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Abstract: Critical Discourse Analysis (CDA) has evolved over the past few decades, emerging
as a dynamic and rapidly developing field within critical social theory. Given the diverse approaches
and myriad of theories utilized in CDA practice, this paper aims to provide an overview of this
interdisciplinary/transdisciplinary landscape. The method to conduct this study is meta-analysis, which
hopefully can offer a detailed understanding of CDA’s multifaceted nature and its role in analyzing the
dialectical interplay between language, power, and society where language/discourse is accorded a
significant role. The paper begins with a brief review of the origins of CDA, grounding it in linguistics
and social theories. It outlines the theoretical and philosophical foundations of CDA, examining key
concepts such as “critical”, “power” and “ideology”. The paper surveys three main CDA approaches,
examining their theoretical bases and highlighting the influence of poststructuralism on CDA work. The
paper discusses some challenges that CDA has to address such as objectivity, trustworthiness, and the
issue of explanation and interpretation. Additionally, it summarizes a scholarly assessment of CDA, and
gives a sense of where CDA is moving forward.
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PHAN TiCH DIEN NGON PHE PHAN LA GI?

Nguyén Hoa

Trwong Pai hoc Ngoai ngiz, Pai hoc Quac gia Ha Ni, So 2 Pham Van Pong, Cau Gidy, Ha Ngi, Viét Nam

Nhan bai ngay 21 thang 6 nam 2024
Chinh stra ngay 18 thang 9 nam 2024; Chap nhan dang ngay 26 thang 9 nam 2024

Tom tat: Phan tich dién ngdn phé phan (CDA) da tra thanh mét linh vuc lién/xuyén nganh phét
trién nhanh chong trong khoang thoi gian trén ba thap ky véi su da dang cua nhiéu céach tiép can, van
dung cac ly thuyét xa hoi khac nhau. CDA duoc coi 1a thudc vé dia hat Iy thuyét xa hoi phé phan. Sir
dung phuong phap phén tich tong hop (meta-analysis), bai viét nay cung cap mét cai nhin toan dién hon
vé CDA, tém tit so luoc lich str phat trién caa CDA, l1am rd mot s6 khai niém co ban nhu dién ngén,
phé phan, quyén lyc, va tu tuéng. Bai viét ciing tom lugc mot s6 dudng hudng phan tich CDA chinh,
va thao luan anh huéng caa mot s6 tu twang hau cau tric luan voi CDA. C6 thé thiy bic tranh vé CDA
kha la phong pht véi mot sb duong huéng phan tich khac nhau, st dung cac khung ly thuyét khac nhau,
song tinh than phé phan la su ké tuc tu tuong cua chu nghia Marx. CDA phan tich mdi quan hé bién
chung thuong bi che gidu, 4n gitra ngén ngit, quyén luc va cAu tric xa hoi, va ¢ dé tu tuong co vai tro
phuc vu sy thyc thi, duy tri, hay phan khang quan hé quyen luc trong xa hoi. Ngon ngir c6 mot vai tro
v6 clng quan trong trong viéc thé hién va klen tao thyc tién x& hoi, va CDA can phai lam rd vai trd nay
ctia ngdn ngit. Bai viét ciing thao luan mot sb thach thirc, sy danh gia ddi véi CDA, va xu hudng phét
trién cua CDA.

Tir khoa: kién tao x& hoi, quyén luc, tu tuéng, hau cu tric luan, tap quan/thuc tién xa hoi
1. Dan nhap

Nam 2005, t6i da viét bai “Phan tich dién ngdn pheé phan (CDA) la gi?”, dang trén 56 2
Tap chi Ngon ngit, véi muc dich gisi thigu mot cach tlep can nghién cau xa hoi phé phan. Gan
20 nam da qua ké tir ngay do, toi y thie duoc da dén luc can phai viét bo sung mot cai nhin
tong quan day du hon vé phan tich dién ngdn phé phan, dya trén nhiing thay doi va phat trién
cua linh vuc ngdn ngir hoc tng dung nay. CDA di trd thanh mét linh vuc hoc thuat phét trién
manh mé trén thé gigi. Theo tdi biét, hién nay tai Viét Nam, da c6 mot sé nghién cau trong
linh vuc CDA. Pi c6 mot 6 bai bao ding trong mot sb tap chi chuy@n nganh tai Viét Nam, va
luan vin thac si, luan &n tién si duoc bao vé thanh céng. Nam luan an tién si thudc linh vuc
CDA di duoc bao vé thanh cong: bén luan an tai noi t6i dang cong tac, va mot tai mot truong
dai hoc khac. Bai viét trinh bay su hinh thanh caa CDA, muc dich, co s ly thuyét, phuong
phép phan tich, mot s6 duong hudng chinh, danh gia CDA, va mot s6 van dé CDA quan tam.

1 Ehmed va céc cong su (2024) da cong bd két qua nghién ciru do ludng thu muc caa ho vé cac cong b trong linh
vuc CDA. N6 cho thdy CDA hién da tro thanh mét hé nghién ctru dang phat trién manh mé. Két qua tim kiém trén
WoS cho giai doan 2001 va 2022 cho thay da c6 khoang 4600 tai li¢u duoc xuét ban thugc nhiéu loai tir céc bai
bdo (3328), danh gid sach (625), tai licu ky yéu (433), tom tit cudc hop (115), loai tai liéu bién tap (174). Céac xu
huéng nghién cau bao gom nhiéu chi dé khac nhau, trong d6 cac chu dé dugc xép hang hang dau Ia ngon ngtr,
chinh tri, y té, chinh sach, truyén théng, quan ly, khoa hoc, kién thirc, cong viéc. 10 tap chi hang d¢au bao gom:
DISCOURSE AND SOCIETY, DISCOURSE STUDIES, CRITICAL DISCOURSE STUDIES, JOURNAL OF
LANGUAGE AND POLITICS, DISCOURSE COMMUNICATION, INTERNATIONAL JOURNAL OF
ENGLISH LINGUISTICS, ADVANCES IN SOCIAL SCIENCE EDUCATION AND HUMANITIES
RESEARCH, JOURNAL OF PRAGMATICS, LANGUAGE IN SOCIETY, and PROCEDIA SOCIAL AND
BEHAVIORAL SCIENCES.
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Mot s6 van dé dugc trinh bay ¢ day chua han d3 c6 cau tra 1oi dat khoat, ma chi la nhiing goi
¥ dé suy nghi tiép. Phuong phap thuc hién nghién ctru nay 1a phan tich tong hop (meta-analysis)
trén co s& tiép can va hiéu biét vé nhitng phat trién to 16n ciia CDA trong khoang thoi gian qua
ké tir nhitng nam dau thap ky 1990. T61 chan thanh cam on TS. Ng6 Ty Lap da chia s¢ mot s6
¥ kién hiru ich cho bai viét nay.

2. So' lwoc lich sir hinh thanh ciia CDA

Theo Wodak va Meyer (2009), CDA bit dau tir dau nhimg ndm 1990, hay chinh xéc
hon 1a nam 1991. M6t nhém hoc gia da gap nhau tai Amsterdam sau mot hoi thao khoa hoc tai
Amsterdam, Ha Lan. Sy kién nay danh déu budc khoi dau chinh thire caia hé hinh nghién cau
“Phan tich dién ngdn phé phan” (CDA/CDS). Céc hoc gia ban dau gdm Teun van Dijk, Norman
Fairclough, Ruth Wodak, Gunther Kress va Theo van Leeuwen, dugc coi 1a “nhiing nguoi sang
lap CDA”. Trong nhiing nim gan day, Kress va van Leeuwen da chuyén trong tm nghién ctu
sang phan tich da phuong thtc (Multimodality, Kress, 2010; Kress & van Leeuwen,
1996/2006), va ho di it quan tam dén d6i twong ban dau. Nhoém nay da thao luan, tim cach xay
dung cach tiép can Iy thuyét va phuong phép thich hop cho mét chuong trinh nghién ctu xa
hoi phé phan. Sau do, vao ndm 1993, van Dijk cho ra mat tap chi “Dién ngén va X hoi”. Tuy
nhién, diéu quan trong can luu y 14 ¢ thoi diém dé, cling chua c6 y thirc 1A CDA s& tao ra “truong
phai nghién ciru” theo y nghia truyén thong. Bing hon, mdi nha nghién ciru trong nhém nguyén
thuay nay lai c6 duong hudéng nghién ctu, cach tlep can riéng, dac thu cta minh. Ngoai nhom
nay ra, c6 ké mot so6 nha nghién cau noi tiéng khac nhu Michael Billing, Paul Chilton,
Christopher Hart, va Margaret Wetherell (xem Blommaert, 2005; Hart, 2014).

Lui lai lich sir gan hai thap ky, tai Truong Pai hoc East Anglia, Anh vao cubi nhitng
nam 1970, da khaoi thuy dudng hudng “Ngon ngit hoc phé phan - Critical linguistics/CL”, tién
than cua phan tich dién ngon phé phan nhu ching ta biét hién nay. Dan dat nhém 1a Fowler
(Fowler, 1991, 1996), va ba hoc gia khac la Kress, Hodge, va Trew (Fowler et al., 1979). Ho
da tim cach xay dung mot md hinh nghién ciu ngdn ngir xa hoi ¢6 thé 1am rd vai trd cua cac
tap quan su dung ngbn ngir trong viéc che day su that (concealment of truth) va nhu 1a mot
cong cu cua bat cong xa hoi (instruments in social inequality). Fowler et al. viét?:

Nghién ctru cho thdy céu trac ngdn nglt duge sir dung dé kham pha, phan tich, hé thong, 1am

thay doi, va thuong la che giau thuc tai; nham muc dich kiém soat tu tuong va hanh yi cﬁa\ngu‘c‘ri

khac; phan hang pgu(‘yi, su kwién va su vat; va khang dinh vi thé ca nhan hay thé ché. Nhi¢u qua
trinh dugc no6i dén ¢ day dien ra ty dong, ma it khi chl:mg ta y thuc duoc. M@t khi c6 sy giam
sat co y thire, chung co it hiéu qua. Chung t6i coi nhi€u hi¢u tmg nay la nam ngoai sy mong
muodn, do vay mét muc ti€u thuc té cua CL 1a phoi bay cac qua trinh ndy dé xem xét cong khai

(1979, r. 3).

Mo hinh nay nhin manh vai trd quan trong ctia quyén luc va xac dinh ngdn ban la don vi phan
tich chinh trong viéc tim hiéu sy hoat dong cua quan h¢ quyen luc trong xa hoi (Kress, 1989).
Hai cong trinh nghién ctru dang cha y dugc cong bd trude ddu nhitng ndm 1990 1a “Ngon ngit

2 We show how linguistic structures are used to explore, systematize, transform, and often obscure, analyses of
reality; to regulate the ideas and behaviour of others; to classify and rank people, events and objects; to assert
institutional or personal status. Many of the processes mentioned here happen automatically, eluding the
consciousness of source and recipient. If they were generally subject to conscious scrutiny, they would be less
effective. Since we regard many of the effects as undesirable, one of our practical goals is to expose these
processes to open examination (Fowler et al., 1979, tr. 3).
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va Kiém soét - Language and Control” ctia Fowler va ba cong su noi trén (1979) va tac pham
c6 anh hudng 16n cua Fairclough “Ngon nglr va Quyén luc - Language and Power” (1989).

