BRIBARZR (2RISR ) /Sept.2017/No.5

Jor BRAGE BE PR SrOr (3 i 4

N2
rd

%"

EER
3]

(F ZB] stEslfHms, dMEURITAR E Ly Ak E bR X 50 =Tt 5, AR
FSURA R G e A S b, R AR AR, SaARR, M E e ) S 0 A VL iEE
A, EBIRIERET, A G ANEE T AW Pl AL E R A% P o kdd
M, R KRR A S R B A ST R FOMA X AR T FRB S, ALE AR
RS T ik, BT R T AR R LA R T S e MR K ROARGE R P AR R £ LR
W2, i A B TR B8 % 2 P g M A LI %

[KEBIF] WA G0 355 EM 6 URER s IR EE LM

—. 35

N, BRI B DA ERR IR B T A B9 1] —PERHIE . — 7T, SOy s PRl
P, PITIHAR B A A 530 T A AR T UL 5 55— D7 T, QSRS R B ) — PSR, By
LRI A S A BRI ). b BB T, — WA, L P SR 1, —
NP B 3 R e R AL RO AR, JE B E A . BRAR AL , V50 B 03 [R) DL B DR TS 2. AR
M7, 20 22 60 4FAR LUK, B P J7 LA 32 G SR, PSR 5 B 0y [ BRSO A 2e 2 L By L 3T
P A AP U B RESOEL . R AR RS T, AL P U (e GE M W ) T k2
R X BEE . A R TSGR S R ol AR PR E 1Y, TR i AR sl At 2
HET R R R A 1 O R, AT A G T I 5 5k 2 080 56 2R DB 17 L
Kl 22 (B FETT AR TR 5 AE R B0 A A P BT A AR AV . AR SO I 20 A ) B A
DR BURTESE T 0 B O i v A () R, LB 7 v 2 AR SRR 1) B O A A v BT R 45 Y
VER, LAKGE TR AT IR B 32 SR 25 B H R Bt M B e

* AL, AERIMSERFZINEE S XFEFREE, BLE SR, 100875,
(DS. Strauss & P. Feiz, Discourse Analysis: Putting Our Worlds into Words, London: Routledge, 2014, p. 285.
@R H (R EM E ST FER), bk FEA LR FEH A, 20114, % 184 7,

154



=, HASHEHEBREXNS

T S MG B INC R . VP 3 AR TE I [ R A6 2258, S TR B 5 T
D3 A 07 LB 2 00 7 B T BB RO 5T . AT 2 2 T AT 25 0 RO 6 B BTS00 25 e
W W2, BT 3 SIS B =AU BRGE . e s e, COBIR X
VE N VLR A MR T R T R R TI00 R R  ABREARY . FEE TS Otto Jespersen FL7E 1922 4F it
UL, 5 S L, Lo b S A AR . CRobin Lakoft A, e “F2597 TS RWOHRE T
AR 2 R A . O I B R T A LM T VARG (1925 S 7 1 P R - 5
GRS PE I RS, SRR TR T = v 0 b S O DL IS 5 UL AR D14 T A
MBI KR O RIS , Bk 5P 5 0 - AEAERE ), O R S 5 il A
TERL AR R BT T R RO 10 €5, ©BCSRFgE S Sy A A0 AT 3 A
SYBERNZ A0, AR SO IS 7 TPy (5 AR SCAbrh, U AR « bk 5 LAy
WEEIPERE B T HLRE 25 R R A I B T A SO AR P 325 SR A TR | 236
g oot Ay, ©

