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TR HTLAEA] (utterance) YERHTAIG, “HEF BN NG T BB A, AiBES o0
BRI X, SRR R A TR TR, 1B S R ML TSR R Y R EE
TR R AT ] i e OB Y, DL SR A R PR R e RN SGE R R, AEil v (Teun A.
Van Dijk) A KFFEGIE =AM B, BUEEB A s ischs P RRE, WEWIE T
B, BAIH(E CESS, WIREY . R AEE S UL A A IS — R R e R @
TXCFP XS R B A TR TR A PRy, (B0 ANTT7E B8 51816 30 G 5 i sl 88 5 AR gBRiB B
BB, WEESE R RIE S M — 2 =R, R REER AL SIER NS 5 A Sk,
HIEMNPREZEE5 . BREFFH AN BEIICNE PR, Wh & A ZibiE 0t
REfE B O G, (HEEF A DUE A= B AE SR B R vl o5 AT i R Sl A o T L2 —A>
TSRS, R AR, H¥EEH . "B TIEHA S R 55T F N H AR 2 6 Ao
gE5h, WHHSIET. DHEIBEF Y. WEOTENGFRE G, £ 5 HAMAREERIE Ak, B
FEAR AR B IE & B BRSO VS T, RSO AER RIS (Jef Verschueren) 32 H 3
T WA TS5 HOWEE F 20 B oE = 28 AR A (the pragmatic perspective) 1 730 Hr 28 B il i /Y
MOSHEAA T B, SaiEF MR el 2 (vanability) . PRI (negotiability ) 1T B
(adaptability) (fRIFRN “ Z5EE”) , BFRIEMEREGIE 2K 553 WE S B ERT A .
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HEHAEASE A RAE 1R 57 (Skqy201343)

@ G. Brown and G. Yule, Discourse Analysis, L5 : AMEZF S5HF5T B AL, 2000 £, PR RESEEHS, 5
F14 77,

@ ZW]. P. Gee, An Introduction to Discourse Analysis: Theory and Method, b5 AMBEZ 22 S5HF5T AL, 2000
4, BIEEREHS, % F11 I

® WEFF: (BWreEits), g HBSMEZE HARAL, 2000 4, 16 T,

@ fAk: GERHESMIEFRNOHR), (TEIME) 2013 F585 8, %19 -27 1,

122



FLahr. ERFENA. HESYELEREEA 2018 -5 2 2

—, BIESHTHARIERFZEUAN S

(—) Bz

AR IRACTERRBE R R AL b, i DO S WIRAIE S R G 5 2 e
5 “IEEMAMESA——BAT, R TENP SRR K VOB R RIOE T
FRFAE B A R 3 BB TE S BRI, XSO e e AR AR S A AR .l TEESSE = Bl
MR ERIBITE N S, NIGE A A S EGE T # Il o it sefie. (#Rh) BaiEE2, 54
F AREFE SCEEMPEAT, A R I Tl S A EIE A A B — ST, A
BE AL, MR IAAL, Ha ST R iR S R A R AR (Z00) WA D
fUAE Understanding Pragmatics® Wy . i & fEE 2 B LLRESETEMTITE 5 B0 75 P Al Al R 164%
SERIE R B R R ALE N AR = AR

LEMUE I OTE TR S M, RIWTE ST . BRI A SE AR A, An—LE % AT g
EHARE, HRZZFHIN a7 2R AR A A0l e R/, el 5 MR
R AN SR, HER R R K OTIE T 0 B AR M IE TS O e 55 A S A F AL D8 = Y
ARPERE TR S A s PRI S VA S RSl . RUERE . 7R TR AT A
fifi b, A B SCEIA R S PRAE R B IE R, AP A5 J7 AR RE BRI e A L& B X5
IR IE AR SR I R B A PRAE R . BRI I P A A AT PR AT R it (HAER KB I IX =
A MARA BT E SR . ANl 53 5 O A2 25 U A 8 LS =Rt DAy Rl ke UL A0 B 88 45
WRMEHIER . 1EH 2012 5 B Ideology in Language Use W, HEZR KA T FHER VLAY A 1t —
ARTRAG . AR IEIE A O RS SN T RS R EEARE S R . T — S
ESIA NIRRT E M A FRZ H A RS, 188 LB R AIE ST, e FA B W5 =™
H, WEEFEEM, & NEAAFRE SRR G R GEE . ©