Vé tén goi “Phan tich dién ngén phé phdn”

Breeze (2011) luu ¥ rang thuat ngit “Phan tich dién ngdn phé phén - Critical discourse
analysis” duoc Fairclough dua ra 1an dau tién trong bai béo cong bd nim 1985 & Tap chi “Ngi
dung hoc - Journal of Pragmatics” cta 6ng dudi tiéu dé “Nhitng muc tiéu mé ta va phé phan
trong phan tich dién ngon - Critical and descriptive goals in discourse analysis”. Dac biét, tén
goi ndy tré nén phd bién hon nhd cdng trinh noi tiéng “Ngon ngit va quyén luc” xuét ban nam
1989. Puong huéng phan tich nay di dugc hoan thién, phat trién day da hon nita trong cudn
sach xuat ban nam 1995 cua Fairclough c6 tén “Phan tich dién ngdn phé phan: nghién ciru ngén
ngir phé phan - Critical discourse analysis: the critical study of language”. Billig (2002, tr. 35)
nhan xét rang “viéc s dung quan tur “the” trong phu dé nay cho thdy Fairclough duong nhu di
cho rang d4 hinh thanh mot phuong phép luan théng nhat goi 1a “nghién ctru phé phan" trén co
56 i tu ctia nhiéu céch tiép can phé phan khac nhau”. Mac du tuyén bd trén ¢6 vé 1a su cuong
diéu hoi qué, nhung khong thé phu nhan rang thuat ngir CDA ciia Fairclough di an sau, bat ré
va dugc cong dong nghién cizu chap nhan. van Dijk dwa ra thuat ngit nghién ctu dién ngon phé
phan (CDS) dé nhan manh tinh da dang caa CDA, va rang day 1a caa mot linh vuc hoc thuat da
nganh cé nhiéu hoat dong khdng gidi han & viéc phan tich ngén ngit. Tuy nhién, van Dijk (2015)
cling da st dung cai tén CDA trong mot sé bai viét caa minh.

3. Phan tich dién ngdn phé phan (CDA) la gi?

Phan tich dién ngbn phé phan cé thé dugc hiéu nhu 1a mét duong hudng nghién cau
ngdn ngi trong bdi canh x& hoi, véi muc dich kham pha vai trd cua ngdn ngir trong viéc thuc
hanh, tai tao hay phan khang quan hé quyén luc va bat cong xa hoi hién hitu. CDA nghién ctu
cach thtrc ngdn ngit duoc sir dung dé gop phan duy tri, tai tao hay phan khang su bat binh dang,
thdng tri, lam dung quyén luc xa hoi (Fairclough, 1989/2001). NGi cach khéc, cach thirc quan
hé quyén lyc, su bat cong x& hoi dugc thuc hién, tai tao hay phan khang trong va qua ngdn ngi
1a d6i tuong ciia CDA (van Dijk, 2015). Qua lang kinh nay, ngdn ngir dugc xem khong chi don
thuan 12 mot phuong tién giao tiép ma con la mot dia chi cua quyen luc va mot cong cu kién
tao, duy tri va tranh chap quyen lyc. Fairclough (1989) nhan manh rang thuc hanh CDA la qua
trinh phan tich ngon ngir dé boc 16 mbi quan hé bién chimg thuong bi che gidu, an (hldden)
gira ngon ngt, quyen lyc va tu tuong. Ong dic biét quan tam dén ngdn ngir trong CDA vi ngdn
ngit 12 mot ciu phan hiru co cua trat tu xa hoi, va “hinh thic ky hiéu quan trong nhat?
(Fairclough, 2015, tr. 8). Su quan tam dén viéc sir dung ngdn ngit hay chién lugc dién ngdn
(van Dijk, 1993) 1a diéu dé hiéu bai 18 ngdn ngit/didn ngon c6 vai trd vira phan anh va vira kién
tao thuc tién xa hoi (Foucault, 1969). C6 thé nhin nhan CDA nhu 1a sy phan ang véi tinh chat
“phi xa& ho6i”, “phi phé phan” cua mot s6 hé hinh nghién cau cua nhitng nam 1960 va 1970 nhu
cau trac luan, ngtr phap tao sinh, hay phan tich hi thoai. Mot s6 khai niém trung tam caa CDA
la phé phén, dién ngdn, quyén luc va tu tudng, va phan tich.

Phé phan (critical) 1a mot khai niém trung tm caa CDA. Theo van Dijk, tinh than phé
phan cua CDA bit ngudn tir xa hon nira 1a tir Aristole, rdi cac nha triét hoc Khai sang, Karl
Marx (Cac Méac, 1818-1883), va dén ly thuyét phé phan (critical theory) cua truong phéi
Frankfurt*, ma trudng phai nay thuc chét 1a chi nghia Marx (M&c). Mot nhanh nita bat dau véi

3 “I focus on language in CDA because it is the most important semiotic form”.
4 Truong phai Frankfurt dugc noi dén o déy chi tu tuong cta nhiing hoc gia thugc thé hé dau tién nhu Theodor W.
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Gramsci va cac hoc gia noi tleng theo 6ng la Stuart Hall (Anh), Althusser, Foucault va Pecheux
(Phap). Ciing can phai nhic dén tinh phé phéan ctaa nghién cau nit quyén trong ngén ngir va giao
tiép (xem van Dijk, 1993; Agger, 2013; Harris, 2024). Ly thuyét x& hoi phi thuoc dia (decolonial
social theory) ciing dugc coi nhu 1a mot cach tiép can phé phan (Harris, 2024). “Phé phan” 1a
yéu t6 phan biét CDA véi cac dudng huéng phan tich dién ngdn khéc. Trong khi trong tam cua
cac duong huéng phan tich dién ngdn khac 1a mo ta cac khia canh khac nhau cua ngdn ngit
duoc sir dung, CDA nhan manh kha ning giai thich “cach thirc dién ngén nhu mot phan cua tap
quan/thuc tién x& hoi, va 1a mot qua trinh bi quy dinh bai cau tric x4 hoi va nhing tac dong
kéo theo ma dién ngdn c6 thé gay ra ddi cau trdc x4 hoi nhu duy tri hay lam thay ddi cau tric
xa hoi” (Fairclough, 2001, tr. 135). Tuong tw, Machin va Mayr (2012, tr. 5) quan ni¢m CDA
can phai giai thich xem “vi 1y do gi, nhu thé nao ma cac nguon luc ngdn ngir duoc sir dung dé
phuc vu muc dich tu tuéng gi”. Mdi quan tam véi vai tro cua dién hgon, ngon ngix bat dau véi
duong huéng Ngon ngir hoc phé phan cudi nhitng ndm 1970 chi yéu tai Anh. Theo van Dijk
(2015), mét s6 linh vuc khac nhu Ngon ngit hoc x& hoi, Phong céch hoc, Ngit dung hoc, Tam
ly hoc va Khoa hoc x& hoi, ciing bat dau quan tdm dén tinh “phé phan” vao thoi gian nay.

Dién ngén (discourse) 1a mot khai niém duoc hiéu theo rat nhiéu cach khéac nhau. Co
thé hiéu nhu 14 ngdén ban (dang noi va viét); hay 1a don vi trén cau theo ngir phap van ban (text-
linguistics); nhu 1a mot qua trinh tuong tac x4 hoi (van Dijk, 1997), véi su thé hién vat chat 1a
ngon ban (text); mot dang ngdn ngir sir dung trong mot linh vyc nhu dién ngdn chinh tri, dién
ngdn quang céo, hay dién ngdn khoa hoc; hay nhu 1a mét cach hiéu, cach ndi vé cac van dé xa
hoi tir mot phuong dién nao d6 (nhu dién ngdn tan tu do). Khai niém pho bién trong CDA coi
dlen ngon mot tap quan/thuc tién xa hoi (social practice) (Fairclough, 1993, tr. 134)5. Dién ngén
nam trong méi quan hé bién ching véi cac mat cia x4 hoi. N6 duoc dinh hinh bai x4 hoi, nhung
n6 ciing kién tao x& hoi (constitutive) (Fairclough, 1993; Fairclough & Wodak, 1997). Dién
ngdn 1a mot dang hanh dong xa hoi ¢6 vai trd kién tao doi song xa hoi (social world) gom: nhan
dién x& hoi (social identity), quan hé xa hoi (social relations), va hé thong tri thic va niém tin
(system of knowledge and beliefs) (Fairclough, 1993).

Quyén luc va te rieong c6 thé hién hitu mot cach tuong minh, rd rang hoac tiém an, vo
hinh trong dién ngén. Quyén luc & day thuc chat goi 1a quyén luc xa hoi do né lién quan dén
quan hé giira cac nhom x4 hoi khac nhau. Méi quan hé giira tu tuong va quyén luc 1a quan h¢
bién ching, theo do, tu tudng 1a co ché manh mé thuc thi, duy tri, hay tranh dau quyén lyc;
nguoc lai, quyén luc ¢d kha ning hinh thanh, cang c¢b hay kiém soat niém tin, gia tri, nhan thiec.
Quyén lyc thudng duoc hiéu nhu 14 su kiém soat hanh dong hay nhan thuc, cach suy nghi cua
ngudi khac. Phuong thuc kiém soat nhan thirc hiéu qua nhét 1a qua su thuyet phuc hay thao
tlng (manipulation) vi loi ich cua minh. Quyén lyc c6 thé dén tir “kha nang tiép can diac quyén
Vi cac ngudn luc c6 gia tri x4 hoi nhu cta cai, thu nhap, vi tri x4 hoi, dia vi, sic manh, quan
hé thanh vién, gido duc, tri thic, va kha nang kiém soét thé loai, hinh thirc, ngit canh giao tiép
dién ngdén” (van Dijk, 1993, tr. 254). Foucault (2008) thira nhan quyén luc cd tinh tran ap
(repressive), nhung con co tinh kién tao (productive), va c6 mat khiap noi (omnipresent). Tu
tuong duoc hiéu 1a tap hop cac niém tin, gia tri va gia dinh mach lac va twong d6i 6n dinh cua
cac ca nhan va cong dong. Ching c6 vai trd hinh thanh cach nhan thic va hiéu vé thé gioi caa
ho theo nhitng cach phuc vu lgi ich cua cac nhém xa hoi nhat dinh. Quyén luc tiém 4n ciing 1a
mot khia canh ma CDA quan tam. Fairclough (2015, tr. 97) nhan xét rang do c¢6 nhiing thay doi

Adorno, Erich Fromm, Herbert Marcuse va Max Horkheimer (Harris, 2024).

5 Thuat ngir “social practice” mang hai nghia: chi mét hanh dong/tap quan xa hoi va nhu 1a thuc tién x& hoi. Do
vay, toi tam dich la tap quan/thuc tién xa hoi.
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x4 hoi ma “nhitng ngudi nAm quyén budc phai thuc thi chién lwoc duy tri va tai tao quyén lyuc
ctia minh mot cach gian tiép hon”. Trong thuc tidn, mbi quan hé giira dién ngon, tu twong va
quyén lyc thuong 1a khong twdng minh. Chinh vi vay, Wodak va Meyer (2009, tr. 8) cho ring
CDA can tap trung vao viéc boc 16 “niém tin doi thuong tiém an”®, noi cach khac, do 1a tu
tuong duoc che giau, an, vo hinh, trong ngdn ngir. Pidu nay s& mang lai su hiéu biét su sic
hon vé vai trd cua ngdn ngit trong doi séng xa hoi.

CDA c6 mot sé dic diém sau day: “Déi twong 14 cac vdn dé xa héi va chinh trj hon 1a
nghién ctu thuan tdy vé ngdn ngit trong bdi canh xa hoi va chinh tri; viéc phan tich phé phan
mang tinh da nganh; thay vi chi md td cac cau tric dién ngdn, CDA gidi thich ching dudi goc
d6 cac dic tinh cua tuong tic xa hoi va dac biét 1a cu tric x& hoi; cu thé hon, CDA tap trung
vao phan tich phuong thirc dién \ngodn thuc hién, xac nhan, hop thire hda, tai tao hoac thach thirc
cac moi quan hé lam dung quyén lyc (su thong tri) trong xa hoi” (van Dijk, 2015, tr. 467, cac
tir viét nghiéng la cia van Dijk).