201H 242 60 4F P& L, 5% 75 )y 4o b SLE 3RS BLPC I A0 B2 I, k2 HE A 3 S B AR
SRR S HR 0 5, I PR AT T . RLLE 1949 4F, THSEU -+ 48 - Ak 2k ( Simone de
Beauvoir ) £ 40 HE T L2 M (5 k) s i, “LotAE R, TR FAR A" Yotk bR T
UL W SCACBRG I HR T Lotk  Oy rE H SEAE IR X AR S e A R A
(B GER T PR « 5 SURIK A 40 AR 2 BB, T 52 RIK 4358 A B IR R 40 A, o A
OB L SRV PR 5 IS R e X O SGE SR, B
VA S R T Y gender” —iil [ 20 HH20 70 45 PRI B4 32 (11, 5 S50k 263 1 SR M
“sex” A T ARG T “gender” K FEkiE, FRL T HHAR “genus”™ 94U “RE". — IS0
T, “sex” PR HRIT A P SIS ARPE ), “gender” W FH O 26 7t 2 SIS SC A b 5 58 4 A
o 7 I P2 9 2 9 RV L 2 P R S DR 10 T L 1 B 22 R R 5 2 T W0 S e 1 2
SEIOLER, ROl Ao SIS T 2 IR R K 5o f — I R AE IR 2 [ R 2
WEsEE,

FEL R ST HERIBT S AR B L R 3 SO BTSRRI A M Butler i T4
5 £ TR ( performativity ), JE4E 9 VE 2 S A T R a4k, R ARE — 2 1 SCAL LI i 24
S 2 7 TS B B AR TR B i . 2 e L A SR A P R 10 S AL B
o A S e RS T, B O R [ A5 R0 B P4, T2 — AN Eh 1

(DP. Baker, “Discourse and Gender”, in K. Hyland & B. Paltridge ( eds. ), Continuum Companion to Discourse Analysts, London:
Continuum, 2011, pp. 199—200.

@P. Simpson & A. Mayr, Language and Power: A Resource Book for Students, London: Routledge, 2010, pp. 17—21.

®o0. Jespersen, Language, lis Nature , Development and Origin, London: Allen and Unwin, 1922.

(@R. Lakoff, Language and Women’s Place, New York: Harper and Row, 1975.

BD. Spender, Man Made Language , London: Routledge, 1980.

®D.Tannen, You Just Don’t Understand: Women and Men in Conversational Discourse, London: Virago, 1990.

@F E s CE2 WA AR B4 2 2490 ), (R K2 4R) (AR A0 2003 48 % 1 1,

LR IERD - - R (8 ), ek, F 544 Mk, 19984, #3047,

@E M EE AT BT 5 ), oAb m A AR, 20154, 29 T,

O # B (R A B Aot ), e - FF & B4, 2007 4F, % 6 T,

@D. S. Mills, Gender Maiters, London: Equinox, 2012, p. 7.

2J. Butler, Gender Trouble: Feminism and Subversion of Identity , London: Routledge, 1990, p. 33.

155



BRI A, e U, HH T SR TR S S s R, S S S S I
FRIURESE 5 AR O S LR S REFR AR P R AL o S5 254 1 SO, B SCRATARREVE , RETR TS
ZIAAFAE—— XS LAY R , 1 T A RS b S B S, T 3 A B S . RS 2540 32 LAY sE2
T, HEREE AR s IR TR TR 1], Lok 3 OH % (feminist linguisties ) 12 FHAE IS TR 73 7 R0
J5 S5 H 32 S A S A AR AN 50 B O3 B A, 48R 5 b B P B G S S
AOPER 3 L EHIES. ®it‘f$§°th%ﬁ1%§3\ BT (feminist critical discourse analysis ) DU ORI A ok B,
A AR 23 B P RIS P S 0006 R R HEEIEAT T4t SRR 45 3 SR AT (feminist
poststructuralist discourse analysis ) WH A T T 19 E VAT, BFRE MR EHGEN BT LR A C Y
pig.

