Metaphorik.
de 2003 5 115-134.

Charteris-Black  J.  Corpus Approaches to Critical
Metaphor Analysis [M]. Basingstoke & New York: Pal-
grave-MacMillan 2004.

Lakoff G. Don’t Think of an Elephant: Know Your Val—
ues and Frame the Debate [M]. Hartford: Chelsea Green
Publishing 2004.

Langacker R. W. Cognitive Grammar: A Basic Introduc—
tion [M]. New York: Oxford University Press 2008.

van Hoek K. Pronominal anaphora [A]. In Geeraerts K.
and Cuyckens H. (eds.). The Oxford Handbook of Cogni-
tive Linguistics [C]. New York: Oxford University Press
2007: 890-915.

Barcelona A. Reviewing the properties and prototype struc-
ture of metonymy [A]. In Benczes R. Barcelona A. and
de Mendoza Ibanez F.J. R. (eds.). Defining Metonymy in
Cognitive Linguistics: Towards a Consensus View [C]. Am-
sterdam / Philadelphia: John Benjamins Publishing Compa-
ny 2011:7-60.

Radden G. & Dirven R. Cognitive English Grammar [M].



30 1

25

15

16

17

18

19

Amsterdam and Phildelphia: John Benjamins 2007.
Quasthoff U. Social prejudice as a resource of power: to-
wards the functional ambivalence of stereotypes [A]. In
WODAK R. (ed.). Language Power and Ideology: Stud—
ies in Political Discourse [C]. Amsterdam and Phildelphia:
John Benjamins 1989:181-196.

Evans V. & Melanie G. Cognitive Linguistics: An Intro—
duction [M]. Edinburgh: Edinburgh University Press 2006.
Panther K. Metonymic reasoning inside and outside lan-
guage [A]. In Makkai A. Sullivan W.J. and Lommel A.
R. (eds.). LACUS Forum XXXI: Interconnections [C].
Houston: LACUS 2005.

Bar-Tal
stereotypes: an integrative model
of Intercultural Relations 1997 21 4  491-523.
Yamamoto M. Agency and Impersonality:Their Linguistic
and Cultural Manifestaiion [M]. Amsterdam / Philadelphia:
John Benjamins 2006.

D. Formation and change of ethnic and national
[3]. International Journal

20

21

22

Hart C. Moving beyond metaphor in the cognitive linguistic
approach to CDA construal operations in immigration dis-
course [J]. InHart C. (ed.). Critical Discourse Studies in
Context and Cognition [C] 2011 7 171 -192.
Goldberg A. E. Constructions: A Construction Grammar
Approach to Argument Structure [M]. Chicago: University
of Chicago Press 1995.
Verhagen A. Construal and perspectivization [A]. In Geer-
(eds.). The Oxford Handbook
[C]. Oxford: Oxford University

aerts D. and Cuyckens H.
of Cognitive Linguistics
Press 2007: 48-81.

Cognitive Linguistic Approaches to CDA

ZHOU Hong-ying
Department of Military Diplomacy PLA International Studies Institute Nanjing 210039, China

Abstract: A Cognitive Linguistics—oriented CDA starts from but goes beyond the linguistic usage to the underlying cognitive

activities to deconstruct or reconstruct the process in which the discourse producer legalizes the in—group ideology by

manipulating conceptualization of readers. Discourse is the product of particular ideology. The different representations of

conceptualization in a discourse, including metaphor, metonymy, attention, subjectivity of observer, are loaded with unequal

power relations and thus manifest coherence with the ideology of the particular discourse.
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