Trong thyc tién, CDA thuong phan tich su hoat dong cua cac yéu té ngdn ngit thé hién
tu tudng, va tinh chat thuyét phuc cia ngdn ban viét (text) va ngdn ban noéi (talk). Pay 1a mot
diém rat cot yéu cua CDA: giai ma tu tuong 1 bude dau dé boc 16 su hoat dong cua quan hé
quyén lyc, nhu Fairclough da khang dinh tu twong chinh 13 ¥ nghia st dung dé phuc vu quyén
luc — “ideology is meaning in service of power” (Fairclough, 1995, tr. 14). Darvin va Norton
(2015, tr. 42) ciing chia sé quan niém nay khi cho rang “Qua phan tich tu twong, ta ¢d thé hiéu
1d hon céach thirc quyén luc duoc thé hién vé mat vat chat trong thuc tidn xa hoi”™. Co thé giai
thich diém nay nhu sau: co ban cé hai cach duy tri, thuc thi quyén luc qua (a) su de doa, ép
budc, bao luc (coercion, violence) hodc thdng qua su (b) thuyét phuc (maot hinh thuc kiém soéat)
qua tu tuong. Su dung tu tudng dé thuyét phuc ngudi khac 1am theo y dinh cia minh 1a mot
giai phap it tén kém, hay it 6 mau hon. Tu tudng 1a co ché kiém soat bing su ddng thuan
(Fairclough, 1989). Do vay, ludn c6 su che day viéc thuc hién hay duy tri quyén luc qua tu
tuong trong dién ngdn. Céac tu twdng théng tri nay lai dwoc bién thanh diéu moi ngudi d& chap
nhan nhu 1a mét tt yéu, 12 18 thudng (common sense), va ching c6 thé hién dién trong cac quy
dinh, quy ché, chuan, luat choi, vin hoa... Mot vi du minh hoa la khi muén nhan vién phai thuc
hién cac y dinh cua 1anh dao ma khdng c6 su phan khang, dau tranh, ¢ thé thuyét phuc bang
nhiéu cach, nhung phé bién la xay dung céi goi 1a vin héa cong ty v6i nhiing chi dan tuong
minh: nhan vién, nguoi lao dong khong dugc/dugce 1am gi, ndi gi, suy nghi gi... . Cac quy dinh
tao dung nén vin héa cia td chirc, va viéc thuc thi cac quy dinh d6 trd thanh 18 thuong & to
chtre. Nhan vién it khi biét ring minh dang bi kiém soat. Thyuc hién cac quy dinh la viéc tat
nhién (naturalized), 1a I& thuong. Tinh than caa CDA 1a phai 1am 16 cac tu tudng do, va phuong
thire chung duoc hién thuc hoa trong dién ngdn, phuc vu quyén luc duy tri cau tric, trat tu xa
hoi. Viéc phan tich ngudn lec ngén ngit hanh chirc ¢d vai trd quan trong trong viéc boc 16 cac
tu tuong nay (nhu dugc hién thuc hoéa & cac quy dinh cu thé trong vi du nay). Ciing can phai
nhan manh rang viéc boc 16 tu tudng ciing khong phai 1a mot cong viéc dé dang bai vi né ludn
dugc che gidu, ton tai vo hinh, tham thau va phat tan rong rai trong van hoa (Agger, 2013) qua
viéc st dung ngén ngit (nhu an du y niém: politics is war (xem Lakoff & Johnson, 1980). Sau
day 1a mot vi du minh hoa vé viéc sir dung ngon ngir.

Tit b4o: Police contain violent protesters in downtown era (Canh sat kiém ché nhiing

® 1t is, however, not that type of ideology on the surface of culture that interests CDA, it is rather the more hidden
and latent type of everyday beliefs, .... (Wodak & Meyer, 2009, tr. 8)

" Itis through an interrogation of ideology that one can examine more closely how power manifests itself materially
in “social” practices ...” (Darvin & Norton, 2015, tr. 42)



VNU JOURNAL OF FOREIGN STUDIES, VOL. 40, NO. 5 (2024) 7

ngudi biéu tinh bao dong tai khu vuc trung tam thanh phd).

Két qua phan tich cho thiy ngudi biéu tinh di dugc thé hién la nhing ngudi “bao dong”
qua tir “violent”, con sy phan ¢ng cua canh st 1a kiém ché qua tur ¢ ‘contain”, va can thiét (do
ngudi biéu tinh bao dong). Tir goc d6 ngit phap, didu dang chu ¥ 1a su Vang mat cua cac trang
ngit hay tinh tir md ta hanh doéng cua canh sat: hinh anh cua ho duoc kién tao mét cach “trung
hoa”. Viéc st dung dang cau chi dong khong phai 12 ngau nhién, ma c6 vai tro khiang dinh tinh
chu dong cua canh sat. Pay co thé ciing 1a mot chu ¥ cua ngudi viét. Tit bdo co thé tao ra su
dong thuan, hay I thuong 1a cac hanh dong bao dong can phai dugc kiém ché va ngan chan. Ai
c6 thé khong ddng y voi tu tudong nay? Ngudi biéu tinh dugc md ta bing ngén ngir tiéu cuc,
ching minh hanh dong phan wng caa canh sét 1a hop ly. Ngén ngir cia Tit bao gian tiép ung ho
co cau quyén luc xa hoi hién hitu qua viéc nhan manh sy bao dong cua ngudi biéu tinh. N6 ¢6
thé 1am cong ching c6 thai do tiéu cuc véi nhimg ngudi biéu tinh va thai do tich cuc véi canh
sét, duy tri trat tu x4 hoi; wu tién tinh than trat ty luat phap so véi quyén biéu tinh cua cong dan.
Phan phan tich trén cho thay nhiing tu twdong va quan hé quyén luc da duoc che giau, an sau
ngdn ngit nhu thé nao, va ngudi doc phai “suy ra”.

4. Co sé ly luan cia CDA

CDA hoat dong trén co sé mot sb gia dinh vé ngdn ngir nhu: ngdén ngir nhu 1a mot tap
quan/thyc tién xa hoi; ngdn ngir duoc kién tao va bi quy dinh bai cu trdc xa hoi; nhung no
cling kién tao va co tac dong dén cau trdc xa hoi. Ngon ngir vé ban chit 1a mang tinh tu tudng
va dong mét vai tro quan trong (médc du thuong vo hinh) trong viéc bién tu twdng thanh mot 18
thuong, tu nhién (Lin, 2014, tr. 215). Can phai nhan manh rang viéc nghién cau ngdn ngix trong
bdi canh xa hoi, van hoa chinh tri c6 thé 1am co s¢ cho nghién cau ve cac van dé xa hoi, thuc
tién x& hoi, quan hé quyén lec va tu tuong, do cac thuc thé nay duogc thé hién, va ton tai trong
ngon ngir. Ngon ngit la su hién thuc hoa vat chat rat quan trong cta ching. Khdng phai ngau
nhién ma Fairclough dat tén cong trinh noi tiéng ciia minh 1a “Ngbn ngir va Quyén luc -
Language and Power” (Fairclough, 1989/2002/2015). Tuy nhién, ciing khong nén qua nhan
manh vai trd cua ngdn ngir trong kién tao x& hoi, tu trong va quyén lyc. Phai thay rang ngon
ngir khdng phai la khong gian (space) duy nhat ma & do quan hé quyén lyc, tu tuong, ban sac
(identity), va cac van dé x4 hoi khéac, duoc kién tao hay ton tai. Chung con dugc kién tao va
hién hiru trong cic hanh dong xa hoi va ky hiéu khac. Cac hanh dong phi dién ngon (non-
discursive) va diéu kién vat chét c6 thé tao ra tac dong vo cling to 16n.

CDA duoc dua trén gia thiét 1a c6 mbi quan hé bién chimng giira ngdn ngir va xa hoi®.
Nhu vay, phan tich viéc str dung ngbn ngit can phai dit trong béi canh xa hoi (Jorgensen &
Phillips, 2001/2014). Fairclough va Wodak (1997) tém lugc mot s gia thiét khac dé ung ho
quan diém c6t yéu nay. D6 1a: CDA quan tim cac van dé xa hoi; quan hé quyén luc duoc kién
tao trong dién ngdn; didn ngdn ciu thanh x& hoi va van hoa; dién ngdn mang tinh tu twong; dién
ngdn mang tinh lich sir; méi lién hé gitra ngén ban (text)® va x& hoi ton tai qua trung gian; phan
tich dién ngbn mang tinh giai thich va dién dich; dién ngon la mét dang cua hanh dong xa hoi.

CDA duya trén mot s ly thuyét hé hinh co ban va céc ly thuyét xa hoi vé dién ngon,
quyén lyc, tu twong, tap quan/thuc tién x& hoi va ban sic, va trong thuc tién lubn tim cach tich

& Piéu nay c6 thé thay qua viéc ra mét tap chi cé tén goi “Dién ngdn va Xa hoi — Discourse and Society” cua van
Dijk nam 1993.

9 Thuat ngir “text” c6 thé dich thanh “ngdn ban” véi y nghia la sy thé hign vat chat cua dién ngon va bao gom ca
ngdn ngit viét, ngdn ngir néi va cac hinh thie ki hidu khac cua dign ngon.
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hop cac ly thuyét xa hoi véi ly thuyét ngén ngit. Nhiéu nha ly thuyét xa hoi nhu Gramsci,
Derrida, Bernstein, Bourdieu, Foucault, Giddens va Habermas da thu hut sy chu y dén vai tro
then chét cua ngén ngit trong xa hoi. Tuy nhién, nhu Fairclough (2003), mt thanh vién sang
lap CDA, da chi ra ho it quan tAm dén cac dic diém ngén ngir cua su kién giao tiép. Su thay
d6i hé hinh quan tdm dén vai trd cua ngon ngir (linguistic turn) da khién CDA tro thanh mot
trong nhitng phuong phap nghién ctru dugc sir dung rong réi (Janks, 1997; Fairclough, 2001)
trong khoa hoc xa hoi. Nhiéu nghién ciru trong khoa hoc xa hoi da sir dung CDA nhu 13 cong
cu diéu tra cac van dé xa hoi hién hitu trong viéc st dung ngdn ngit ¢ dang ngdbn ngit n6i va
ngdn ngit viét. Charteris-Black (2004) di két hop CDA vai ly thuyét 4n du y niém thanh khung
phan tich 4n du phé phan (Critical metaphor analysis - CMA\) sir dung khdi liéu.

Fairclough da y niém hda dién ngon va thao tac phan tich twong tng thanh mot mé hinh
ba chiéu gom: a) dién ngdn nhu 1a ngdn ban bit nguon tur Iy thuyét ngdn ngir, ky hiéu hoc
(Saussure, 2016; Halliday, 1978); twong ing v&i quan niém nay 1a thao tac “mo ta” tap trung
vao Viéc phan tich cac dac dlem hinh thire nhu tir vung (tr ngir va an du), ngit phap (Chuyen
tac; tinh thai), tinh lién két, cAu trGc ngdn ban, an du, v.v.; b) dién ngdn nhu 13 qua trinh dién
ngdn bao gom cac qua trinh san xuat (n6i va viét), phan phdi va tiéu thu ngén ban; trong tng
V6i quan niém nay 14 thao tac “dién giai”, tic 1a phan tich qua trinh kién tao dién ngén trén co
s két hop cac dién ngdn va the loai sin c6 o tac gia, va viéc sir dung cac nguon luc & ngudi
tiép nhan dé hiéu hgon ban; va c) dién ngdn nhu 1a tap quan/thuc tién xa hoi; tuong ung véi y
niém 1a “giai thich” mdi quan hé giira viéc sir dung ngon ngir va tap quan/thyc tlen x& hoi, nhan
manh dén vai trd cua tap quan/thuc tién x& hoi vai viéc duy tri/hay thay d6i cau tric va trat ty
x4 hoi (Jorgensen & Phillips, 2012). CDA sir dung cac khai niém vé tu tuong cia Althusser,
quyén bé chu va sy dong thuan cia Gramsci, nang luc mé rong, va tu ban, trudng va thoi quen
cuia Bourdieu. M6 hinh nay c6 thé tra loi cac cau hoi lién quan dén tinh lich st, tinh lién ngon
ban (intertextual)*® va tinh lién dién ngon. Tuy nhién, no cling gay sy hiéu nham rang phan tich
CDA tuan tu theo cac budc trén. Fairclough di 1am rd nhu sau:

Phén tich la mot qua trinh tur diép giai dén mo ta va tro lai dién giai: tir diég giai tap quan/thuc

tién dien ngén (qua trinh san xuat va tiéu thu), dén mo ta ngén ban, dén dien giai ca ngdn ban

va tap quan/thuc tién dien ngdén dudi anh sang cua tdp quan/thyc tién xa hoi ¢ do dieén ngén
dugc nhung vao (embedded). Khong nhét thi€t phai tién hanh theo trat tu nay va cac nha phén
tich c6 thé bat dau tir phan tich ngdn ban, hodc phan tich tp quéan/thuc tién xa hoi! (Fairclough,

2012, tr. 231).