TETETE TR B Oy Y AR IS R vh A4 AR T ANTTETR & S Al 5 A f b, ANl
HWHAE A C B AR S0 o Jonesiz B RIS AL P UM RO TR 5 Be R U] 15 T 2 an ey
HIBLSERI LRG0 AN G o R AE B, PO R A B, TR R (RO 5 e P BT R 1
A IEA—RER . FEARGRISALIGE L, BOUTAT LU “T now pronounce you man and wife” 5% “I now
pronounce you husband and wife” & A BT EE FUBTIR 45 & o WRRAS [a] A9 238 BT AL A 1 031 B S
M. A2 “man and wife” 84 TARFEERHER S04, R “man” S2— NS A, 1 “wife” J&
S A O R FEE PR B 0y o AT A NESUS TGS B T “wife” T3 NS5HS 5 T59K 72 “man”?
Ry Y G A ELA P 32 SRR A ) B (0 A, U i 4> 25 %45 “T now pronounce you husband and
wife”, 2N “husband and wife” JT @44 B9 5 B 43 2 F-25 08, B “husband” F1 “wife” #RJe: H IS¢ &R
SR A, BOWEA T H RS 25, 2 EAEERHTRBUL “You may now kiss the bride” . M J%
YIvERI R X AT HT R FUBT IR R AE R “kiss” X —Y it PR RS 54 RS R 17
BN CHAR . WL, BRI ER A I R R ES S 5, Bl R
WX G, RN HEZH o X —RIK— I AR TG T AT 5 A (BT, 55— TR
BFE TAEE S S5F M6, 4, BT—MH “You may now kiss each other” K48 “You may now
kiss the bride” . Ay B E AR “each other” #A T RIS 54 MO HMER S5 .

W 2 VR AR 2 IR B A SGB SR 4R B 2B i 2k , (AR 210
SCAEEVUE S ATIIRARER A, 1 LU By S22 0 7 3 BUAE 4 MO X0 i i v, b A A 2 A1
SEAUPEN B0 . WhartonXof 3 [l 2 A Y R AL e “A- B R (Oxford Reading Tree ) $E47 5345
RI, BRI 0 RS A ) 2B EDGR, s 8 S5 MR L ) iR R AR TR Y
(LS A0 0 6 TCAR A L 3 G 5 0 6 L 5 . KU, VS T R )
TEAESE LA S AN ER (47 2GR B A0 , I LU RS BR A A= 7 FIEA: 7 36 A I OC R

=. HASHEEEENR

W E BARIEAR M IGE, (A2 P A& FERERSCRIFAE AR KT B4R, s AR

(DJ. Butler, Bodies That Matter: On the Discursive Limits of Sex, London: Routledge, 1993.

K. Harrington, et al., Gender and Language Research Methodologies , Basingstoke : Palgrave MacMillan, 2008.

(@M. M. Lazar ( ed. ), Feminist Critical Discourse Analysis, Basingstoke : Palgrave MacMillan, 2005.

@]. Baxter, The Language of Female Leadership , Basingstoke : Palgrave MacMillan, 2010.

®R. H. Jones, Discourse Analysis, London: Routledge, 2012.

(6)S. Wharton, “Invisible females , incapable males: Gender construction in children’s reading schemes”, Language and Education,

vol.19, 2005, pp. 238—251.

156



BERTHLIT ML, T DURNE L 0 3 S b 4 R e & . V1R BUR IR T 3R
SR AR B, 15 25 A S B M WS T T B IS . TR B TR 2 S A
Mo F R G AR S, BORE AN B AL DRt N L Ak A SRR X
(R R T R ) 3R G300 Ty SV A R 3 R 3 2 TR R e N A
FIBER SO0 2%, R, AFEE & A U e SH i 25 B, i T 1 FR A OE S 205
TEVE S MR GR Gr | B R AR R 25 8 P D R e PRSI
PS5 (T B AR R A RS T O L, — AN MR ) T st 2 L M AL 4 . 2 B35
(IBEED , At S 7R AoV SR R I, QB R B k) T MR ME I 05 . i
(1) % s, S fE 5 K Jo 5!
(2) * TEBFRF E, ZREH
(3) £ Rk, W F48
(4) AREEENA, #e R R A H
(5)W&RE, R
T (1)—(5) 341 407, e ) 2 T A AR R INE BN 5
SR MU A A AR . Ao MR R AL BRI T R 25 2 0, +E A4 b 25
(IR R — AT 2, G20t B S O TR H A 2 kE 2o Lo PR A1 3 IS S 101
U LT S8 2 TR AE T B RV 2 R TSI 6 R o ESRIRRRE b oAbt
S PSR AL, R R AR 2 R TSP B0 . Aot S 5 o R Lo P SR A 3 1
T AT AL, B PE T B R 2 MR S5 BRI 06 2R TR A7 ZE M R 10 [ 3
BEsRN RS, ©
AL A A i ) 4 P AT T LA A D H A R B 5 L 2 M 1, S5 0
R AR B2, ISk B, DA PB4, 3 Lo 4k 36 1O S IR 5 7, T 1 T 3o B8 30 AL B2 Cover-
lexicalization )o 445523, AT 364" BRIPLobE, 3640 IR SRR SCRRFHA 5 2 2608 . 9
fr W AT L0, S, TE SR N SRS B SR, P T
YR AR R A 2R F AT SR RN ARG K T H 4 RE R ) B g2
Fowler Fil Kress i i 2.5 T it FNT AL O A0 Ak 2 ORI BB 2528 X 437 25 v b B RS
7] — A~ S o 28 T3 (T SR 2 G — T TR T N IR IS8 X 2 9 D T R L, 53— T
G )7 2O 2 RN T AN IROAMELZ TG . “ZEA” (3 BE TN AL AR T R 2ot Lo sh e 32
(R85 X PR LS B B0 , 330 O TR Sl L S8 A T e A T W A Ao, k6
ST 2o B BRI A SR T e 2 e 53 300 75 Dt e P T R B 08, 27 R P2 72 T
AR R
5k BT AL — AN 5 B BRI AL C relexicalization ), f1 “HIHE” 1“8 #hi %4
PEANR LR BRI A R At 2 S e T B, T L0 250 D 5 DA I 00 i s 1 2
ST A, A I A AR R i IR 263K . BT E R B 5 8 A A P R4 2 T A