TEZHPIEEAD b, S (RRRR AL SCiEe) 25— XAk T EE AN R . 4ERIK
PEIAATE R RE ST ST IE B B SO, 2SS AL I IO IR SR A iE Sl 2R
TR DA R F2 PR AR T SO PR 45 22 AL X b o D3 52 R R A TR 5 4% 54t & SO iB s A+ 40
FUIRRR . B PR S IR NS S PR IR — B G =, AR SRR S E S
BRI F R A LR R A A A LS SR 8O — B il . ek IBRid, IE SR o oeat
SRFRIER AN B SN LRSI AR LA G PR A T AT/ TR O TR, E
FEEMIC R TE A B T — S Dy AT B LG RS FLRA UL T YRR AL

(=) WhBREC Y A AR PR IE

PR REARIE E BA e BN AT R AT REE, AT EEONTE S R SOk e R
B ZREER R o fe A R - 35 94F (P, Eckert & S. McConnell-Ginet) f§ii: “7E—7f
HE WA A B F IR (speech community) TIJE AR IZCPR R G, EXFPEOLT

@© 2, ]. Verschueren, Understanding Pragmatics, b5 : AMEZFESHISTH AL, 2000, pp. 1 -2, 7.

@ Understanding Pragmatics — 35 1999 4£ i Edward Arnold ( Publishers) Ltd. Hih; 2000 dEFZNIMEZ A ST H
WAL BATIZRUE G EN A, BEBAA GEMZHE) 5 2003 SRE R IE M ZRATHREE . B FHIER, $4
K CERAFARR) . AUES | EZRASMIAER A,

® R=AARETESMIA BT B RS B . ARk REFIUSPE (5 F15 T30) 5 8O, BAKF
DUERRIN A . 7Bt DRRTME RSN M. TIIRAER/RIERT “=5pME” MR, “variabiliy” X — &5 “iEF Wit
EPERITE B AR LA, MR re 2k (Understanding Pragmatics, p.59) , 0% AW 28 M G4 .

@ 2 ]. Verschueren, Ideology in Language Use; Pragmatic Guidelines for Empirical Research, Cambridge: Cambridge
University Press, 2012, pp. 51 -52.

® 2 Verschueren, Understanding Pragmatics, p. 62.

® Verschueren, Ideology in Language Use, p. 51.

@ £ ]. Verschueren, Understanding Pragmatics, p.92.

2, J. Verschueren, Ideology in Language Use, p. 19.
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B ERAOr B R LR 3R =, (HAESEPRIE Fis F BARAE 2 7, iA1=z e 257 A 22 R IR
MES” OXF il AEFIRABWT AR, R RN B EERIAL X T B s F 1 L B AR RIE, X2y
P iR & R R et A e I A, T — BB S EEWRE S f B LR TES
PRI (LLanid maits) MAMIE R (IS EEA WS, [N, &5 MR
Ade—HAE, MRFE AR, UETE NSRS bR B3l Y 0 S X 38 5 0 A P SR s A
U, MERTRETE A M Th R e, W] BB TE S Brad B vH I OB £ b R g . @