CDA da str dung ly thuyet cua Marx, Gramsci (1975), Althusser (1984), Foucault (1980)
va Bourdieu (1984, 1988) dé phan tich hoat dong cua quyen lyc trong va qua ngon ngt, dac
biét 1a tir goc d6 phé phan. Chu nghia Marx cong nhan mdi quan hé bién chiing giita ha ting xa
hoi va thuong tang x& hoi (vin hoa, tu twong, chinh tri, dinh ché), theo d6 tu tudng cling ¢ tinh
doc lap twong ddi va 1a mot ngudn luc ¢d thé dinh hinh va duy tri cac hoat dong va quan hé
kinh té. Triét gia Marxist Althusser (1971) ¢3 mo rong khai niém vé “Bo may nha nudc - State

1o ‘Thuat ngir “intertextual” thuong dugc dich 1a lién van ban vi da la mot thuat ngir quen thugc, tuy nhién can hiéu

yéu t6 “text” nhur 14 sy thé hién vat chat ciaa dién ngén, tic 12 ngdn ban, chir khdng phai 1a ngdn ngir viét — lién
ngén ban.

11 “Analysis involves a progression from interpretation to description and back to interpretation: from
interpretation of the discourse practice (process of production and consumption), to description of the text, to
interpretation of both of these in the light of the social practice in which the discourse is embedded. It is not
necessary to proceed in this order, and analysts can begin from text analysis, or indeed analysis of social practice”
(Fairclough, 2012, tr. 231)
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appratus” ciia Marx va dua ra Iy thuyét vé “Bo may y thic hé nha nudc - Ideological state
apparatus, ISA” gdm cac dinh ché nhu trudng hoc, co quan hanh chinh, co s& ton gido va
phwong tién truyén théng. Ngon ngit duoc str dung trong cac dinh ché nay thé hién hé tu tusng
cua tang 16p lanh dao hoic nha nudc (Althusser, 1971). V& mat ndy, cac hinh thuc thng tri cua
mot x& hoi cd thé dugc nghién ctu thong qua viéc phan tich didn ngon lién quan dén céc ISA
d6. Qua tu tudong con ngudi ¢ thé bi 4n dinh vao céc vi tri chu thé (subject position), tao cho
ho 40 twdng rang minh 1a nhirng tac nhan ty do. CDA dua trén Iy thuyét cua Althusser va
Gramsci gilp cac nha nghién cau khoa hoc xa hoi phan tich phé phan anh huéng cua tu tweng
duoc an chira trong ngdn ngit hanh chic trong mot x4 hoi cu thé. Gramsci cho rang dién ngén
chtra dung tu twong caa nhém théng tri, va nhitng ngudi bi ap birc khéng nhan thire dugc lidu
cac chuan muc va gia tri xa hoi ma ho coi 1a “1& thuong” ¢ phai la nhiing quy tic mang tinh
tran 4p hay khong (Gramsci, 1971). Theo Gramsci, quyén ba chii (hegemony) 1a “sy dong y tu
phét cua dai da s6 ddi véi dinh hudng chung do nhdm thong tri ap dat 1én doi song x& hoi’ (tr.
12).

Foucault cho réng dién ngdn van dong qua lai vira phan &nh va vira kién tao thuc tién xa
hoi (xem Breeze, 2011). Foucault tin rang qua trinh dién ngon dan xen voi tp quan/thuc tién
xa hoi. Khong gidng nhu Gramsci va Althusser, 6ng khang dinh rang cac dién ngon khong chi
dugc tao ra chi boi nhom thong tri va ludn hoat dong ngam. Ong nhan manh nghién ctru dién
ngodn khong nén bé qua viéc nghién ctru chii thé ma nén dat cdu hoi chu thé co thé xuat hién
trong nhirng diéu kién nao, thong qua nhiing hinh thuc gi, theo trét tu dién ngodn; nd chiém vi
tri gi; n6 thé hién chirc ning gi; va nod tuan theo cac quy tic nio trong ting loai dién ngon
(Foucault, 1986).

C6 thé thy trong nhitng ndm gan diy, CDA chiu anh hudng 16n tir Bourdieu. Bourdieu
khong chi phé phan cach thic tién hanh nghién ctru ngdn ngir truyén théng dua trén 1y thuyét
ctia Saussure va Chomsky; 6ng con dua ra nhitng ¥ twéng méi nham kham pha méi quan hé
qua lai gitra viéc st dung ngdn ngir va cac hinh thire tu ban, vai tro cua thoi quen, truong tac
dong dén doi sbng xa hoi nhu thé nao. Bourdieu dua ra 1y thuyét vé nang luec mo rong (expanded
competence), va day c6 thé duoc coi 1a mot cach nhin rong hon vé nang luc ngdn nglr so voi
khai niém nang lyc (competence) do Chomsky dua ra. Déi véi Bourdieu (1977), ning luc bao
ham néi c6 nguoi nghe. Ong con khang dinh thém rang ngdn ngit khong chi la cong cu giao
tiép, tri thirc ma con 1a cong cu quyén Iyc. Mot ngudi ndi khong chi dé duoc hiéu ma con dé
duoc tin tudng, dugce tudn theo, dugc ton trong, dugc phan biét.

Hau cdu triic ludn véi CDA

CDA di ap dung truc tiép mot sd tu twong hau cdu trac'? va mé rong sy ung dung tu
tuong nay trong linh vuc s dung ngén ngir trong bbi canh xa hoi. CDA va hau cau trac luan la
hai truyén thong hoc thuét khac nhau, nhung c6 lién quan v6i nhau. Ching déu co chung mbi
quan tam dén ngdn ngit va quyen lwc, nhdn manh vai tro clia ngdn ngit trong viéce kién tao thuc
tién x4 hoi va quan hé quyén lyc, tip trung phé phan vao cach ngdn ngit c6 tac dong va chiu su
tac dong boi cau triic x4 hoi, tu tudng va quan hé quyén lyc (Fairclough, 1989/2001). CDA va
hau cdu tric luan thach thirc quan diém cho rang bat ky ngon ban hoic dién ngdn nio ciing chi
c6 mdt y nghia ¢ dinh duy nhét. Tuy nhién, van ton tai mot sd khac biét nhu: hau ciu trac luan

12 Jorgensen va Phillips (2014, tr. 6; Burr, 2003) cho rang “hau cau tric luan” 1a mot phan (subcategory) cua pham
tr0 Kién tao xa hoi - “But both social constructionism and poststructuralism are disputed labels and there is no
consensus about the relationship between the two. We understand social constructionism as a broader category of
which poststructuralism is a subcategory.” LUi lai lich st, c6 thé théy tu twdng kién tao xa hoi di co & Marx (1845)
(in Theses on Feuerbach) qua phét biéu: “con ngudi 14 tong hoa méi cac quan hé xa hoi; va & Voloshinov (1929),
ngudi ké tuc Marx trong cong trinh “Chu nghia Marx va triét hoc ngdn ngir”.
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c6 pham vi rong hon va c6 dinh hudng ly thuyét hon, xudt phat tir triét hoc va phé binh vin
hoc. Hau cu trtc luin duoc hiéu nhu 13 mot cach tiép cén, _mot cach nhin hon Ia phuong phap
nghién ctru; N6 thién vé phé phan mang tinh triét hoc quyén luc/tri thirc, céu tric, ¥ nghia va
ban sic, va nghi ngo cac khai niém nén tang cua tu tuong hién dai. CDA lai tap trung hon vé
phuong phép phan tich dua trén nén tang ngon ngir hoc va khoa hoc xa hoi. CDA c6 muyc dich
phén tich m6i quan h¢ cua dién ngdn véi quyén luc, tu tuong va ciu tric xa hoi, dong thoi cung
cap cac cong cu va phuong phap phén tich cu thé dé phan tich ngon ban noi va ngdn ban viét
trong bdi canh x3 hoi voi muyc tiéu 16 rang 1a huong toi thay d6i xa hoi. Mot sé tu tuong hau
cau trac ap dung trong CDA c¢6 thé duogc tom tit nhu sau.

Dién ngon va quyén luc/tri thirc (discourse va power/knowledge)

Ly thuyét ciia Foucault vé dién ngodn, quyén luc/tri thire dong gop dang ké cho hau cu
trac luan, va c6 mot sé ham y quan trong d6i voi CDA. Ong cho riang quyén lyc va tri thirc 1a
khong thé tach bach, cho nén 6ng ludn viét “power/knowledge” nhu 1a mot khai niém don nhat.
Foucault thach thirc cac quan niém truyén thong vé quyén lic va tri thie, duoc nhin nhan khong
phai nhu nhing thyc thé hay cAu trac tinh ma la nhimg qua trinh nang dong c6 moi lién két
phtre tap voi dién ngdn. Quyén luc/tri thirc ton tai va hoat dong trong dién ngon. St dung dién
ngodn diéu khién duoc nguoi khac ma khong can _phai dung dén bao luc thudng duoc coi 14 biéu
hién cua strc manh. Tuy nhién, cling phai noi rang dién ngon khong phai 1a dia chi duy nhat
Foucault khong pht nhan thé gioi vat chat nhu 1a mot truong hoat dong quan trong cua quyén
luc/tri thire. V&i Foucault, quyén luc khong nén duoc hiéu chi vé6i § nghia tiéu cuc trin ap, ma
né con co tac dung kién tao. Quyén luc tao nén dién ngdn, tri thirc, va cac cha thé (Foucault,
1980). N6 c6 vai tro kién tao thuc tidn x4 hoi va quyét dinh cach chung ta néi vé thé giéi duge
tao dung do. Dién ngon khong chi la mét qua trinh tuong tac/giao tiép ma con 1 khong gian
quyén lyc va mot cong cu kién tao, duy tri hay dau tranh tu tuong.

