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�EVWUDFW��7�LV�DUWLFO��SU��LG�V�D�F�PSU����VL���OLW�UDW�U��U��L����I�&ULWLFDO��LVF��UV��

Analysis�(CDA)�as�conceptualized�by�Norman�Fairclough�and�Systemic�Functional�Grammar�

(SFG)�by�Michael�Halliday,�positioning�them�as�complementary�frameworks�for�analyzing�

speeches�on�climate�change�delivered�by�nations�at�COPs�(Conferences�of� the�Parties)�of�

8�LW�G�1DWL��V�F�����WL��V���UD�L�J����PL��G�P�W��GV� DSSU�DF��V�� W���U��L��� ��SO�U�V�

N��� F��F�SWV�� W���WV�� D�G� DSSOLFDWL��V� �I� &��� D�G� 6���� L�FO�GL�J� WUD�VLWL�LW�� D�DO�VLV��

L�W�UW��W�DOLW���D�G�P�WDI��FWL��V��,W�FULWLT��V���LVWL�J�VW�GL�V����FOLPDW��F�D�J��GLVF��UV��

and�identi�es�gaps� in�assessing�power�relations�and� ideologies� in�national�speeches.�The�

V��W��VLV��LJ�OLJ�WV�����W��V��P�W��G�O�JL�V�FD��U���DO��LGG���LG��O�JL�V��S���U�G��DPLFV��

D�G�U�SU�V��WDWL��DO�VWUDW�JL�V�L��GLVF�UVL���SUDFWLF�V�U�ODW�G�W��JO�EDO����LU��P��WDO�LVV��V��

,PSOLFDWL��V�I�U�I�W�U��U�V�DUF��L��GLVF��UV��VW�GL�V�D�G����LU��P��WDO�OL�J�LVWLFV�DU��DOV��

GLVF�VV�G�L��W���DUWLFO��

.H��RUGV��FOLPDW��F�D�J��VS��F��V��&ULWLFDO��LVF��UV����DO�VLV��LG��O�J���S���U�U�ODWL��V��

V�VW�PLF�I��FWL��DO�JUDPPDU��WUD�VLWL�LW�

���DQ�L�2SHQ�8QLYHUVLW����DQ�L��9LHWQDP

I.�Introduction

In� an� era� marked� by� escalating�

FOLPDWH�FULVHV��QDWL�QDO�VSHHFKHV�DW�8QLWHG�

1DWL�QV� �81�� F�QYHQWL�QV� VHUYH� DV�

SLY�WDO�GLVFXUVLYH�VLWHV�ZKHUH�LGH�O�JLHV��

S�ZHU� UHODWL�QV�� DQG� UHVS�QVLELOLWLHV� DUH�

QHJ�WLDWHG�DQG�F�QVWUXFWHG��7KHVH�VSHHFKHV�

DUH� Q�W� PHUH� UKHW�ULFDO� H[HUFLVHV�� WKH��

HPE�G��V�FLDO�SUDFWLFHV�WKDW�VKDSH�JO�EDO�

SHUFHSWL�QV�DQG�S�OLFLHV��Q�FOLPDWH�FKDQJH�

�)DLUFO�XJK�� ������� 7KLV� DUWLFOH� UHYLHZV�

two� in�uential� linguistic� frameworks�

�� &ULWLFDO� �LVF�XUVH� �QDO�VLV� �&����

E�� 1�UPDQ� )DLUFO�XJK� DQG� 6�VWHPLF�

)XQFWL�QDO� �UDPPDU� �6)��� E�� 0LFKDHO�

�DOOLGD�� �� DV� I�XQGDWL�QDO� W��OV� I�U� D�

PL[HG�PHWK�GV�DQDO�VLV��I�VXFK�VSHHFKHV��

%��LQWHJUDWLQJ�&���V�I�FXV��Q�S�ZHU�DQG�

LGH�O�J��ZLWK�6)��V�JUDPPDWLFDO�LQVLJKWV�

into�meaning-making,� the� researcher�can�

GLVVHFW� K�Z� QDWL�QV� UHSUHVHQW� FOLPDWH�

LVVXHV��S�VLWL�QLQJ�WKHPVHOYHV�DQG��WKHUV�

ZLWKLQ� EU�DGHU� V�FL��S�OLWLFDO� F�QWH[WV�

�)DLUFO�XJK���������DOOLGD���������
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7KH� OLWHUDWXUH� UHYLHZ� LV� VWUXFWXUHG�

DV� I�OO�ZV�� )LUVW�� LW� GHOLQHDWHV� WKH� EDVLF�

Q�WL�QV� �I� &���� HPSKDVL]LQJ� LWV� U�OH�

LQ� XQYHLOLQJ� �SDTXH� UHODWL�QVKLSV�

EHWZHHQ� GLVF�XUVH� DQG� V�FLHW��� 6HF�QG��

LW� LQWU�GXFHV� �DOOLGD��V� 6)��� ZLWK� D�

VS�WOLJKW� �Q� WUDQVLWLYLW�� DQDO�VLV� DV� D�

PHDQV� W�� UHSUHVHQW� H[SHULHQWLDO� UHDOLWLHV��

7KLUG�� LW��XWOLQHV�PDM�U� WHUPV� DQG� WHQHWV�

LQ� &���� LQFOXGLQJ� GLVF�XUVH�� F�QWH[W��

S�ZHU��DQG� LGH�O�J��� )�XUWK�� LW�S�VLWL�QV�

&���DV�D�F�QFHSWXDO�DQG�PHWK�G�O�JLFDO�

framework,� reviewing� prominent�

approaches� like�Fairclough’s�Dialectical-

Relational�model.�Fifth,�it�surveys�previous�

UHVHDUFK� �Q� FOLPDWH� FKDQJH� GLVF�XUVH��

KLJKOLJKWLQJ�PHWK�G�O�JLFDO�JDSV��)LQDOO���

it� synthesizes� the� frameworks’� synergies�

DQG�FDOOV�I�U�WKHLU�DSSOLFDWL�Q�LQ�DQDO�]LQJ�

QDWL�QDO�FOLPDWH�VSHHFKHV�

7KLV�V�QWKHVLV� LV� WLPHO���DV�FOLPDWH�

GLVF�XUVH� LQFUHDVLQJO�� LQWHUVHFWV� ZLWK�

JH�S�OLWLFDO� WHQVL�QV�� VXFK� DV� WK�VH�

EHWZHHQ� GHYHO�SHG� DQG� GHYHO�SLQJ�

QDWL�QV�� %�� WUDQVI�UPLQJ� D� OLWHUDWXUH�

UHYLHZ�FKDSWHU�LQW��WKLV�VWDQGDO�QH�DUWLFOH��

ZH� DLP� W�� F�QWULEXWH� W�� LQWHUQDWL�QDO�

discourse�studies,�o�ering�a�blueprint�for�

HPSLULFDO�LQYHVWLJDWL�QV�

����/LWHUDW�UH�UHYLH��

����� �DVLF� �RWLR�V� RI� &ULWLFDO�

�LVFR�UVH���DO�VLV

&ULWLFDO� �LVF�XUVH� �QDO�VLV�

�&���� HPHUJHV� DV� D� PXOWLGLVFLSOLQDU��

PHWK�G�O�J�� I�U� LQWHUU�JDWLQJ� K�Z�

ODQJXDJH� F�QVWUXFWV� DQG� SHUSHWXDWHV�

V�FLDO�UHDOLWLHV��SDUWLFXODUO��LQ�F�QWH[WV��I�

S�ZHU� LPEDODQFH�� �V� )DLUFO�XJK� �������

DUWLFXODWHV�� &��� V�VWHPDWLFDOO�� H[SO�UHV�

the� causal� links� between� discursive�

SUDFWLFHV� DQG� EU�DGHU� V�FL��FXOWXUDO�

VWUXFWXUHV�� UHYHDOLQJ� K�Z� WH[WV� DUH�

LGH�O�JLFDOO��VKDSHG�E��S�ZHU�VWUXJJOHV�

�W� LWV� F�UH�� GLVF�XUVH� LQ� &���

WUDQVFHQGV� PHUH� ODQJXDJH� XVH�� LW� LV� DQ�

“active� relation� to� reality”� (Fairclough,�

1992,�p.�41).�Fairclough�(2003)�identi�es�

WKUHH� �SHUDWL�QDO� FKDUDFWHULVWLFV�� JHQUHV�

�ZD�V��I� DFWLQJ��H�J���S�OLWLFDO�VSHHFKHV���

GLVF�XUVHV� �ZD�V� �I� UHSUHVHQWLQJ��� DQG�

VW�OHV��ZD�V��I�EHLQJ���,Q�FOLPDWH�FKDQJH�

speeches,�genres�like�UN�addresses�frame�

DXGLHQFH� F�PSUHKHQVL�Q�� �IWHQ� VHUYLQJ�

DV� VLWHV� �I� G�PLQDWL�Q� �U� UHVLVWDQFH��

Representations� allow� divergent�

SHUVSHFWLYHV� �Q� HQYLU�QPHQWDO� LVVXHV��

ZKLOH� VW�OHV� F�QVWUXFW� LGHQWLWLHV�� VXFK� DV�

QDWL�QV�S�UWUD�LQJ� WKHPVHOYHV� DV�YLFWLPV�

�U�OHDGHUV��)DLUFO�XJK��������

&��� DOV�� HPSKDVL]HV�

intertextuality,� drawing� from� Bakhtin�

�������� )DLUFO�XJK� �������� )DLUFO�XJK�

�������� ZKHUH� GLVF�XUVHV� GLDO�JLFDOO��

UHIHUHQFH� �WKHUV�� VLWXDWLQJ� WKHP� ZLWKLQ�

webs�of�social�concerns.�This�“dialogism”�

LPSOLHV� WKDW� FOLPDWH� VSHHFKHV� LPSOLFLWO��

invoke� historical� precedents� or� future�

S�OLFLHV�� F�PSHWLQJ� I�U� G�PLQDQFH� DPLG�

KHWHU�JO�VVLD� �� WKH�PXOWLSOLFLW�� �I�Y�LFHV�

vying� for� power� (Bakhtin,� 1984).� For�

instance,� van� Dijk� (1991)� demonstrates�

how� pronouns� like� “we”� and� “them”� in�

PHGLD� GLVF�XUVH� SU�SDJDWH� H[FOXVL�QDU��

LGH�O�JLHV��D�WDFWLF��EVHUYDEOH�LQ�QDWL�QDO�

speeches� that� delineate� “developed”�

versus�“developing”�worlds.