(DM. A. K. Halliday & C. M. I. M. Matthiessen, Construing Experience through Meaning , London: Cassell, 1999.

@N. Fairclough, Discourse and Social Change, Cambridge: Polity, 1992, p. 64.

@T. Omoniyi, “Discourse and identity”, in K. Hyland & B. Paltridge ( eds. ), Continuum Companion to Discourse Analysis , London :
Continuum, 2011, pp. 260—276.

(@K. O Halloran, Critical Discourse Analysis and Language Cognition, Edinburgh : Edinburgh University Press, 2003, p. 13.

B)R. Fowler & G. Kress, “Critical linguistics”, in R. Fowler, B. Hodge, G. Kress & T. Trew ( eds. ), Language and Conirol , London:
Routledge & Kegan Paul, 1979, pp. 185—213.

157



FHo 0, S P TR A e R KR UNRE R I, # T T KRk
SRR, WAL TR R S04 2 ] O AMBLE 0 ot E  S P B Si56 2R , 7o 2 B 26 107 2%, AT B
T MRS BRI O, AR L, AR A 7 2L g PRI Aol Lo ey T A B
IR B9 ZE— TR IR T 4oV BP0 WAL, [EAL T AT oM B O 2R EN G2 .

5 it BRGNP RNE AR I B9 — N BR G2 2 EAL Cunder-lexicalization Do R A48 HO S5
R T B 2 AR T S A BT A B I, e SRR e 3 6, (R
FRDGEAM) T T ot — TR ORI R “ B, R REE R, B 150Xt
P A A R A B . BEA B —i, B S o IR R, KLk
PR P IR AR —RE 1Y, A0SR A KSR 1R, RS BRI Lo DUE T HIRA
P RS LR TR AT b5 B . U= R A AR BE SR RO R RRR
IS L TR RS = MBS AN AR . S BT ORI SRR
A I, AP R CRUEESET . AR A TR £ P A FE T S R B 0
Jo AT AT S RN B T MR R R W 4 AL R S R T S A TR
A3k AEAC AR . Vs — N 2 T BT A I s L 2k R | PR RN A
LIRS, RIS AL R SR AR T BRI AU IR P40 2 | R R TR
TEERPERI L. A, T ST o R AE A E By 2, A3 BT AR P R A = S M b
TER AR TS R, @

m. %5 5H0ER5EHNEXERES

F 20 20 60 AR A A 3= SGE B LI BT i L g “BrE A3 (male egotism ) 5§ “5
PEVPSCFE X (male chauvinism ) {7 15 5 R 32 2] 1 3GH 0 ZAGE 3h 35 S, W, —28 BRI
BRPEMEA AT )y SR NLE A o 3R 27 S RTHERTE & RV B I AR T SRR, (B AT A
N, PRSI GAT SR AL TR S 2, 1 HAR R B B, R e 58, PRSI IR G Mk L) 266570
1) — AR AR S PR S 1 5 1 I R ) 2 SRR S o ) B i R S M) T RS B B
TEREPTIRE A HTATUI , B M0 1 1 R SO R BB A A P a2 sl pk g o, ©