Dién ngon co vai tro trung tm trong viéc kién tao chu thé va dbi tugng. Nhu vay, phan
tich dién ngdn can tra 10i cau hoi “thyc tién x4 hoi bao gdm ca cac chi thé va dbi twong dugc
kién tao nhu thé nio trong dién ngon” (Jorgensen & Phillips, 2012, tr. 14). Pdi v6i Foucault,
dién ngodn van dong qua lai, vira phan anh va vira kién tao thyc tién X4 hoi cta nhing tac nhan
khac nhau sir dyng dién ngdn. Ly thuyét nay da thuc ddy CDA nghién ciru vai tro cua dién ngon
khong chi 1a kién tao thyc tai xa hoi, ma con 1a khong gian quyén lyc va ngudn lyc duy tri hay
tranh chép tu tuong. Diéu nay lién quan dén viéc phan tich cac diéu kién khi dién ngon xuét
hién, cac quy tac chi ph01 sy hinh thanh cua ching va anh huong cua chung d6i véi tri thic,
ban sic va quan hé quyén luc clng ddng thoi xuat hién. Khai niém tinh chu thé (subjectivity)
do Foucault dua ra c6 y nghia rat quan trong voi viéc phan tich xem cac ca nhén dugc kién tao
thé nao trong dién ngdn. Pidu nay bao gdm viéc kham pha cach cac dlen ngodn tao dung va phan
loai cac ca nhan, gan cho ho cac vai va danh phan, cling nhu diéu tiét hanh vi cta ho thong qua
cac chuan muc va ky vong. Ta thé thiy qua mot vi du nhu sy xép hang hoc sinh thanh hoc sinh
€161, hoc sinh kha, hoc sinh trung binh ... Vi¢c phan loai nay khong phai la khong c6 cén ctr
(nhu dya trén két qua hoc tap dé tao dong luc tap cho hoc sinh). Tuy nhién, diéu kha rd 1a hoc
sinh da bi gz"m cho nhitng danh phéan nhét dinh. Mot em hoc sinh nao dé bi Xép loai “trung binh”
c6 thé s& luén nghia 13 minh 13 ngudi trung binh, bi gan cho cai danh tinh trung binh. Ho ¢6 thé
chiu nhitng dinh kién xa hoi nhat dinh. C6 thé tham khao thém khai niém “interpellation”*® do
Althusser (1965) dua ra, chi qua trinh trong d6 cac ca nhan dugc bién thanh chi thé boi tu

13 M6t vi du vé “interpellation” nhu: nha truong khong chi day kién thirc va ky niang, ma con day gia tri va chuén
tac. Nguoi hoc dugc day tro thanh cac vai/chi thé nhu “cong dan toan ciu”, “cong dan c6 trach nhiém”. Dién ngon
quang céo cho ta vai chu thé/bién chung ta thanh “khach hang théng minh” hay “khach hang 1a thuong dé”.
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tuong, gan cho nhiing identity, théng qua sy twong tac vi cac dinh ché y thirc hé khac nhau
cia nha nuéc (nhu truong hoc, nha tho, gia dinh, v.v.). C6 thé c6 nhiing goi y dé kham pha
cach thire ngén ngir va chién luoc giao tiép kién tao thuc tai xa hoi, dinh hinh ban sic va quan
hé quyén luc.

Tinh khéong 6n dinh ciia nghia

Mot tu tudng quan trong cua hau cu tric luan 14 tinh khong 6n dinh cua nghia (instability
of meaning), nang dong va ludn bi “tri hodn - deffered”. Y nghia khong cb dinh va tron ven,
ma 1a két qua cua su tuong tac gila tac gia, doc gia, va bdi canh x3 hoi bao gdm ca bdi canh
lién ngdn ban va bdi canh tinh hudng. Nhu vy, cé thé thiy tinh da nghia ctia ngén ban, nhung
chinh bdi canh x4 hoi lai 14 yéu té giéi han, 1am rd nghia cu thé. Derrida (1976) dua ra ba khai
niém trung tim 1a “khac biét - différance*, “tri hodn - defferal”, va “bat dinh - undecidability”
dé chi rd tinh khong 6n dinh cb hitu nay cua ¥ nghia. Sy tri hodn va bat dinh nay tao ra mot
chudi vo tdn hodc mot mang ludi y nghia ludn thay doi, khong bao gid c6 thé dat duoc hoidc
hoan thién day du vao bat ky Itic nao. Gia dinh nay twong thich v6i “Khai niém lién ngon ban
— intertextual” do Kristeva (1966) dua ra trong cong trinh “Word, Dialogue and Novel — Tur,
Hoi thoai va Tiéu thuyét”, chiu anh hudéng quan niém cua Bakhtin (1981) vé tinh d6i thoai
(dialogism) va tinh phtrc di€u/da thanh (polyphony) ctia ngén ban. Vi Kristeva, y nghia ctua
mot ngdn ban xudt hién tir su twong tac ciia nd voi cac ngdn ban khac thong qua nhiéu hinh
thirc nhu trich dan, 4m chi va chuyén thé khac nhau. .., chtr khong phai tir sy mach lac bén trong
hay ¥ dinh cua tac gia. Néi cach khéc, ¥ nghia khong ¢ dinh va tron ven vi n6 1a két qua cua
su tuong tac giira tac gia va doc gia va ludn phu thudce vao bdi canh lich sir va xa hoi. Noi cach
khac, y nghia bi tri hoan. Quan niém nay la sy thach thirc quan ni€m coi ngon ban la nhiing tac
pham biét 1ap va lam thay doi cach chiing ta hiéu vé su sang tao va dién dich ngén ban, nhan
manh ranh gidi linh hoat gifta cdc van ban va cach thuc, ¢ do, y nghia lién tuc dugc thuong
luong va tai kién tao. Tinh lién ngdn ban nhan manh vai trd cia nguoi doc trong viée tich cuc
kién tao y nghia thong qua sy twong tac ctia ho véi ngon ban, dya trén sy hiéu biét vé cac ngon
ban khac va bdi canh vin hoa va lich str. Piéu ndy nhin manh vai trd ctia nguoi doc trong qua
trinh tao ra y nghia va lam ndi bat tinh linh hoat trong dién dich y nghia ctia ngén ban. N6 1y
giai tai sao mot ngdn ban lai ¢6 thé duoc hiéu theo nhirng cach khac nhau, ¢ cac doc gia khac
nhau. Twong tu 1 quan niém cua Barthes (1967) thé hién trong tiéu luan “Cai chét cia tac gia
- The death of the author'®”. Bai tiéu luan nay la su thach thirc di voi truyén thong cho rang
tac gia 1a ngudi quyét dinh noi dung ¥ nghia ctia ngon ban. Barthes 1ap luan rang chinh nguoi
doc 1a ngudi lam cho ngdn ban tré nén sdng dong thong qua dién dich. Su chuyén doi tir ¥ dinh
clia tac gia sang su tiép nhan ctia doc gia da dan cha hoa qua trinh kién tao y nghia va phu hop
v6i sw nhin manh ctia hiu cdu trac luan vé tinh bat 6n dinh cua y nghia va vai tro cua ngdén ngir
nhu mot khong gian ciia quyén luc va sy tranh chap. Mot khi mot ngon ban dugc tao ra, nd sé
ddc 1ap véi tac gia, va trd thanh mot khong gian noi nhidu ¥ nghia c6 thé phat sinh, chiu anh
hudng baoi bdi canh van hoa va lich sir ctia ca ngdn ban va ngudi doc. Nha nghién ctru vin hoa,
x hoi hoc ngudi Anh Stuart Hall (1980) trong bai viét “Encoding/Decoding” ciing cho ring
ngudi tiép nhan (khan gia) c6 vai trd quan trong khi giai ma thong diép. Anh ta co thé giai ma
thong diép theo nhitng ma (codes) khac vi mal® ciia nguoi phéat dua trén phong vin hoa va trai

14 Ty “Différance” duoc Derrida b tinh viét sai chinh ta d& bao gdm ca khéc biét va tri hoan.

15 Nhirng tuyén bd kiéu nhu “Cai chét cua tac gia” can duoc dat trong bdi canh x& hoi nhat dinh. Theo Ngb Tu
Lép (2017, tr. 43) “tuyén bo ve cai chet cua Tac gia, hay ve su ra doi ciia Doc gia, chang han khong that sy thuyet
phuc, bai I€, 6 chau A, su phan biét rach roi gitra ly tri va thé gigi, gitta ngdn ngir va véi thuc tai chua bao gio ton
tai”.

16 The codes of encoding and decoding may not be perfectly symmetrical, (Hall, 1980, tr. 131). Nguoi tiép nhan
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nghiém cé nhan riéng cua minh. Tuy nhién, cau hoi dat ra la: Y nghia ciia ngdn ban 1a gi? Co
thé néi rang khong c6 ¥ nghia ¢ dinh, bat bién theo thoi gian va khong gian. Y nghia lu6n cu
thé, phu thudc vao bdi canh xa hoi; né 1a két qua cua su twong tac gilra nguoi n6i/viét va ngudi
nghe/doc trong hoan canh ma khi d6 né dwgc giai ma. Y nghia 1a dong kién tao xa hoi (co-
social constructs).

Tw ban, thoi quen, va truong

Ba khai niém trung tdm cua Bourdieu (1986) la tu ban (capital), thoi quen (habitus), va
truong (field) tao nén mot khung nghién ciru doi sdng xa hoi va hanh vi ca nhan trong d6. Theo
Bourdieu (1986), khong thé giai thich dugc cAu tric va sy hoat dong cua xa hoi néu khong st
dung lai khai niém “tu ban” tir Iy thuyét kinh té. Ong phén chia ba loai chinh 14 tu ban kinh té,
1a nhimg gi ban sé hitu (cua cai, tai san, tién bac); tu ban van hoa la nhitng gi ban biét (k¥ ning
va kién thire, duoc su vat hoa thanh cac san pham van hoa va dugc dinh ché hoa nhu bang cip)
va tu ban x4 hoi 1a nhimg nguoi ban biét (mang ludi cac mdi quan hé). Khi dugc cong nhan 1a
6 gia tri va hop chudn, chiing s& trd thanh tu ban biéu trung (nhu uy tin, gia tri va su cong
nhan) (Bourdieu, 1987). Cac ca nhan c6 thé c6 vi thé (position) khac nhau trong cac khong gian
xa ho1 khac nhau dya trén xem ho c6 loai tu ban gi, ¢6 bao nhi€u, va sy thay do6i tang hay giam
cac nguon tu ban (Darvin & Norton, 2019). Vi du nhu mét ai d6 c6 nhiéu bang cap hop thurec,
va bang cap duoc thura nhan la phan anh trinh d¢ hay nang luc cua minh, thi con nguoi ay sé co
nhiéu uy tin trong xa hdi, va s€ co thé ¢6 tleng néi, va ¢6 nhiéu loi ich. C6 nhiéu cua cai dugc
thtra nhén 1a chinh dang, do ty minh lam ra cling 1a mot vi thé quan trong trong xa hoi. Thoi
quen chi mot tap hop cac xu hudng hinh thanh tir sy trai nghiém cudc sdng. N6 dinh hinh nhan
thtrc, hanh dong va phéan tng, thuong 1a mot cach vo thure, dua trén kinh nghiém trong qué khur
va diéu kién xa hoi. Thoi quen vira 13 san pham cta cac diéu kién xa hoi, vira 1a dong luc tac
dong dén hanh vi trong tuong lai, gitp tai tao cau tric xa hoi theo thoi gian. Truong 1a mot
mang ludi cac mdi quan hé khach quan giita cac vi tri quyén luc. Mdi truong déu c6 quy tic,
gié tri va hinh thirc tu ban riéng duoc dinh gia. Truong 1a noi ngudi ta dau tranh, tranh chap dé
c6 thé tich lity, tin dung, chuyén d6i tu ban dé nang cao vi thé ctia minh.