MAEIB M 20tk — A, A (I, P Gee) BB S ABWAHEAIIRE: —2A/E i
SAGENERY ;. IRAESUI . AR SRR PR g N6 FR A LA O T 5 43 BT BT A B — A SR
Wy, REIREE SR B aiE s, BERE . BRI SRS DU TR & B R E IR
POCERTEE . SIS S, AT “ANMUZE TBEIBENRBZE, CERERARELAIE (action)
B, HEAET MIIRELL KOG S M E RS R A, RS SUBES A AR @ mh R
H & (Brian Paliridge) 7r5BdLRENERE, 280 TIHESLERER (discourse community) 1
W& B AR EE USRS SRR 5, imShE-—MERE ., haEim— s i i m e
SRR, MATER BAEN —SIMER .. A4 BinAEm, JEETEEebrd B BRI B
TR TETE BT A RS, MMAE B T2 A RNE G IR, HaaER SR FR
TG AL R T © WA R, AERDEEREW L EBIES D, oK% 4: RI7E FRk Ak
RS (HRT) BB, TAE L AR BT 25 22 APk 25 220 2 1A &t 7] 1) 37 0 R W L B 4k 251
BERESR O RIG BB N AT AR, LR RRATZE T R B DS IE AT, TR PRIER. E
Pro7 kb ST 5 . B OPARILA R 25165 58 B PR C R 5  R XE iR A P 0 s i sl iR

(=) THIASCPRYIBE S U RTiE

IR R A b BB 0 AR AU ™ A 4 R B 4 1 sl AT, AR “JE
—IIRE” ZBEESRHR, MR T B R A RN AR R e, HRR R R A E . UETE AE S
TR PR AT R E U, (HH XA RN B At . Wi A Ulis A TS5 S B R
AR AN, AT IR ES AT DSR2 T A . UTs A GE 3 SRS I i 5
By Abossb AL, PR, S DL RS RGETE ESFAL SRS, HAT AR, S 2RI
CTADA TR S H TSR R B AU ) A AR PrRiB s R e BB, MIUETE AE T Ul N s B L B
PR EERE B SRR GBR) s TR UL AT ULE B R —— i W
B #hascfiEs . SRR L BEAA AR REFESEE, MNHEHLIEESRERTE . OBR,
BT PPRIPERRAE, AR AT O f i PRAR TR TR AR S RS S AN

HeFIREAE, WAL D O S M AR A A BT A R, A S S A
R U B 4 2 SRR Ok B, FRATTk LSBT I TS B T RE N 01, SR WSR3 18 A2 b ol A v
FIPPRIPERRAE . BB H I A A 5 A A R G UL B py ke, B R TR (1. C. Wells) A0
SHEIETE , JLPART—FE R R AT AR QBE T, MR S AR REC G, S
— A~ A B AR PR, e e R B R I B A AR BT RIRAE X, TS
WEINZ R, IERE TR SRR A g, UL A IRIE IS I P R B A T R R, X

P. Eckert and S. McConnell-Ginet, Language and Gender, Cambridge: Cambridge University Press, 2003, p. 56.
Z I, J. Verschueren, Understanding Pragmatics, pp. 92, 55 -56.
Z I, Gee, An Introduetion to Discourse Analysis, p. 1.
2, Gee, An Introduction to Discourse Analysis, g% %4, & F12, F11 71,
B. Paliridge, Discourse Analysis: An Introduction, London: Continuum, 2008, p.24.
Z I, C. A. Mclemore, The Pragmatic Interpretation of English Intonation: Sorority Speech, Austin: University of
Texas, 1991.
@ Paltridge, Discourse Analysis, p.53.

NS NCRCNCONS]

2 I, Verschueren, Ideology in Language Use, p. 118.
@ J. C. Wells, English Intonation: An Introduction, Cambridge: Cambridge University Press, 2006, p.2.
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TG BGED B X BRI, BN T3S A Bk A S ERXHES (B s ER")
BN . TN FEAC PRI R Ir oG I A “ AR Ul T4, MRS a2, Ok A b iUy
T EAE A E T T AW AT BT R A B A . X BRI T B S W R RN TiRS
it P 453 B2 AR A R A Bh A 3 — R AR, Qe — A AE T3 B R A PR st Fe v sl s
PR R . R, SRR SSTEACRRAE, DI A S TR A BRI S BRI AR R L, XS
TR T iR EARIE S M & AN 2y R U, BARTRAT AT DA S AR AR e i IB A
W, HifESIEESEMAIREN—EMEF B, B35 % 52 AR AU SR R
W], ANEE SR B e TT Tk A 5