0�UH�YHU�� &��� VFUXWLQL]HV�

SU�GXFWL�Q�� I�UP�� DQG� UHFHSWL�Q� �I�

GLVF�XUVH��DQDO�]LQJ�JUDPPDU��Y�FDEXODU���

and�tone�to�reveal�social�e�ects.�In�climate�

F�QWH[WV�� WKLV� PLJKW� LQY�OYH� H[DPLQLQJ�



��

YHUE� FK�LFHV� WKDW� �EVFXUH� DJHQF��

�H�J��� SDVVLYH� F�QVWUXFWL�QV� HYDGLQJ�

UHVS�QVLELOLW��I�U�HPLVVL�QV��

������DOOLGD��V���VWHPLF�)��FWLR�DO�

�UDPPDU�D�G��UD�VLWL�LW����DO�VLV

6�VWHPLF� )XQFWL�QDO� �UDPPDU�

�6)���YLHZV�ODQJXDJH�DV�D�V�FLDO�VHPL�WLF�

V�VWHP� LQ� ZKLFK� PHDQLQJ� LV� UHDOL]HG�

WKU�XJK�LQWHUF�QQHFWHG�FK�LFHV���DOOLGD���

������� ,W� SU�S�VHV� WKUHH� PHWDIXQFWL�QV�

�� LGHDWL�QDO�� LQWHUSHUV�QDO�� DQG� WH[WXDO�

�� WKDW� H[SODLQ� K�Z� ODQJXDJH� UHSUHVHQWV�

H[SHULHQFH�� HQDFWV� UHODWL�QVKLSV�� DQG�

�UJDQL]HV� LQI�UPDWL�Q� ��DOOLGD�� ��

0DWWKLHVVHQ�� ������� 7KH� LGHDWL�QDO�

PHWDIXQFWL�Q�� SDUWLFXODUO�� WUDQVLWLYLW���

LV� FHQWUDO� W�� DQDO�]LQJ� H[SHULHQWLDO�

PHDQLQJ� E�� H[DPLQLQJ� SU�FHVVHV��

SDUWLFLSDQWV�� DQG� FLUFXPVWDQFHV�

(Halliday,� 2001).� Halliday� identi�es� six�

SU�FHVV�W�SHV��ZKLFK�UHYHDO�K�Z�DFWL�QV�

DQG� UHVS�QVLELOLWLHV� DUH� F�QVWUXFWHG�

LQ� GLVF�XUVH�� ,Q� FOLPDWH� VSHHFKHV��

WUDQVLWLYLW�� FDQ� H[S�VH� LGH�O�JLFDO�

S�VLWL�QV��VXFK�DV�HPSKDVL]LQJ�DJHQF���U�

�EVFXULQJ� UHVS�QVLELOLW��� 7KLV� DQDO�WLFDO�

W��O�LV�ZLGHO��XVHG�I�U�LWV�V�VWHPDWLF�DQG�

UHODWLYHO�� �EMHFWLYH� LQVLJKWV� LQW�� K�Z�

ODQJXDJH� HQF�GHV� S�ZHU� DQG� LGH�O�J��

�7K�PSV�Q��������)�ZOHU��������

������DMRU�WHUPV�D�G�WH�HWV�L��&��

�DMRU�WHUPV�L��&��

�H�W

,Q�&����SXEOLFO��GHOLYHUHG�FOLPDWH�

FKDQJH� VSHHFKHV� DUH� WUHDWHG� DV� PHGLD�

texts,�requiring�clari�cation�of�the�concept�

of� “text”� within� the� study.� Following�

)DLUFO�XJK���������WH[W�LV�XQGHUVW��G�DV�WKH�

OLQJXLVWLF��U�VHPL�WLF�GLPHQVL�Q��I�V�FLDO�

HYHQWV��&���UHVHDUFK�DOV��YLHZV�PHGLD�DV�

D�GLVFXUVLYH�LQVWLWXWL�Q� WKDW�VKDSHV�V�FLDO�

life� and� constructs� knowledge,� values,�

and� beliefs� (van� Dijk,� 1993;� Fairclough,�

������� �FF�UGLQJO��� FOLPDWH� VSHHFKHV�

IXQFWL�Q� E�WK� DV� PHGLD� SU�GXFWV� DQG� DV�

in�uential�texts�that�contribute�to�the�social�

F�QVWUXFWL�Q��I�JO�EDO�FOLPDWH�GLVF�XUVH�

Discourse

A� widely� recognized� de�nition�

�I� GLVF�XUVH� ZLWKLQ� &ULWLFDO� �LVF�XUVH�

�QDO�VLV�� DG�SWHG� LQ� WKLV� VWXG���

F�QFHSWXDOL]HV�GLVF�XUVH�DV�ODQJXDJH�XVH�

LQ� E�WK� VSHHFK� DQG� ZULWLQJ� XQGHUVW��G�

DV� D� I�UP� �I� V�FLDO� SUDFWLFH���FF�UGLQJ�

to� Fairclough� and� Wodak� (1997),�

WKLV� SHUVSHFWLYH� LPSOLHV� D� GLDOHFWLFDO�

UHODWL�QVKLS� EHWZHHQ� GLVFXUVLYH� HYHQWV�

DQG� WKH� EU�DGHU� V�FLDO� F�QWH[WV�� VXFK�

DV� VLWXDWL�QV�� LQVWLWXWL�QV�� DQG� V�FLDO�

VWUXFWXUHV� LQ� ZKLFK� WKH�� DUH� HPEHGGHG��

:KLOH� GLVF�XUVH� LV� VKDSHG� E�� WKHVH�

F�QWH[WXDO�IDFW�UV��LW�VLPXOWDQH�XVO��SOD�V�

DQ�DFWLYH�U�OH�LQ�VKDSLQJ�WKHP��,Q�WKLV�VHQVH��

GLVF�XUVH�LV�E�WK�V�FLDOO��F�QGLWL�QHG�DQG�

V�FLDOO��F�QVWLWXWLYH��LW� F�QWULEXWHV�W��WKH�

F�QVWUXFWL�Q� �I� V�FLDO� UHDOLWLHV�� LQFOXGLQJ�

systems� of� knowledge,� as� well� as� the�

LGHQWLWLHV�DQG�UHODWL�QVKLSV��I�LQGLYLGXDOV�

DQG�JU�XSV��0�UH�YHU��GLVF�XUVH�IXQFWL�QV�

Q�W��QO��W��VXVWDLQ�DQG�UHSU�GXFH�H[LVWLQJ�

V�FLDO�DUUDQJHPHQWV�EXW�DOV��W��WUDQVI�UP�

WKHP�� �LYHQ� LWV� V�FLDOO�� F�QVHTXHQWLDO�

nature,� discourse� is� inherently� linked� to�

LVVXHV� �I� S�ZHU�� DV� GLVFXUVLYH� SUDFWLFHV�

FDQ� SU�GXFH� DQG� UHSU�GXFH� LGH�O�JLFDO�

e�ects�by�representing�reality�in�particular�

ZD�V�DQG�S�VLWL�QLQJ�V�FLDO�DFW�UV�ZLWKLQ�

XQHTXDO�S�ZHU�UHODWL�QV��

&RQWH�W

Within� the� framework� of� Critical�

�LVF�XUVH��QDO�VLV��F�QWH[W�LV�XQGHUVW��G�
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LQ� D� EU�DG� DQG� PXOWLGLPHQVL�QDO� VHQVH��

,W� HQF�PSDVVHV� Q�W� �QO�� WKH� LPPHGLDWH�

OLQJXLVWLF� HQYLU�QPHQW� LQ� ZKLFK� D�

SDUWLFXODU� OLQJXLVWLF� LWHP� �FFXUV� ZLWKLQ�

D� WH[W�� EXW� DOV�� D� ZLGH� UDQJH� �I� H[WUD�

OLQJXLVWLF�IDFW�UV�WKDW�VKDSH�DQG�F�QVWUDLQ�

meaning�(van�Dijk,�2004).�

Social�power

6�FLDO�S�ZHU� UHIHUV�W��WKH�F�QWU�O�

H[HUFLVHG� E�� �QH� JU�XS� �YHU� �WKHUV��

actions,� knowledge,� and� ideologies,�

WKHUHE�� VKDSLQJ� WKHLU� EHKDYL�U� DQG�

limiting� their� autonomy� (van� Dijk,�

������� �LVF�XUVH� SOD�V� D� FUXFLDO� U�OH�

LQ� UHSU�GXFLQJ� VXFK� S�ZHU�� Q�W� �QO��

WKU�XJK�F�HUFL�Q�EXW�DOV��YLD�SHUVXDVL�Q�

DQG� PDQLSXODWL�Q�� ,Q� PHGLD� F�QWH[WV��

S�ZHU� �IWHQ� VWHPV� IU�P� DFFHVV� W��

LQI�UPDWL�Q� DQG� DXWK�ULW��� HQDEOLQJ�

in�uence�over�public�opinion�(Schi�rin�

HW� DO��� ������� ,Q� WKLV� VWXG��� FOLPDWH�

FKDQJH�GLVF�XUVH�LV�YLHZHG�DV�D�I�UP��I�

V�FLDO�S�ZHU��DV�LW�FDQ�VKDSH�SHUFHSWL�QV��

in�uence�attitudes,�and�contribute�to�the�

F�QVWUXFWL�Q� DQG� QHJ�WLDWL�Q� �I� S�ZHU�

UHODWL�QV� DP�QJ� F�XQWULHV�� SDUWLFXODUO��

UHJDUGLQJ� WKHLU� UHVS�QVLELOLWLHV� I�U�

FOLPDWH�FKDQJH�

3R�HU�UHODWLRQ

�FF�UGLQJ� W�� )DLUFO�XJK� ��������

S�ZHU� UHODWL�QV�DUH� LQKHUHQWO��HPEHGGHG�

LQ� LQWHUDFWL�QV� EHWZHHQ� V�FLDO� JU�XSV��

particularly� those�with�di�ering� interests�

DQG� S�VLWL�QV�� 7KHVH� UHODWL�QV� DUH� Q�W�

VWDWLF� EXW� DUH� F�QWLQX�XVO�� QHJ�WLDWHG��

DV� V�FLDO� DFW�UV� HQJDJH� LQ� GLVFXUVLYH�

VWUXJJOHV�W��DVVHUW��GHIHQG��DQG�OHJLWLPL]H�

WKHLU� YLHZS�LQWV�� )U�P� WKLV� SHUVSHFWLYH��

WKH� H[HUFLVH� �I� S�ZHU� WKU�XJK� ODQJXDJH�

LQY�OYHV� �QJ�LQJ� F�QWHVWDWL�Q�� ZKHUH�

competing� groups� seek� to� maintain� or�

FKDOOHQJH� H[LVWLQJ� V�FLDO� DUUDQJHPHQWV��

)DLUFO�XJK� IXUWKHU� HPSKDVL]HV� WKDW� D�

F�PSUHKHQVLYH� FULWLFDO� DQDO�VLV� UHTXLUHV�

H[DPLQLQJ� S�ZHU� UHODWL�QV� DFU�VV�

PXOWLSOH� OHYHOV� LQ� �UGHU� W�� UHYHDO� K�Z�

GLVF�XUVH� F�QWULEXWHV� W�� WKH�PDLQWHQDQFH�

�U�WUDQVI�UPDWL�Q��I�V�FLDO�UHDOLW��

�GHROR��

Van� Dijk� (1998)� conceptualizes�

LGH�O�J�� DV� V�VWHPV� �I� V�FLDOO�� VKDUHG�

LGHDV��YDOXHV��DQG�EHOLHIV�WKDW�FKDUDFWHUL]H�

SDUWLFXODU�JU�XSV�DQG�IXQFWL�Q�W���UJDQL]H�

DQG� OHJLWLPL]H� WKHLU� DFWL�QV�� 7KHVH�

shared� cognitive� frameworks� provide�

JU�XS� PHPEHUV� ZLWK� JHQHUDO� SULQFLSOHV�

WKDW�VKDSH�WKHLU�LQWHUSUHWDWL�QV��I�HYHQWV�

DQG� JXLGH� WKHLU� V�FLDO� SUDFWLFHV��:LWKLQ�

WKH� SHUVSHFWLYH� �I� &ULWLFDO� �LVF�XUVH�

Analysis,� ideology� is� closely� linked� to�

discourse,� as� it� both� in�uences� and� is�

UHDOL]HG� WKU�XJK� OLQJXLVWLF� VWUXFWXUHV��

,GH�O�JLFDO� PHDQLQJV� DUH� Q�W� DOZD�V�

H[SOLFLW��UDWKHU��WKH��DUH��IWHQ�HPEHGGHG�

LQ� XQGHUO�LQJ� SDWWHUQV� �I� ODQJXDJH� XVH��

As�noted�by� Je�ries�and�Walker�(2012),�

ideology� can� frequently� be� identi�ed�

WKU�XJK� FDUHIXO� WH[WXDO� DQDO�VLV�� ZKLOH�

)DLUFO�XJK� ������� HPSKDVL]HV� WKDW�

ideology� typically� operates� by� masking�

LWV� �ZQ� QDWXUH� DQG� SUHVHQWLQJ� LWVHOI� DV�

QDWXUDO��U�VHOI�HYLGHQW�

�DMRU�WH�HWV�L��&��

7KHUH� DUH� WKH� HLJKW� WHQHWV� LQ�&����

according�to�Fairclough�and�Wodak�(1997,�p.�

������LQFOXGLQJ�DGGUHVVLQJ�V�FLDO�SU�EOHPV��

GLVFXUVLYH� S�ZHU� UHODWL�QV�� F�QVWLWXWLYH�

e�ects� on� society,� ideological� functions,�

KLVW�ULFDO� LQWHUWH[WXDOLW��� PHGLDWHG� WH[W�

society� links,� interpretative/explanatory�

QDWXUH��DQG�V�FLDO�DFWL�Q��ULHQWDWL�Q��7KHVH�

JXLGH� DQDO�VHV� �I� FOLPDWH� LPEDODQFHV�
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EHWZHHQ� GHYHO�SHG�GHYHO�SLQJ� QDWL�QV��

7KHVH� WHQHWV� F�OOHFWLYHO�� HPSKDVL]H�

WKH� LQWHUF�QQHFWHGQHVV� �I� GLVF�XUVH��

S�ZHU�� DQG� LGH�O�J��� DV� ZHOO� DV� WKH� U�OH�

�I� ODQJXDJH� LQ� VKDSLQJ� DQG� UHSU�GXFLQJ�

V�FLDO�LQHTXDOLWLHV��ZKLFK�DUH�FHQWUDO�W��WKH�

I�FXV��I�WKLV�VWXG���7�JHWKHU��WKH��SU�YLGH�

a�comprehensive�framework�for�analyzing�

K�Z�GLVF�XUVH�IXQFWL�QV�DV�D�I�UP��I�V�FLDO�

SUDFWLFH�� WKHUHE�� LQI�UPLQJ� WKH� SUHVHQW�

VWXG��V�H[DPLQDWL�Q��I�LGH�O�J��DQG�S�ZHU�

UHODWL�QV�LQ�FOLPDWH�FKDQJH�VSHHFKHV�

III.�Research�methods�

&��� DQG� 6)��� DV� F�QFHSWXDO�

frameworks� and� research� methodologies�

I�U� FOLPDWH� FKDQJH� GLVF�XUVH�� VKDUH� WKH�

aim� of� exposing� discourse-power� links�

through� micro-macro� shuttling� (Luke,�

������)DLUFO�XJK���������6�PH�UHYLHZHG�

DSSU�DFKHV�LQFOXGHG�WKH�I�OO�ZLQJ�

6�FL��&�J�LWL��� (van� Dijk):�

7ULDQJXODWHV�V�FLHW���F�JQLWL�Q��GLVF�XUVH��

LGH�O�JLFDO�VTXDUH�S�ODUL]HV�LQ��XW�JU�XSV��

UHOHYDQW�I�U�FODVVLI�LQJ�QDWL�QV�

Discourse-Historical� (Wodak):�

,QWHJUDWHV� W�SLFV�� VWUDWHJLHV�� OLQJXLVWLFV�

ZLWK�KLVW�U���UHV�XUFH�LQWHQVLYH�

6�FL��6�PD�WLF� �YDQ� /HHXZHQ���

,QYHQW�U�� �I� DFW�U� UHSUHVHQWDWL�QV��

DFWLYL]DWL�Q�SDVVLYL]DWL�Q�UHYHDOV�U�OHV�

Dialectical-Relational� �)DLUFO�XJK���

7KUHH�GLPHQVL�QDO� �WH[WXDO�� GLVFXUVLYH��

V�FLDO���GUDZV��Q�6)��I�U�OH[LF��JUDPPDU��

7H[WXDO� OHYHO� DQDO�]HV� Y�FDEXODU��

JUDPPDU��GLVFXUVLYH�H[DPLQHV�SU�GXFWL�Q�

F�QVXPSWL�Q��V�FLDO�H[SODLQV�DV�PPHWULHV�

Speci�cally,�Fairclough’s�model�suits�

PL[HG�PHWK�GV��HQDEOLQJ�GLDOHFWLFDO�YLHZV�

�I� FOLPDWH� GLVF�XUVH�� )LJXUH� �� LOOXVWUDWHV�

GLVF�XUVH�DV�WH[W�LQWHUDFWL�Q�F�QWH[W�

Figure�1.�Discourse�as�text,�interaction�and�context�(Fairclough,�1989)

0HDQZKLOH�� FULWLFLVPV� �I� &���

LQFOXGH� VXEMHFWLYLW��� K�ZHYHU�� F�USXV�

WHFKQLTXHV�PLWLJDWH�WKLV�E��KDQGOLQJ�ODUJH�

GDWD� �EMHFWLYHO��� 7KH� FULWLFDO� UHYLHZ� �I�

CDA�approaches�in�the�Literature�Review�

clari�es� that� this� study� employed� the�

Dialectical-Relational� Approach� to� CDA�

E��1�UPDQ�)DLUFO�XJK��������������������

ZLWK�WKH�VXSS�UW��I�F�USXV�W��OV�LQ�DQDO�]LQJ�

WKH�GDWD�IU�P�WKH�F�OOHFWHG�F�US�UD��

Therefore,�the�study�framework�will�

combine�these�two�theoretical�frameworks�

LQW�� D� XQLTXH� PHWK�G�� DV� VK�ZQ� LQ� WKH�

following��gure
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�LJ�U�����&���D�G�6�����W���P�OWL�GLP��VL��DO�F�PEL�DWL��

)LJXUH� �� LOOXVWUDWHV� WKH� LQWHJUDWHG�

analytical� framework� combining�

&ULWLFDO� �LVF�XUVH��QDO�VLV� �&���� DQG�

6�VWHPLF� )XQFWL�QDO� �UDPPDU� �6)���

DV� D� PXOWL�GLPHQVL�QDO� DSSU�DFK� W��

H[DPLQLQJ� FOLPDWH� FKDQJH� GLVF�XUVH��

Speci�cally,� CDA� provides� the� macro-

OHYHO� SHUVSHFWLYH� E�� I�FXVLQJ� �Q� WKH�

UHODWL�QVKLSV� EHWZHHQ� GLVF�XUVH�� S�ZHU��

DQG� LGH�O�J�� DFU�VV� WKUHH� GLPHQVL�QV��

WH[WXDO�� GLVFXUVLYH� SUDFWLFH�� DQG� V�FLDO�

SUDFWLFH��)DLUFO�XJK��������

7KH� LQWHJUDWL�Q� VK�ZQ� LQ� )LJXUH�

�� KLJKOLJKWV� WKH� G�QDPLF� LQWHUDFWL�Q�

between� these� two� frameworks:� while�

6)�� VXSS�UWV� WKH� V�VWHPDWLF� DQDO�VLV� �I�

OLQJXLVWLF�IHDWXUHV�DW�WKH�WH[WXDO�OHYHO��&���

H[WHQGV�WKH�LQWHUSUHWDWL�Q�W��EU�DGHU�V�FL��

S�OLWLFDO�F�QWH[WV��DOO�ZLQJ�WKH�UHVHDUFKHU�

W�� H[SODLQ� K�Z� VXFK� OLQJXLVWLF� SDWWHUQV�

re�ect� and� reproduce� power� relations�

DQG� LGH�O�JLHV� EHWZHHQ� GHYHO�SHG� DQG�

GHYHO�SLQJ�F�XQWULHV�

Thus,�the�combined�framework�not�

�QO�� HQDEOHV� D� F�PSUHKHQVLYH� DQDO�VLV�

�I� GLVF�XUVH� DW� PXOWLSOH� OHYHOV� EXW� DOV��

VWUHQJWKHQV� PHWK�G�O�JLFDO� ULJ�U� E��

linking� quantitative� linguistic� patterns�

ZLWK�TXDOLWDWLYH�FULWLFDO�LQWHUSUHWDWL�Q�

IV.�Research�discussion�

Recent� studies� have� increasingly�

H[SDQGHG� WKH� DSSOLFDWL�Q� �I� &ULWLFDO�

�LVF�XUVH� �QDO�VLV� �&���� DQG�

6�VWHPLF� )XQFWL�QDO� �UDPPDU�

�6)��� LQ� H[DPLQLQJ� HQYLU�QPHQWDO�

DQG� FOLPDWH� FKDQJH� GLVF�XUVH�� )�U�

LQVWDQFH�� UHVHDUFK� LQ� WKH� SDVW� GHFDGH�

KDV� DSSOLHG� F�USXV�DVVLVWHG� &��� W��

ODUJH�VFDOH� FOLPDWH� GDWDVHWV�� HQKDQFLQJ�

WKH� �EMHFWLYLW�� DQG� UHSU�GXFLELOLW�� �I�

discourse� analysis� (e.g.,� Baker� et� al.,�

������ 3DUWLQJW�Q� HW� DO��� ������� 0�UH�

recent� work� also� integrates� SFG-based�

WUDQVLWLYLW�� DQG� DSSUDLVDO� DQDO�VLV� W��

H[SO�UH� K�Z� VWDQFH�� HYDOXDWL�Q�� DQG�

UHVS�QVLELOLW��DUH�F�QVWUXFWHG�LQ�FOLPDWH�

QDUUDWLYHV� �0DUWLQ� �� :KLWH�� ������

Bednarek�&�Caple,�2017).�Additionally,�

LQWHUGLVFLSOLQDU��DSSU�DFKHV� F�PELQLQJ�

GLVF�XUVH� DQDO�VLV� ZLWK� HQYLU�QPHQWDO�

F�PPXQLFDWL�Q�DQG�S�OLWLFDO�VWXGLHV�KDYH�

JDLQHG� SU�PLQHQFH�� KLJKOLJKWLQJ� K�Z�

FOLPDWH� GLVF�XUVH� LV� VKDSHG� E�� PHGLD��

S�OLF�� DJHQGDV�� DQG� JO�EDO� LQHTXDOLWLHV�
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�&DUYDOK���������)O�WWXP���������7KHVH�

GHYHO�SPHQWV� VXJJHVW� D� JU�ZLQJ� WUHQG�

W�ZDUG� PHWK�G�O�JLFDO� LQWHJUDWL�Q� DQG�

HPSLULFDO� H[SDQVL�Q�� UHLQI�UFLQJ� WKH�

UHOHYDQFH� �I� F�PELQLQJ�&��� DQG�6)��

LQ� DQDO�]LQJ� F�QWHPS�UDU�� FOLPDWH�

FKDQJH�VSHHFKHV�

,Q� WHUPV� �I� WKH� WKH�UHWLFDO�

I�XQGDWL�QV��I�&ULWLFDO��LVF�XUVH��QDO�VLV�

DQG� 6�VWHPLF� )XQFWL�QDO� �UDPPDU� LQ�

FOLPDWH� FKDQJH� VSHHFKHV�� WKH� OLWHUDWXUH�

UHYLHZ� SU�YLGHV� D� F�PSUHKHQVLYH�

V�QWKHVLV��I�&ULWLFDO��LVF�XUVH��QDO�VLV�

�&���� DQG� 6�VWHPLF� )XQFWL�QDO�

�UDPPDU� �6)��� DV� F�PSOHPHQWDU��

frameworks�for�analyzing�climate�change�

VSHHFKHV�� ��ZHYHU�� VHYHUDO� OLPLWDWL�QV�

must� be� acknowledged.� First,� as� a�

WKH�UHWLFDO�DQG�PHWK�G�O�JLFDO��YHUYLHZ�

UDWKHU�WKDQ�DQ�HPSLULFDO�VWXG���WKH�UHYLHZ�

UHOLHV� KHDYLO�� �Q� H[LVWLQJ� OLWHUDWXUH� DQG�

G�HV�Q�W�LQFOXGH��ULJLQDO�GDWD�DQDO�VLV��I�

DFWXDO�&23�VSHHFKHV��

6HF�QG�� WKH� UHYLHZ� SULPDULO��

GUDZV� IU�P� (QJOLVK�ODQJXDJH� V�XUFHV�

DQG� :HVWHUQ�FHQWULF� VFK�ODUVKLS� �H�J���

Fairclough,� Halliday,� van� Dijk),� which�

PD�� Q�W� IXOO�� FDSWXUH� GLYHUVH� JO�EDO�

SHUVSHFWLYHV� �Q� FOLPDWH� GLVF�XUVH��

particularly� from� non-English-speaking�

�U� GHYHO�SLQJ� F�XQWULHV�� 7KLV� F�XOG�

SHUSHWXDWH� WKH� YHU�� S�ZHU� LPEDODQFHV�

FULWLTXHG�LQ�&����VXFK�DV�WKH�G�PLQDQFH�

of� “developed”� versus� “developing”�

Z�UOG�QDUUDWLYHV��

)LQDOO��� WKH� UHYLHZ�V� HPSKDVLV�

on� spoken� texts� like� national� speeches�

identi�es� a� gap� in� transitivity�

DSSOLFDWL�QV� W�� �UDO� GLVF�XUVHV�� EXW� LW�

G�HV� Q�W� DGGUHVV� SUDFWLFDO� FKDOOHQJHV��

VXFK�DV�WUDQVFULSWL�Q�LQDFFXUDFLHV��U� WKH�

in�uence� of� non-verbal� elements� (e.g.,�

W�QH�� GHOLYHU��� LQ� 81� DGGUHVVHV�� ZKLFK�

6)��V�PHWDIXQFWL�QV�F�XOG�H[WHQG�W��EXW�

DUH�Q�W�H[SO�UHG�KHUH��

Building� on� the� identi�ed� gaps�

DQG� V�QHUJLHV� EHWZHHQ� WKH� 6)���

VHYHUDO� DYHQXHV� I�U� IXWXUH� UHVHDUFK� DUH�

SU�S�VHG� W��DGYDQFH�GLVF�XUVH�VWXGLHV� LQ�

HQYLU�QPHQWDO�OLQJXLVWLFV��

)LUVW�� HPSLULFDO� DSSOLFDWL�QV� �I� WKH�

integrated� framework� outlined� in� Figure�

�� VK�XOG� EH� SUL�ULWL]HG�� SDUWLFXODUO��

WKU�XJK� PL[HG�PHWK�GV� DQDO�VHV� �I�

GLDFKU�QLF�F�US�UD��I�&23�VSHHFKHV��7KLV�

F�XOG� LQY�OYH� F�OOHFWLQJ� DQG� H[DPLQLQJ�

WUDQVFULSWV� IU�P� PXOWLSOH� F�QIHUHQFHV�

(e.g.,� COP21� to� COP30)� to� track�

HY�OYLQJ� LGH�O�JLHV�� S�ZHU� UHODWL�QV��

DQG� UHSUHVHQWDWL�QDO� VWUDWHJLHV�� VXFK�

DV� WUDQVLWLYLW�� SDWWHUQV� LQ� PDWHULDO� DQG�

UHODWL�QDO�SU�FHVVHV�WKDW��EVFXUH��U�DVVLJQ�

UHVS�QVLELOLW��I�U�HPLVVL�QV��

6HF�QG�� H[WHQGLQJ� 6)��V�

PHWDIXQFWL�QV�EH��QG�WUDQVLWLYLW��VXFK�DV�

LQWHUSHUV�QDO� DQDO�VLV� �I� P�GDOLW�� �H�J���

hedges� like� “might”� in� commitments)�

�U� WH[WXDO� H[DPLQDWL�Q� �I� F�KHUHQFH�

YLD� O�JLF��VHPDQWLF� UHODWL�QV�F�XOG�

GHHSHQ� LQVLJKWV� LQW��K�Z� VSHHFKHV�HQDFW�

UHODWL�QVKLSV�DQG��UJDQL]H�DUJXPHQWV��

)LQDOO��� LQWHUGLVFLSOLQDU��

collaborations� with� �elds� like� political�

VFLHQFH� �U� HQYLU�QPHQWDO� S�OLF�� DUH�

UHF�PPHQGHG� W�� HYDOXDWH� WKH� UHDO�Z�UOG�

LPSDFWV� �I� GLVFXUVLYH� LGH�O�JLHV�� VXFK�

as� their� in�uence�on� policy� outcomes�or�

SXEOLF� EHKDYL�U�� /�QJLWXGLQDO� UHVHDUFK�

tracking� post-speech� actions� (e.g.,�

HPLVVL�Q� UHGXFWL�QV�� F�XOG� WHVW� &���V�

FODLPV� �Q� GLVF�XUVH� DV� V�FLDO� DFWL�Q��

XOWLPDWHO�� F�QWULEXWLQJ� W�� WUDQVI�UPDWLYH�
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VWUDWHJLHV� I�U� FOLPDWH� MXVWLFH� DQG�

FKDOOHQJLQJ� KHJHP�QLF� QDUUDWLYHV� LQ�

LQWHUQDWL�QDO�I�UXPV�

7KH� LQWHJUDWL�Q� �I� &ULWLFDO�

�LVF�XUVH��QDO�VLV��&����DQG�6�VWHPLF�

)XQFWL�QDO� �UDPPDU� �6)��� �SHUDWHV�

WKU�XJK� D� F�PSOHPHQWDU�� DQDO�WLFDO�

SU�FHVV�� 6)�� LV� XVHG� DW� WKH� PLFU��

OHYHO� W�� H[DPLQH� OLQJXLVWLF� IHDWXUHV��

SDUWLFXODUO�� WUDQVLWLYLW��� E�� LGHQWLI�LQJ�

SU�FHVVHV�� SDUWLFLSDQWV�� DQG� VWUXFWXUHV�

ZLWKLQ� FODXVHV�� &��� WKHQ� LQWHUSUHWV�

these�patterns�at�the�macro�level,�linking�

WKHP� W�� LGH�O�J�� DQG� S�ZHU� UHODWL�QV��

)�U� H[DPSOH�� DFWLYH� F�QVWUXFWL�QV� PD��

KLJKOLJKW� DJHQF��� ZKLOH� SDVVLYH� I�UPV�

FDQ� �EVFXUH� UHVS�QVLELOLW��� 7KXV�� 6)��

H[SODLQV�K�Z�PHDQLQJ�LV�F�QVWUXFWHG��DQG�

&���H[SODLQV�ZK��LW� LV�F�QVWUXFWHG�WKDW�

ZD��� HQDEOLQJ� D� GHHSHU� XQGHUVWDQGLQJ�

of� how� climate� discourse� re�ects� and�

UHLQI�UFHV�JO�EDO�S�ZHU�G�QDPLFV�

V.�Conclusion�and�recommendation

7KH�OLWHUDWXUH�UHYLHZ�KDV�LQWU�GXFHG�

&����LWV�SULQFLSDO�F�QFHSWV�DQG�WHQHWV�DV�

XVHG� LQ� WKLV� VWXG��� ,W� KDV� DOV�� GLVFXVVHG�

WKH� LPS�UWDQW� DSSU�DFKHV� W�� &����

KLJKOLJKWLQJ� WKH� UHOHYDQW� �QHV� W�� WKH�

FXUUHQW�VWXG���7KHQ��V�PH�PDM�U�FULWLFLVPV�

�I�&���KDYH� EHHQ� SUHVHQWHG�� OHDGLQJ� W��

D� EULHI� GLVFXVVL�Q� �I� F�USXV� WHFKQLTXHV�

DQG� WKHLU� S�VVLEOH� F�QWULEXWL�Q� W�� &����

)LQDOO��� DQ� DFF�XQW� �I� SUHYL�XV� VWXGLHV�

UHOHYDQW� W�� WKH�SUHVHQW� UHVHDUFK�KDV�EHHQ�

SU�YLGHG��ZKLFK�GLVSOD�V�WKDW� WKH�ELJJHVW�

JDS� LQ� WKH� SUHYL�XV� VWXGLHV� �Q� FOLPDWH�

change�is�the�lack�of�analysis�of�how�the�

S�ZHU� UHODWL�QV� EHWZHHQ� WKH� GHYHO�SHG�

DQG�GHYHO�SLQJ�F�XQWULHV�DV�ZHOO�DV�K�Z�

WKH� LGH�O�JLHV� DE�XW� WKHVH� F�XQWULHV�

�UHVS�QVLELOLWLHV� I�U� FOLPDWH� FKDQJH� DUH�

F�QVWUXFWHG� LQ� WKH� PHGLD� F�YHUDJH� �I�

WKH� FOLPDWH� F�QIHUHQFHV�� ,QWHJUDWLQJ�

)DLUFO�XJK�V� &��� DQG� �DOOLGD��V� 6)��

o�ers� a� robust� mixed-methods� lens� for�

QDWL�QDO�FOLPDWH�VSHHFKHV��UHYHDOLQJ�K�Z�

GLVF�XUVH� HQDFWV� S�ZHU� DQG� LGH�O�J���

)XWXUH� VWXGLHV� VK�XOG� DSSO�� WKLV� W��

UHVHDUFK� F�US�UD�� F�QWHVWLQJ� �XWGDWHG�

�ndings� and� advancing� emancipatory�

goals.�This�framework�not�only�critiques�

EXW� HPS�ZHUV� WUDQVI�UPDWLYH� DFWL�Q� �Q�

FOLPDWH�MXVWLFH�
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CHỨC�NĂNG�HỆ�THỐNG�TRONG�BÀI�PHÁT�BIỂU��
VỀ�BIẾN�ĐỔI�KHÍ�HẬU:�TỔNG�QUAN�NGHIÊN�CỨU

Đỗ�Thị�Phong�Lan�

Tóm�tắt:�Bài�viết�này�cung�cấp�một�đánh�giá�tổng�quan�toàn�diện�về�Phân�tích�diễn�

ngôn�phê�phán�(CDA)�theo�quan�niệm�của�Norman�Fairclough�và�Ngữ�pháp�chức�năng�hệ�

thống�(SFG)�của�Michael�Halliday,�định�vị�chúng�như�các�khung�nghiên�cứu�bổ�sung�để�phân�

tích�các�bài�phát�biểu�về�biến�đổi�khí�hậu�do�các�quốc�gia�đưa�ra�tại�COP�(Hội�nghị�các�bên)�

của�các�công�ước�của�Liên�hợp�quốc.�Dựa�trên�các�phương�pháp�tiếp�cận�hỗn�hợp,�bài�đánh�

giá�khám�phá�các�khái�niệm,�nguyên�lý�và�ứng�dụng�chính�của�CDA�và�SFG,�bao�gồm�phân�

tích�tính�chuyển�tiếp,�tính�liên�văn�bản�và�siêu�chức�năng.�Bài�viết�phê�bình�các�nghiên�cứu�

hiện�có�về�diễn�ngôn�về�biến�đổi�khí�hậu�và�xác�định�những�lỗ�hổng�trong�việc�đánh�giá�các�

mối�quan�hệ�quyền�lực�và�hệ�tư�tưởng�trong�các�bài�phát�biểu�quốc�gia.�Tổng�hợp�làm�nổi�bật�

cách�các�phương�pháp�luận�này�có�thể�tiết�lộ�các�hệ�tư�tưởng�tiềm�ẩn,�động�lực�quyền�lực�và�

chiến�lược�đại�diện�trong�các�thực�tiễn�diễn�ngôn�liên�quan�đến�các�vấn�đề�môi�trường�toàn�

cầu.�Ý�nghĩa�đối�với�nghiên�cứu�trong�tương�lai�trong�nghiên�cứu�diễn�ngôn�và�ngôn�ngữ�học�

môi�trường�cũng�được�thảo�luận�trong�bài�báo.

Từ�khóa:�bài�phát�biểu�về�biến�đổi�khí�hậu,�phân�tích�diễn�ngôn�phê�phán,�hệ�tư�tưởng,�quan�

hệ�quyền�lực,�ngữ�pháp�chức�năng�hệ�thống,�tính�chuyển�tiếp
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