Khung phén tich dya trén ba khai niém trén mang lai mot s6 ham y sau sac cho CDA.
Vi€c nghién ctru tac dong cua thoi quen gitip kham pha ra nhimg xu hudng dan dit cac ca nhan
nhan thire thé gii va dién dat tu tuong ciia ho. Diéu nay néu bét vai tro cua nhimg thanh kién
v0 thire va nhiing gia dinh dugc coi la dwong nhién trong qua trinh kién tao dién ngon. Tu ban
1a ngudn lyc mang lai cho cac ca nhan vai tro anh huong nhét dinh trong viéc dinh hinh dlen
ngdn du 1a trong linh vuc truyen thong, chinh tri, hoc thuat, hay céc linh vuc khac ctua doi song
xa hoi. Truong 1a noi hoat dong véi cac quy dinh vé tuong tac, luat choi, tu ban... Ly thuyét vé
thoi quen, tu ban va truong cua Bourdieu la can cir kham pha vai tro cua dién ngon trong qua
trinh tai tao cac cdu trac xa hoi va quan hé quyén lire trong viéc cung cb hay thach thirc voi cu
trac xa hoi hién co, va xem xet ai 1a nguoi co quyén duoc ndi (the right to speak) va duoc ton
trong (command a listener — quyén duoc nghe). Ly thuyét nay cua Bourdieu ciing nhan dugc
mot sb ¥ kién phé phan nhu né theo thuyét quyét dinh luén, bo qua vai tro chu dong cua ca
nhan, don gian héa thyc tién xa hoi. Tuy nhién, n6 van tiép tuc duoc sir dung rong rii khong
chi trong linh virc khoa hoc xa@ hoi, ma con trong linh vyre ngon ngir hoc tmg dung. Khai niém
“tu ban” va “tu tuong” da dugc tich hop trong trong mé hinh thé hién vai trd ciia “dau tur -
investment” trong viéc hoc ngodn ngir. Ngudi hoc dd dau tu vao viéc hoc ngdn ngit dé c6 thém

c6 thé dat minh & vi tri “dominant/hegemonic — giai ma, chap nhan thong diép ctia ngudi phat”, “negotiated - chap
nhan, song c6 diéu chinh”, hay “oppositional — khdng chap nhan théng diép ciia nguoi phét, va hiéu ngugc lai do
khac biét vé tu tuong, xa hoi”.
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ngudn luc vat chét, biéu trung, va cac nguén lyc nay lai mang cho ho nhitng co hdi mai lam
tang gid tri ctia tu ban van héa, va vi thé ciia ho (Norton, 2013; Darvin & Norton, 2015). C6 thé
coi day la mot trong nhiing cong cu kham pha céc co ché thu:ong an, mo, khong nhin thay, qua
dé quyén luc, bat cong xa hoi duoc duy tri, tranh chép; va boc 16 su tuong tac phirc tap gitra
ngon ngir, quyén lyc va cau triic xa hoi. Mit khac, né ciing gitp ta giai quyet van dé cong bang
x4 hoi, mang lai su thay ddi x4 hoi tich cuc nhu gitp nhitng ngudi yém thé trong xa hoi co thém
tu ban (nhu tu ban van hoa qua viéc cho co hdi hoc tap, nang cao ky nang...) dé cai thién vi thé
va c6 doi song t6t hon.

Quan niém vé cdi thuc (real) va siéu thic (hyperreality)

Baudrillard d& dong gop dang ké voi viée boc 16 mbi quan hé gitta cai thuc va cai siéu
thyc trong xa hoi hau hién dai qua bai viét “Simulacra and Simulator - mé phong” (Baudrillard,
1981). Theo dng, cac nén tang truyén thong xa hoi (social platform), cong nghé so, sy bao hoa
thong tin da thach thirc su phan biét truyén thong gitra cai “thuc” va cai duorc “the hién”, va da
tao ra mot thé gidi siéu thuc (hyperreality). Sy phan biét gitra sy that va cai “a0” ngay cang tro
nén mo nhat. X hoi da vuot ra khoi sy thé hién hodc bat chudc thuan tdy dé dén mot giai doan
siéu thue khi mo phong di trude va xac dinh cai thyc. Theo Agger (2013), trong xa hoi tu ban
héau hién dai, ranh gidi gitra cai thé hién/mo phong va céi dugc thé hién/mé phong (nhu thye té,
van hoa va nhan dién) da tré nén mo dén mirc khong con nhan biét ring quang céo, phim, TV
(nhu TV thuyc té - Reality TV), bao chi, hay tham chi ca gido trinh cling la cac cong cy tu tudng
hay chinh tri. Hién tuong nay dé dugc Marcus va Fischer (1986) noi dén nhu 1a sy khung hoang
vé thé hién (crisis of representation). Ham y quan trong cho viéc phén tich dién ngdn truyén
thong 1a can hiéu cong nghé k¥ thuat sd va nén tang truyén thong xa hoi da lam mo ranh gioi
giita thyc té va mo phong thuc té nhu quang céo, film, phuong tién truyén théng (reality TV);
ddi véi viéc phé phan xa hdi thong tin, can nhan manh su bio hoa thong tin dan dén mét di y
nghia & cai dugc thé hién, tach rdi khoi cac didu kién ton tai vat chét; va trong vian héa tiéu
dung, can lam rd rang thuong hiéu, hinh anh va phong cach song dugc “tiéu thy” khong phai
do tién ich ma vi gia trj biéu trung cta chung. Do vay, ta budc phai xem x¢t lai khai niém “thue”
trong phan tich CDA. N6 goi 1én su suy ngam vé cach thire dién ngon thé hién va klen tao hién
thuc, kéu goi su kham pha mang nhiéu sic thai hon vé nhiing cach thirc ma quyén luc, hé tu
tuong va cong nghé giao nhau trong qué trinh kién tao tri thirc va cac quan hé xa hoi.

Tom lai, viéc ap dung cac ly thuyét hau cau tric trong CDA mang lai mot sb hiéu biét sau
sac Ve sw phtre tap cua phan tich dién ngon, budc chiing ta phai xem x¢€t lai tri thirc cua minh
vé moi quan h¢ da chiéu, phirc tap gitra ngdn ngi, xd hoi va quyén lyc. V&i viéc nhin manh
tinh bét on dinh cua y nghia, sy phirc tap cta cac mdi quan hé nay, va ban chét kién tao cua
hién thuc va ban sic, hau cu tric ludn cho chiing ta mot ling kinh phé phéan hitu ich cho 1y
ludn va phuong phap phan tich dién ngén. N6 budc chung ta phai nghi ngo vé cac gia dinh da
6, kham pha nhimg ddi trong hay bi bé quén, va thira nhan ban chéat da dang va phirc hop von
c6 trong dién ngon.

5. Vé phwong phap va cach tiép can

C6 thé thiy, nghién ctru CDA rit da dang, dya trén nhiéu khung ly thuyét, huéng toi
cac dir lieu va phuong phép khac nhau. Day khong phai la mot truong phai ddng nhat. Cac quan
diém veé phuong phap luén cua CDA kha la da dang khac nhau: “Khoéng c6 mot phuong phap
duy nhat dé thuc hién CDA (Wooffitt, 2005, tr. 137). Su khong dong nhat vé cac phuong phap
nay c6 thé tao ra tinh sang tao thay vi gy ra tac dong bop nghet qua trinh phéat trién CDA. CDA
da tao ra mot khdng gian hoat dong cho céc nha ly thuyét x& hoi quan tim dén ngdn ngir va cac
nha ngdn ngir hoc muén mé rong khung phan tich caa ho bang viéc tich hop cac ly thuyét xa
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hoi c6 lién quan. Do ddi twong la méi quan h¢ gira ngon ngix (ngon ngit hoc) va tw twsng (xa
hdi hoc) vei viéc quan ly quyén luc (chinh tri hoc), tir chd 1a thuc hién nhitng cong trinh nghién
ctiu biét 1ap, CDA ¢6 thé duoc coi nhu 1a mot chuong trinh nghién ctru theo ding nghia cua no
(Blommaert, 2005; O'Mallaran, 2003; van Dijk, 2001);: CDA mang tinh chiét trung hay 1a mot
“trudng phai - school” (Wodak & Meyer, 2009, tr. 5). CDA chua bao gio tuyén bd 1a né chi
dugc dat trén mot ly thuyét cu thé duy nhat. Cac khai niém trung tim nhu dién ngon, phé phan,
quyén lyc, tu tuong duoc hiéu theo nhiéu cach khac nhau. Hién nay c6 thé thiy nhiéu nghién
ctru dién ngdn dudi mac CDA dé cap dén bat binh dang gidi, vi chung, bai Do thai, dan toc chu
nghia, phan biét chung toc, dién ngén truyén théng, dién ngdn chinh tri, quyén luc nghé nghiép
va quyén luc thé ché (van Dijk, 2015). Véi tinh than d6, CDA c¢6 thé dugc coi nhu mét chuong
trinh nghi su cu thé, hay mot cach tiép can phan tich ngdn ngi hanh chitc nham mang lai sy
thay doi xa hoi, hoac it nhat 1a hd trg cudc dau tranh chdng lai su bat binh ding (van Dijk,
2001).
MGt s6 duong hiréng phan tich CDA chinh

Theo Wodak va Meyer (2009), CDA da c6 phat trién manh mg, gém mot s6 duong
huéng gan véi mot sé hoc gia nhu tiép can lich si-dién ngdn (Ruth Wodak va Martin Reisigl);
duong huéng thé hién vai xa hoi (van Leeuwen); dudng huéng nhan thirc xa hoi (van Dijk);
duong hudng quan hé bién ching (Norman Fairclough); duong hudng phén tich phén tan
(Siegfried Jiger va Florentine Maier); duong hudng ngbn ngit hoc khdi liéu (Gerlinde
Mautner). Mdi céch tiép can lai sir dung cac cong cu ly thuyét va phan tich riéng biét, gop phan
tao nén su da dang phong phu caa CDA. Bai viét nay chi tap trung vao gigi thiéu ba duong
hudng chinh hay dugc cac nha nghién ctu thao luan (Jorgensen & Phillips, 2002; Wooffitt,
2005; van Dijk, 2015; Fairclough, 2015).

Duong huong nhdn thic-xa hgi (Sociocognitive approach, SA)

SA chiu anh huong ly thuyét thé hién xa hoi cia S. Moscovici; dién ngén duoc xem la
mot sur kién giao tiép. Trong sb cac nha nghién ctu chu chét cia CDA, van Dijk 1a nha nghién
cuu duy nhét ¢ ging tich  hop cac ly thuyet nhan thac véi cac ly thuyét ngon ngit va xa hoi. Ly
thuyét nhan thuc xa hoi vé nghién cau dién ngdn phé phan (CDS) caa 6ng dé xuat mot mé hinh
ba I6p vé méi quan hé qua lai giira dién ngdn, nhan thic va xa hoi (van Dijk, 2009). N6i mot
cach don gian, van Dijk sir dung ly thuyét lwoc do nhan tharc (vi du: mo hinh ngir canh) lam I6p
trung gian giira cac Cau trc ngon ngir va dién ngdn & cap do vi md (vi du: lya chon tur vung,
chién Iuoc tu tir) va cdu tric x& hoi & cap do vi mo (vi dy: gidi tinh, chung toc, tinh duc). Ong
nhan manh vai tro cta bbi canh x& hoi chinh tri, va dua ra khai niém mé hinh ngir canh (context
models) chi tiét sy thé hién tinh than ciu tric cua tinh hudng giao tiép véi nguoi tham gia
(Wodak & Meyer, 2009).

Puwong hwéng dién ngon-lich si (Discourse-historical approach - DHA)

DHA 1a mot céch tiép can phan tich dién ngén duya trén viéc xac 1ap mdi quan hé gitra
cac truong hanh dong, thé loai, dién ngdn va ngdbn ban. DHA duya trén ly thuyét nhan thic xa
hoi cua van Dijk (1998); dién ngon duoc hiéu 1a hinh thic ¢6 té chic cua tri thirc, con ngén
ban chi cac phat ngdn ndi cu thé hay van ban viét. DHA chiu anh huéng boi céc ly thuyét xa
hoi phé phan chau Au (vi du, ly thuyét phé phan cua truong phéi Frankfurt) va tap trung vao
viéc phé phan qué trinh bién tu trang thanh céc 18 thuong, va che day cac tu tuong trong ngdn
ngit va dién ngbn hang ngay. Céch thé hién ngdn ngi cu thé, phu thudc vao ngit canh. Reisigl
va Wodak (xem Wodak & Meyer, 2009) di trinh bay chi tiét vé ba loai phé phan sau ddy: phé
phan noi tai ngdn ban hozc dién ngdn, phé phan chan doan xa hoi va phé phan trién vong lién
quan dén twong lai. Nam cdu hoi sau day dugc dwa ra dé hudng dan phan tich dign ngdn theo
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duong huong DHA.