(W) B AZhR S R

R I ARt . 35 I A R RS SR, (H AT B W SE BRTE S T
REZBEEFLN, AERFACH T T8 S MRS AR E . 18 5 S N ERELE AT — 4 A
AR ATREME L, 7B PR E B i B rp R P b AT IR B R B, DL U8 T R AR IR, XA
“SEPRBYTEET EEEIRR T A, B A SN RS S LR S S R SRR B
TWRIRTRE" BREAARE F2ES, TRRVANAE B HHRRR 32 B 2% 15¢-£8 28 58 B 26 WU 10 1 &
Ao BERIRBICRE TG, 15 F G BRI R B 1Y, RO IE PR S A B A R A
Fam . BOIE R @ 7E Ideology in Language Use W, ABFFUCSRIA T4 W M 1 2R H8 76 7 G TH B X
B FI DI RE T B . PRI RAAE BIE N, Y FE T (J. Thomas) [AIFEFEH: “1HIES LB
—dA R, WAULE AN S EE R, XEPaEEiEE (BEAEN. ol RES
SR B EI9E L@

AR RN PRI PR A T B AR R T AR R B AT, T B S IR B R A
RSB, B T A G 0 B ESNATE 58 18IS S T A B3l U RIS N7 3 AR A TR 0 LSRR L
B, BRAMBS IS, THAMER B MEEEIERE LGN, FMES 5 RTaO%
IRE R R VA N SIS IE S B . WET RN, BRIEE ARG, HsEiEEs
W 38 FATE FHLN . Fefin: (1) I'm reasonably satisfied. (FRAH43E.) (2) T am not dissatisfied. (&
ARAWRE ) XA, (2) ERATESE, HECEWRERE, BT (1), &Y
SE - T ERREE SRR Sy, (2) e TEER (352 ERPRN A A FRERRCR)

AR IRARTE T 2 2B 7E TSR H WS T A0 s i TRl By, 38 3 3 P 2500 0 3 7 e ARE -, AT
MFGERA (E55) BEE T AT AL B Y 2 AGOWIE o pr B HESR b, MR H B R, X
TESETE I/ 7 T B e SRR A o M R L, B IO 5 M BT = B2 1. &
PR TE B AR S, B R RS AE PR B AT s e S B AR U e, S8 o T B I A0 365 S B 10 4 JLER
55, ¥ BAS BRI MR 222 R DL e 2l RO B BRI, BB R A SRR s S
5%, WUEAMITE,; AR, 4ERRBHIESA R T AMESE . R, #EA
AR A © 2. @RI AR AEEE T S b i B . B PR T LUR AR AR IE T A5 14T
—J2 b, A G ] g B BE A5 AT — B IR LB g2, AR < B i N2
TN A AT AT A ME T S Z R Pl N IE R AT A —ME F 4512 B RE T — AN SR
iE, RRFAE AT LURME (]38 W % 52 A B3 I 53 A] DA 2 AR 38 D AR s DA SRR B S5 R T

@ P. Tench, The Intonation System of English, London: Cassel, 1996, p. 20.

@ Verschueren, Understanding Pragmatics, p. 61.

® Verschueren, Understanding Pragmatics, p. 62.

@ 20 Verschueren, Ideology in Language Use, p. 52.

® Jenny Thomas, Meaning in Interaction: An Introduction to Pragmatics ( First published 1995 ), New York:

Routledge, 2013, p. 22.
® Verschueren, Understanding Pragmatics, p. 76.
@ HBR - 4ERRME: GEAERE), 2663 1.
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EIE S TE SR S SN L R, AT R IE R R E I RE S BOER . A AR EE S
JEEE Y 2, BTE AR S 2 A R UL A SRR B L AR . 3. E N SR,
BB EE T EN N I A R RS . RS SRS R Br Be LLRGE RERFAE P AR AR I i, B S i
AR R AN 4. BN AR ERRBIENZER. —Jrm, AMITCIRRTER Bt 20T
PRI X B SR SRS A — e AR BN A B PR T, SRS MM R R S8
LyE AR B B TEAT Y AR, BIAL S SCHE B XA A S BATE SA T R R mfE A