 Con nguoi, dd vat, hién tuong/su kién, qua trinh va hanh déng duoc dinh danh va

duoc biéu dat qua cac phuorng tién ngon ngit nhu thé na0’7

e Nhitng tinh chit, pham chit va dic diém nao duoc gan véi cac tac nhan xa hoi, ddi

tuong, hién tuong/su Kién va qua trinh?

e Nhirng luan cr nao duoc sir dung trong dién ngén dang duoc dé cap?

e Nhing dinh danh, quy két, va 1ap luan nay duoc thé hién tir nhitg goc do nao?

e Céc phat ngdn tuong tng c6 duoc phat biéu mot cach cong khai khong; chung duoc

tang cuong hay giam nhe? (Reisigl & Wodak, 2009, tr. 94).

Dua trén nam cau hoi trén, Reisigl vd Wodak dua ra nam loai chién luoc dién ngén, bao
goém chién lugc dinh danh; chién luoc khang dinh; chién lugc tranh luan; chién lugc phéi canh,
chién Iuoc khung hozc thé hién dién ngén; va chién lugc ting cuong, hay giam nhe.

Duong huong quan hé-bién chuing (Dialectical-relational, DRA)

DAR do Fairclough dua ra dya trén nén tang ly thuyét phé phén, chiu nhiéu anh huéng
ciia Marx, Foucault, va ly thuyét ngén ngir caa Halliday. Diac biét, n6 1a sy tiép tuc tinh than
phé phéan cua Marx*’. Fairclough ciing ké tuc tu duy bién chiing cua Hegel va Marx va di goi
cach tiép can cia minh 1 “quan hé - bién ching”. DRA duoc coi la cach tiép can hudng dén
viéc sir dung ngdn ngix nhat. Vi Fairclough, CDA ludn tap trung vao “ngdn ngit/dién ngén nhu
la mot yéu t6 trong qua trinh Kién tao, duy tri, va thay doi trat tu kinh té-x& hoi hién hitu va cudc
ddu tranh chinh trj vi mot trat tu xa hoi tot hon'®”. Vi tinh than phé phén, Fairclough phat bicu
“Khoéng nhu mot s6 ngudi suy nghi, 'CDA khong chi & mot su phé phan dién ngdn (phé phan
ndi tai), ma d6 1a mot sy phé phéan vé thuc té x& hoi hién tai (bao gdm ca dién ngdn vé nd) bit
dau véi su phé phan dién ngon'®”. “Phé phan, d6 1a giai thich” (2015, tr. 7). Fairclough tich hop
ly thuyét xa hoi, Iy thuyét vé tap quan va Iy thuyét ngon ngit hoc. Ong &p dung ngdn ngit hoc
chie niang hé thong (phan tich chuyén tac va tinh thai) va cac ly thuyét vé ky hiéu hoc (tac la
tao ra y nghia), phan tich hoi thoai va cac ly thuyet ngir dung khac trong viéc phat trién cac
phuong phép phén tich ngén ban; vi dy, luot 16, C4u tric twong tac, dién dat, lich sy, kKiém soét
cha @& va phan tich dién ngon, thé loai va phong cach/tiéng néi.

“C6 mot s van dé quan trong ma CDA phai ddi mat dé khang dinh chat luong nghién
cau. Can phadi co cac tiéu chi nhat dinh (Wodak & Meyer, 2009). C6 theé li¢t ké tinh khach quan,
do tin cay, gia tri, giai thich va dién dich.

Tinh khach quan

CDA thuong phai d6i mat voi van dé vé tinh khach quan ciia két qua phan tich do “phé
phan” c6 nghia la cac nha phan tich CDA phai ¢6 quan di€m Iap truong chinh tri xa hoi ro rang
(van Dijk, 2001). Tu tudng Kien tao xa hdi va hau cau truc tat yeu dan dén viéc chap nhan tinh
tuong doi (relativism) cua nghién ctru. Vay cai phién ban nao the hién thuc tai xa hoi duoc coi
la dung hon? Va ai s€ 1a nguoi quyét dinh diéu nay? Co thé ké ba dang cua tinh khach quan:

17 Trén mo caa Marx & thanh phé London, Anh ¢6 dong chit dugc khac: “The philosophers have only interpreted
the world in various ways. The point is, however, to change it - “Cac triét gia chi giai thich thé gigi theo nhiéu
céch khéac nhau. Tuy nhién, van d¢ Ia phai thay d6i n6”.

18 |_gi tuyén bd cua Fairclough vé st mang cua CDA, trén trang web - lancaster.academia.edu: CDA for me has
always focused on language/discourse as an element in the production, maintenance and transformation of the
existing socio-economic order and in political struggles for better order.

19 CDA is not, as one might assume, just a critique of discourse, it is a critique of the existing social reality
(including its discourse) which begins with a critique of discourse (2015, tr. 7).
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tinh khach quan do khdng c6 thién vi; tinh khach quan do doc lap véi tién gia dinh; va tinh
khach quan nhu 1a sy ddng thuan lién chu thé (Kvale & Brinkmann, 2009). Tinh khach quan
dwa trén sy ddng thuan lién chua thé co thé 1a cau tra loi, tuy vay, dé cd sy dong thuan nay khong
hé don gian. CDA hay nghién ctru dinh tinh khdng c6 muc dich dua ra mot cai nhin khach quan
thuan tay, nhung n6 dua trén céch cac nha nghién ctu y niém héa thyc tién va hinh anh cua ho
vé thé gisi. Tinh khach quan van cd gi4 tri, tuy dugc quan niém khac nhau (White & Cooper,
2022). CDA khbng bo qua tinh khach quan; n6 chiu sirc ép cua khoa hoc tu nhién bugc phai
lam cho nghién ctru ¢6 tinh khach quan. Do d6, dé cho cac két qua nghién ctu hay cac phat
biéu vé chan Iy (truth claims) duwoc thira nhan 1a tri thac, thi qué trinh kién tao tri thie can dugc
kiém tra chéo va xéc thuc mot cach c6 hé thdng, mot qua trinh thuong dé dam bao tinh gia tri
hodc d6 tin cay caa nghién ciru. Trong trudng hop cia CDA, cau hoi ai va 1am thé nao dé kiém
tra chéo va xac thuc qua trinh nghién ctu 1a mét cau hoi phic tap. Néu CDA loai bo cac van
dé vé tinh gia tri va do tin cay thi cudi cling san pham ma tao ra chi duoc coi nhu 13 nhirng nhan
xét ca nhan cha khong phai 1a tri thire (Regmi, 2017). Cac tiéu chi duoc sir dung dé dat duoc
mue d6 khach quan phu hop c6 thé khac nhau tly theo loai nghién ctru dugc thuc hién. C6 thé
s dung mot s céng cu nhu kiém tra thanh vién (member-checking), tam glac dac
(triangulation), md ta chi tiét (thick description), d4nh gid dong dang (peer review) va kiém
toan bén ngoai (external audit), tinh phan than (reflexivity), tic 1a qua trinh kiém tra va minh
bach hoa nhiing dinh kién, thanh kién, dong co, gia tri va niém tin... ciia mot ngudi vé sy dong
gop Vvai Viéc tao ra tri thire cling 1a mét cong cu hiru ich.

Do tin cay va gia tri

Céc két qua nghién ciru, bao gom ca nhitng két qua tir cac nghién ciru dinh tinh, dugc
coi la tri thire khi ching dap g céc tiéu chi thiét yéu khang dinh do tin cdy, gié tri va nhiing
dong gop dang ké cho tri thire hién c6. Trong nghién ctru dinh lu’orng, d6 chinh xac va do tin
cay la rat quan trong, bao gom cac phan tich thng ké, kiém soét cac bién gay nhiéu va dam bao
kha nang nhan rong cua két qua. Dbi véi nghién cau dinh tinh, viéc dam bao do tin cay
(trustworthiness) 1 co ban. Cau hoi dit ra 1 liéu ta c6 tin duoc nhiing phét biéu hay két qua
d6? Pé d¢am bao rang nghién ctu dinh tinh duy tri cac tiéu chuan cao vé tinh nghiém ngat va
dua ra nhitng phat hién tin cay, do tin cay trong nghién ctu dinh tinh gém bon tiéu chi do
Lincoln va Guba (1985) dé xuat la: Tin (credibility); Chuyén doi (transferability — tic 12 viéc
suy tir treong hop nghién ciru sang truong hop khac) twong duong véi khai quat trong nghién
cau dinh lugng; Tin cay (dependability), twong ty nhu “dd tin cdy - reliability” trong nghién
ctru dinh luong; Xac nhan (confirmability). Viéc tuan thu céc tiéu chi nay l1am cho két qua
nghién ciru dinh tinh (nhu CDA) chit ch& va mach lac hon. Tuy nhién, mot s6 y kién cho rang
nhiing tiéu chi nay c6 thé khdng hoan toan phu hop do ban chat khac biét co ban cua nghién
ctru dinh tinh. Cé thé din dén viéc qua chl trong dén tinh chat ché cua quy trinh, gay ton hai
cho viéc kham pha cac khia canh sau sic hon, linh hoat hon trong trai nghiém cua con ngudi
ma nghién ctru dinh tinh ¢6 muc dich ndm bét. Trong khi thira nhan “x4c nhan” 1a mét céng cu
nang cao tinh khach quan caa nghién ctu dinh tinh, ciing nén luu ¥ rang khéng thé trung hoa
héa tinh chii quan vén ¢ trong viéc thu thap va phan tich dix liéu dinh tinh. Diéu nay cho thay
rang nhitng nd lyc nham loai bé hoan toan thanh kién cua nha nghién cau la khéng thuc té va
viéc thira nhan tinh phan than c6 thé 1a cong cu phi hop hon. Cudi ciing, viéc thuc hién cac tiéu
chi nay mét cach nghiém ngat co thé 1a thach thic trong thuc tién nghién cau. Yéu cau duy tri
hd so klem toan nhiéu va ti mi dé chimg minh d6 tin cay va kha nang xac nhan c6 thé qua ton
kém vé ngudn lyuc, dic biét dbi véi cac nha nghién ctru hoat dong riéng Ié hay cac nhém nghién
ctru nhé hon véi ngudn luc han ché.
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Gidi thich va dién dich

Mot trong nhiing nguyén ly caa CDA 1a kha ning giai thich (explanation) va dién dich
(interpretation) cua CDA (Fairclough & Wodak, 1997). Pay la moét tu tuéng chu dao phan biét
CDA véi quan niém thyc chiing cho rang muc dich cua khoa hoc 1 nghién ctu céc sy kién
thdng qua quan sat, quy nap va/hoac suy luan, quan hé nhan qua va chirng minh sai/dung
(Okasha, 2002). Do d6, thyc chung luan quan tam nhiéu hon dén viéc “giai thich hién twong”
trén co s bang chung thuc nghiém. Nguoc lai, kién tao luan lai cho rang nghién ciu khoa hoc
khong chi giai thich ma con din dich két qua do khdng cd tri thirc nao ding ngoai anh hudng
cua ly thuyét hay mot sé tién gia dinh. Viéc quan sat va hanh dong tim kiém méi quan hé nhan
qua déu khong thé mang tinh trung hoa (neutral). Nhitng hanh vi nay ludn gan vai viéc ap dat
mot cich sang tao nhirng ky vong, du doan hay phong doan 1én cac su kién bén ngoai. Khoa
hoc 12 mot “hé thong niém tin” nao d6 (Hawkesworth, 2006). Thuc hanh giai thich va dién dich
trong nghién ctru dinh tinh néi chung va CDA no6i riéng c6 mot ¥ nghia quan trong boi 1€ nd
lién quan dén muc dich nghién ciru 1a tim ra céi gi d6 thuong an giau trong trai nghiém cta con
ngudi va cac moi quan h¢ gitra con nguol v6i nhau (Lopez & Willis, 2004). Theo quan diém
cua Heidegger?®, méi quan hé cua mot ca nhan vai thé gigi song cua anh ta phai 1a trong tam
cuia nghién ciru hién tuong hoc. Dién dich khdng thé tach roi tu duy cta ngudi nghién ctu, su
hiéu biét cua anh ta vé bdi canh x& hoi, vin hoa va chinh tri. Nhitng phét hién nghién ctu qua
dién dich 1a “sy pha tron clia cac y nghia duoc ca ngudi tham gia va nha nghién ctiu dua ra nhu
la trong tam cua nghién cuu” (Lopez & Willis, 2004), hay “... y nghia cua nd (ngon ngi) la két
qua trong tac tinh hudng gitra ngudi nodi va ngudi nghe trong mét bdi canh cu thé va mot bau
khong khi vin héa rong 16n hon trong d6 qua trinh twong tac dién ra (Voloshinov, trong Ngo
Tu Lap, 2020, tr. 137). N6i cach khéc, két qua nghién ctu dinh tinh, trong dé c6 CDA, 1a cac
d6ng kién tao xa hoi (social co-constructs). Tung ca nhan lai c6 thé cé nhitng quan niém, gia tri
khéc nhau, do vay, can phai than trong khi dua ra nhimg dénh gia, két luan nhu vay.