AEZRRAEAS IRV SISy . IR R PR R S M AR BN R BRR, JHEH TG
B R ARSI RRTE SR IIRE. Vibie e — e . RS AR (EE)
PR Ly, FRATR IR AOCTE AT B S ShSE ad e , IHRe T AR faria i & R & B g
HeFRIR AL DL R TE S A R R B b, T BRI TR 23 A o A i 0 17 Tk A 4
B R

Z. BRESTHRERIR

YR IRARAE Ideology in Language Use Wiz HIE R BOSHEAT IR 204, 484 7 — &R0+ HAKR
PR TR ER, ATEE T BIE B R I T RG A IEAS, T R A R i —— A E T
SR EFRH A BT M. LOEFIENFL5E e e R Ry 2.9 i
Ve, HEZIRARTRE I ITEIE T (SR AS S B S A 2B B, AR T HE T 2 0 B8 5 ) = Rt
filiz b ASCRU R 22ias RIS BRI PO AT BOCHE . 48— 01 HL[F)SF s SR i, DAAChRilis
R, WOREEE S HTERE F AR T R A R SR NRE , RS ANIASE R0 s T TR Y A
A S KRS R AE T T BE N s TEIE N ZE RSP R R A BAE A S TGN s 253 3E bRy
BN AR P TR E N EIRE SR P b2 5 A OGRS (HRER) 4,

(—) ZBRIGIBIBEIE N

AR IRBAE Ideology in Language Use HHgH, DB LOWMARE , 1B L TIHIBE 3 RS
BB — AR, WA - s R BHEmMES BN (EIREECASHEI) SR,
AU R =R S s GE . 55202 “TZEEE” (wider context) , EIEE MM, BUA. I
S DL R MBS | SRIATE T RS 1R 43 BT e T 2 S BRI S IB A M OFRATT T LUK A
FAEBTE BB, RIS A SARE S IESC PRI AN . W R I S v E 2 ST
B b B AN G M iR BB, X R IE R4 BRIy el T R R 6
2R, WUIRR AR REE M EHE, b T i E R Z ot A E A — s, bR
TUURWIRAT RS AT IR SRS, BB A CIEIE R, INEA BRI . R
B S U R ATy A AR Ry e M B R A (AR AN, ZEIR IR A TR R 2
HAGPUBRBENR O R 8%, X IRIERGERRN S, AT RSSO IBA TE B 16 Nk R

BT RERE R E Y SR AIAERE”  (immediate context of situation) , DfE X —iBEE R,
T ST 2 E OB A BR P B UL TS A FOIT 3 A2 20 I 0 B IS SRS IR o 28 B0, 58 ) L
Gifoeie NAETE VRTINS , H0s 5 U AR A 25 A st il PO RICR, S8 AN A 5 R SE AT AR AEAR

Verschueren, Understanding Pragmatics, p. 69.
Verschueren, Ideology in Language Use, p. 52.
Verschueren, Ideology in Language Use, p. 51.

Z: I, Verschueren, Ideology in Language Use, p. 58. 5 FiEiEAIT AEEAISSTE, FF B Procedure 2. 1 HE%HE
SRR IR
® Verschueren, Ideology in Language Use, p. 66.

CECECNC]

® R. Wardhaugh, An Introduction to Sociolinguistics (3™ edn) , Beijing: Foreign Language Teaching and Research Press,
2000, p.311.
@ Ideology in Language Use FA B Procedure 2. 2 XX —ZE1E A 5 MR 40689 MR
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WESEEPGE ST T, S AR RS & SO 2 T EA D e VB AR, TR I
BeXd Sy g, B EARBAE DS A S WriE A 2 BB S PR s A TE N i AR T U 2
TWRSTERETRIE N SRS, TEA LRSS Sl TR s 5, & WA 5 =g bRk
REUR S = WS A TR RS A 8] B RS A4 DA [ SR 18 A Ry R A2 AR A
FHP, A E ER A SIS ICHE R SR AC i — % [ I g a0 R X @

FEEA: BRAR T vk £ wAL L AGAR S AT T AT - PR . RO R TR
T-hEER (NBLE) EARE LN EHOEXMEIEIINMESLE, BT, WS XF-LEAEN,
P

MO 8, IALREA, BRWHEE B RiGTRE, (2RER— TR, BARG AR
FEe, A, RREMN—F (GLF) BAEXE, TARTFEBEARGAR,

FFRALL “HUR L F@” X —FRIERRISE REC W F i s, SRR A, BRI
B BEHER, [RIE LR X A R EAL AR R IR A MR RO, DL 5 | H AL AT A X
RSB AEE S . A EwAEE MM A i kRN, WA HHEEH LMY, B
TR AP ARG SR N AR . (XA T E R RS RUAR, T RS B JC IR J2 9
NSHZCE B, MELUE RO 236 (5 U RHEERE N, & e i e, Rk, 7RS4 bt
T ICRE A Bl A TR I T L B R A A S A M —— R S A T A S BB AN R
th, B4 BOEENRSE L, KT ERATH 2 BB ) 0515 18 N R DL I 4 A 2
fERE

() ZEBRIEERIE S 452 HE N

SRR B e B, UG ARG S &2 10 N AR DI RE R AR I R 8 KAG , FHiE IS IER
RERYX—IEHIEREHE I, L4 RRE TR B RE = 2KiEE— “EF IR
(Linguistic context) , “iGFH BRI M RET M RMFL. —BIRBIEE, &EE B &
HABBE M —H0 5" SO T SO — 4 A B T 2, 7EJF R LRI E AHT i, FRATT 2
W T A PR I Eloel M ATE F RE  (linguistic channel) , 3515 5 BB B A8 B4 18] B9 A BB S T U580
Fo i, s AFEIER A& SR EE BN ERIEEB (RMAESCS . Ak OB mEeE L) ,
XTI RIS MBI I A AR A i B IR S FIER AR IE A&, Wik
filt T S B BT A T 2 R B iIEIE R (RSB SCF ., Ak OB Rk i) .

HHEZEEN SR AR T EWNENEE, ST, Ak, B ERULRE S RFIEE, B
I, BRI TR B AR L, FRATTTR IR B A A R A TETE B A B R ke
PITER . BRLL R A ARG S S5 ARl R I TS TE IS A BIR UL, 7ER R KB e Sk sl s, i
EARIREE R RTE O T PiGEsh” N, R R AP R R SRR
B AR R CREEL” (T Z2REIENE, WIFER T RO RS ES R, AT, 3R
RN, BB R & B SARFE . BrA IS el SRR AME¥ S, B TiE S
TR, XE T PR SO A 3 U, BRI 58 R = BB I 40 i 25 S5 R aE g SR
WAL, B G RTE A — R T EE A R g bRk i, iR A (RPBRIME= ) &
TR B RIERIE S SRR KA R AR DR REE , DA AAE &2 18 5 (0T A3 N Ag
Jo BB FRLGEEE RN IS, FRATAETT GG TS /3 Hr I 68 T 6 D) b AR AN AR R i B B e B N 7
JRA, WRETE L BT AN A B L AR A IR R L

© HFEFEMFITZ L Verschueren, Understanding Pragmatics, pp. 229 —233.

@ A. Tolson, Media Talk: Spoken Discourse on TV and Radio, Edinburgh: Edinburgh University Press Ltd., 2006,
p- 65.