Tinh khach quan, d6 tin cay va giai thich va dién dich ludn 1a thach thicc CDA phai dbi
mat. C6 thé chap nhan tinh gia tri, tinh hop Iy, va sy phi hop cua cac dién dich nhu 1a cac tiéu
chi thyc té hon ddi voi két qua nghién cau dinh tinh. Khi nhitng dién dich nay pht hop voi cac
hién tuong dugc quan sat va dugc cong déng hoc gia coi la thich hop va co suc thuyét phuc,
ching c6 nhiéu kha ning ton tai lau dai va c6 anh huéng trong viéc hinh thanh sy hiéu biét
trong linh vuc nay. Khach quan, do tin cay, giai thich va dién dich c6 y nghia quan trong va
dang dugc cac nha nghién cau CDA &p dung, song su phu hop (appropriateness) va tinh hop ly
(reasonableness) cd thé Ia hai tiéu chi thyc té nhat. Xu hudng hién nay 1a két hop cac phuong
phap dinh tinh va dinh lugng (Cresswell, 2014). Ngoai ra, do tin cay (trustworthiness) cta cac
phat hién c6 thé tuan theo nguyén ly duoc dién dat qua an du kinh té 1a “gia tri trao doi —
exchange value” hay nguyén tic “Orders of Indexicality” (Blommaert, 2010), c6 nghia 1a gia
tri ciia N6 s& mang tinh ngir canh va c6 thé thay doi khi dich chuyén theo thoi gian va khdng
gian.

6. Dénh gia CDA

CDA di nhan dugc mot s6 y kién phé binh. Breeze (2011) trong bai viét “Critical

20 Heidegger, 1a mot trit gia ngudi Dac c6 nhidu dong gop véi hién twong luan, didn dich, va cha nghia hién sinh.
Tham khao thém viéc ap dung quan niém cua Heidegger trong cudn sach “The impact of ChatGPT on higher
education: exploring the Al revolution” ctiia Kurban va Sahin (2024).
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Discourse Analysis and its Critics - CDA va nhitng nha phé binh” da t6ng hop lai nhitng y kién
trao ddi V& cac tién dé co ban, phuwong phap phan tich va cac linh vuc gay tranh cai trong phan
ng cua doc gia cling nhu sy tich hop cua cac yéu té ngir canh ddi voi CDA. M6t 13, nhiing tién
dé co ban. CDA dua trén nhiéu ly thuyét vé ngon ngit va xa hoi, mang tinh chiét trung. Khong
c6 sy wu tién cho mét ly thuyét xa hoi cu thé ndo. Hai 13, phan hdi cua ngudi doc hoic su tiép
nhan cua khan gia thuong duoc gia dinh mét cach ngay tho trén co so cach giai thich ngbn ban
cuia nha nghién ctru. Ba 13, nhitmg ngudi phan tich CDA dbi khi c6 thé chuyén qua nhanh tir giai
doan phén tich dit liéu ngdn ngir sang dién dich va giai thich nhiing dit liéu d6 ma khong c6 du
can ctr thue chang (Widdowson, 1995). Cubi cing, cac nha phéan tich CDA luén quan tam dén
bdi canh vi md, d6i khi bo qua, khong chu y ddy du dén cac dic diém vi md cua bdi canh truc
tiép, dan dén nhitng cach giai thich khéng pht hop vé mat thuc té hoic xa roi méi quan tam cua
nhitng nguoi tham gia (Slembrouck, 2001). Viéc sir dung nhiéu khung ly thuyét co thé 1a diém
manh chtr khdng phai diém yéu cia CDA vi vé ban chat, CDA c¢o tinh lién nganh va viéc &p
dung nhiéu ly thuyét x& hoi c6 thé 1am cho nghién ciru CDA phong pha hon. Thira nhan viéc
xac dinh phan hoi cia nguoi doc Ia can thiét, nhung khong phai dé& thyc hién, hon nira, cam
nhan cta nguoi doc ciing khong phai 1a ¢b dinh, va c6 thé thay dbi theo thoi gian va khdng gian.

Widdowson (1995) di c6 mot s6 y kién kha 1a manh mé. Ong cho rang: cac nha nghién
ctru CDA chi dién dich ang ho niém tin, tac 1a ho chi mudn xac nhan diéu ho da tin qua phan
tich; niém tin thé hién thién vi vé mat noi dung, tirc 1a nghia duoc gian vao ngdn ban chir khdng
phai khai théc tir d6; va sy thién vi ndy cang tré nén phic tap hon boi thyc té 1a nha phan tich
chi chon nhitng ngdn ban ¢ loi cho phan tich caa minh. Céc nha nghién ciru CDA lai cho rang:
& mot mirc d6 nao do, ¥ nghia nguyén thity ban dau khdng con ton tai trong vin ban, ciing nhu
trong tam tri cia cc tac gia, theo hau cau trc. Do vay, khé cd thé chi dua vao ¥ nghia ban dau
d6 dé thuc hién CDA. Hon nita, CDA dugc tién hanh dya trén ngudn di lidu thuc chang, luén
y&u cau nghién ciru chi tiét ngdn ngir (n6i va viét) trong bbi canh x4 hoi, chir khong chi la su
dién dich don thuan. Cach tiép can nay dam bao rang céc két luan dua ra duoc dya trén cac
khudn mau (patterns) c6 thé quan sat duoc thay vi chi dua trén nhitng niém tin dinh san. Cac
nha nghién citu CDA thuong xuyén thuc hanh phan than (reflexivity), tw phan bién cac phuong
phép va thién kién caa chinh ho; diéu nay lam ting thém tinh nghiém ngit (rigor) va trung thuc
cuia nghién ctu. Viéc tu kiém tra nay cho thay CDA muén tro thanh mét linh vuc khdng chi cd
tinh phé phan ma con khach quan. Can phai nhan manh rang viéc giai thich va dién dich khong
nén giéi han & nhitng gi c6 Mt trong vén ban; can phai vuot ra ngoai ranh gidi cua ngon ban
va hiéu duoc sy “yang mit c6 y nghia — meaningful absences”. Nhu vy, can phai kham pha y
nghia tiém an hozc gian tiép (van Dijk, 2001), hoic hiéu an y (read between the lines - doc giira
dong) dé xac dinh mot tu twong hay luan cir dugc dua ra (KhosraviNik, 2010).

Hién nay, theo mét s6 hoc gia, CDA dang c¢6 mét s6 xu hudng phét trién méi. Hién dang
¢6 nhitng tranh luan nham danh gia lai cac gia dinh, phuwong phép 1a nén tang caa CDA. Piéu
nay lién quan dén viéc dat cau hoi va sang loc cac khéi niém va cach tiép can cot 18i dé luon
phu hop trong b0| canh chinh tri xa h¢i dang thay ddi. Vi du tir goc d6 nhan thuc luan, ngay
cang c6 nhiéu tiéng noi can phai chuyén tir hé hinh nghién ctu chii yéu dya trén nén tang ly
thuyét phuong Téy sang nhén thuc luén danh gia va ghi nhan cach nhin, cach tiép can va tri
thirc ban dia vé thé gii, tranh c6 nhitng cach “thé hién sai léch — misrepresentation” (Alcoff,
1991; Smith va Chilisa trong Regmi, 2017). Bdi m&i phuong phap nghién ctru cling 1a mot cong
viéc can thiét. CDA da st dung ngdn ngir hoc khéi liu, va két hop véi ly thuyét an du y niém
(Charteris-Black, 2004), tich hop phén tich da phuong thirc va cdng nghé sé/Al (Wodak &
Chilton, 2005). CDA dang m¢& rong pham vi nghién ctu, dugc ap dung trong nhiéu linh vuc
khac nhau, ké ca dién ngdn sé (KhosraviNik, 2023; Esposito & KhosraviNik, 2024). CDA thé
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hién quan diém toan cu hon, cac vin dé da dang hon, va nhiéu béi canh nghién ctru dugc xem
xét dén; thay qua su gia ting cac cong bd vai hon 4600 cong bb trong khoang thoi gian tir 2001
den 2022 theo WoS (Web of Science) (Ahmed et al., 2024). Nhiing ndm gan day, da c6 ¥ kién
can c6 duong hudng “Phén tich dién ngdn tich cuc - Positive Discourse Analysis (Martin,
2002)”, bd sung song hanh véi CDA c¢d muc dich 13 phan tich nhitng dién ngdn tich cuc c6 tac
dong tot dén x& hoi va thuc day su tién bo xa hoi?t

7. Mot vai nhan xét két luan

Phan tich dién ngdn phé phan (CDA) la mot céch tiép can lién/xuyén nganh vai doi
tuong la cach thirc ngdn ngir hoat dong trong bdi canh x& hoi, van hoa va chinh tri nhu mét
cdng cu quyén luc va tu tuang. CDA ngay cang phét trién véi nén tang ly thuyét ngay cang
phong ph, hé phuong phép da nganh, va dugc ung dung trong nhiéu linh vuc hoc thuat, CDA
lubn ty doi mai, khong chi gioi han ¢ tu tuong phé phan ban dau cua Marx va nén tang cau tric
luan, ma con 1a su két hop gitra tu twong cau tric va hau cau tric vé ngon ngir (Jorgensen &
Phillips, 2014) dé phan anh tinh phi bat bién ciia nghia, vai trd cta dién ngén trong viéc dinh
hinh va kién tao thuc tién x4 hoi, va sy ning dong da dang cua doi song xa hoi. CDA khdng chi
la mot cong cu hitu ich dé danh gia vai trd caa ngdn ngi trong viéc kién tao thyc tai xa hoi, ma
con 1a md thuc nghién ciru cach thirc ngdn ngir hanh chire chiu su quy dinh cua x& hoi, quyén
lyc va tu tudng. Tuy con c6 nhiing y kién khac nhau vé su da dang vé phuong phap luan va ban
chat dién giai ciia nd, CDA hién la mot cong cu quan trong dé phan tich sy twong tac giita ngon
ngit, quyén luc, tu tuang va xa hoi. CDA dic biét nhan manh dén vai trd cua ngdn ngir/dién
ngon, nhur van Dijk (1993) nhan manh CDA chi ¢6 nhimng dong gop cu thé c6 y nghia trong
viéc phan tich phé phan xa hoi, chinh tri khi co thé 1am rg vai tro ciia ngdn ngir/dién ngén trong
cac su kién giao tiép xay ra trong doi song xa hoi.
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