® Verschueren, Ideology in Language Use, p. 106. F5 511 Procedure 2. 3 FiXf X —JSIEIE A A FE4E R R
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(=) ZCRRIETEE N A B AR

FIBRPIEIB A EIE N WA SR, RIEESTRN RO RE, XEET BEFHHN
(FHH) JEN AR EUE T R EDREN O R IE B SR R (Vi R S sh A4 R A 1SR
Bl BIASBRAO A HE BB B RE 516 s VBB A 6, 5 HAL 2556 R A HL0 BIOR S
(PEZIBED) M. FIn, BTRACERDIAE AT DILEUETE A S A M B A, I A Sl Hh AR s
B, 1 HIEShAMENEFRFRIE AN EL F R, ANWRFIETAMRE, WigmseRis.
A uE RS, Bk, YRS R REA T M2 I RE — Mg s R A R, H
IR SV (3) What are you going to do tomorrow? (WIS TAIT 47 %1 %5 % %
AR, TRE) MRZEAT XSRSt 4, WHEMEZESEHAAE: (4) Are you going to do
anything tomorrow? ( BIRAREMA-2W82) BlA)eh, R A A (] SR A% B & 7 B Y PR 4500 20 1l bl iR TS
AR BETE A B R IR M B B AR SIASTE , BEIE A AT DURYE 32 PRif B Fisg BRxs 4
A IFRICE R T, B8 T YRR G Rk A O R RS,

TR BEARAE T VR BE ) 4] 18 T 0B s 25 S BB (D) D BETH DB 45 1 . JFH BRI ) R R 5 SURI
SIHERIRE R, RERAERT B A 582 /& AL By, S la) A XS8R Y2 095 e/ 45 & il
], ARASRC U [F) At X BE D) AP BE R B O . X BERE BE BB el AR, RIB 5 IR &) A JRAR
AN IR, R RAE RV A T " @R AR, B E AT DUR R B S L R S, A
(5) Is that the right way to do it? (ARFEMSCR S ? FTHE) )b E & FHIHRER TR iR sL, &
R AAAA SN HA HOER, RRERMAERA ORI, Wi (5) KA, N
PR RIREH RIS, Fian: (6) T think that is the wrong way to do it.  (FRIA R X EEMR SR
.) 15 (6) BRRm MR RD T HE, W (5) SRHRERIEI, W= AZN T &
THENER,

BRI, BEEE AR SRR B Zh AR A A B el N R S, IE IR U AR B H Y. X AR
B, i sCbRidif fia T DI RER Y, IC R HOWIE 5= BT TR B SRR Y, TS 0 R R
— A AR B R E SRR T A,

(VU ZZ PRGBS N P i B 5 B B

T N7 3 7 B TR G S Pk 2R R AN S A S SO 2 A LR T I AR AT B G R, AERIR IR
ZRANE #2208 (mind in society) PRA, N FRAY RIS BTG S M SR A E X B
O e B IR MERR (reflexive awareness) ——f/EINFIZ 0 5CH: H BB & s #7209 B 3
FIRETTIEMEIH (metapragmatic awareness) & H IR BER M FHE TR A2 BRI 7 o 0938 B A 7T RE
FFEMNHIEFEIE, MRS EAEAR RN TE & 8 Soa vl B AR 2 5. 4R
RAEER, X —FHE BN E2Z AR T MR 0% , WS 18T A0 B 2 N Y R 15 T
Z: 55 it 2 508 M2 B BT U AR AL S R R BEa—JEL, FRATMBL AT LA X2 Sk
MARARIR R E T RN, s ANRE S R8I LIRS h B GR I k, THX R
EARE I TTR RN . TSRS IR R e T A,
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The Pragmatic Perspective: Theoretical Basis and Application
of Discourse Analysis

Jiang Hongliu

Abstract: Discourse analysis takes utterance as the object of research and focuses on the thread of
language used in the situation network to explore the real meaning of the utterances. Jef Verschueren proposes
a pragmatic perspective on language use as a general cognitive, social and cultural perspective on linguistic
phenomena in relation to the notions of variability, negotiability and adaptability. Discourse analysis and
pragmalics have overlapping research fields in looking at patterns of language across texts and considering the
relationship between language use and the social and cultural contexts. When we combine these two ways of
research together, we will have wider insight. Verschueren’s theory with its three notions enables us to reach
the level of micro-analysis of discourse activities and make an effective and credible interpretation of discourse
samples. Thus, the pragmalic perspective provides a solid theoretical basis as well as a suitable analytical and
explanatory tool for discourse analysis.

Key words: discourse analysis, the pragmatic perspective, language use, communicative context
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