BB S AT S DA T SR B St A AT, Sl S AR S R | SRR 1
FBr, VU F I SHAL Y IR A GBS B AR VOB AR ST, H HAS i — P
RIEPIEEZAMY “HI W A1z . SR, TR A BB SN TR R 2, I &R
WA B0 RAE” R R OB | T LA TR AR R SUHE A A A B85, it ot
DIk ANTRESE ¥t i Y R 01 1 S (1

(6) FRARF, " MEBRATHRXBAREN, ARTOBFTAFIGFESEF, 2%

KA, FHEHEME, BFEAENMAEFRLCZ2 L5 T At H, BB FTHRIL

B, BT ERENESBETE-ATEAGN., FELAZTRY MG, AXHFESH

mAATS AEKE ATHAES, ERNZE, XEGFARELZRAE T EHH—12,

(DG. Kress & B. Hodge, Language as Ideology, London: Routledge, 1979/1993, p. 5.

@N. Fairclough & R.Wodak, “Critical discourse analysis”, in T. A. van Dijk (ed. ), Discourse as Social Interaction, London: Sage,
1997, pp. 258 —284.

(®A. de Fina, et al. ( eds. ), Discourse and Identity, Cambridge : Cambridge University Press, 2006, p. 5.

(@N. Fairclough, Analysing Discourse: Textual Analysis for Social Research , London: Routledge, 2003.

®N. Fairclough, Discourse and Social Change , Cambridge: Polity, 1992.

158



CHTAS N A T B s 2 90 Crb B DT R ), B4R L ikt )

(7) F#FR(1084—1155) : F H %L, ARABELLFR, AAFL, EPEALEL

EFAHEGEA ((FrrEitH) 200748 H29H)

FEB](6) F1 (7 ) Hr, 4300 BT 4 A M RIRRIC I 2638 Lo A e ANBKEE” R B RS H L S
Ko WTLVE Y, SRR AR B /IR AR B R RN S R T i ELR R A AT AR,
2, QARIRATHEAN R LR Ry B e N7, 2 R RTRR ) RS B SRR, W SR A 2 AR
Bk, R 2We? BEATRATFEFR PR e 4T 18 7 hn B ribric . SB35 & B, &8 i 51
PrRidEEA =P

(8) B RAAE+4ot : mif ol | 254t IR 4otk | Tk dobk | A B dobd
(9) R EAFIE+K  RE &, T4k, 23, R4, ¥4, 4.
(10) %+ LB G AT E, LBA, X T, )iFA, 4 E, Mt L+t L FH0R,

S EH,HRE, kit AT, kTR, AT, KR, KB, R EA, AR, A, K

BOBMA R, 5k, AR A, K RA, KRR, KR F, AHFR, LR, K FF, ikt

B, %R, kBHE, AHE, SRR, LFEGR, K G5ER, D (X5T), XE4TA, X

XER, HF .

W AARCTE R F P B, 50 — RE AR W FAERIER , 2 m) 3 U UEA.
B, AT AR, A — R B, AR D 2 th B “BB B AR SRR RS, Lotk loh 2
AR T AR, BT LU ZA MR . [RIRE, ZE AT AR, o — e Lotk
IR B “Lodp b7 XA ERIR , BRIt th T AT IS, Pt A 2 PRI Ie . iX
SR A4 “BEEAT R Lof b IR SOTEE, I L BEAT R B IRk R R . T
& S, FERRLE I A FNESE PO T 28 N 25 5, DR A5 EE AR IC XN 55 S e . Y IRATTARIE
Sk BT B SRR W, ATREIR A TR B R A B Y, (BRI R AR,
M AR TE TR & PR I, O S SRR R VRN F AR S S R UE A

R R A SR R P R B . CUSE Ay 2 R AR A T2, At
VUL ot SOV $ B3 25 O O AT Ao 7 O e PR . ORmT g — ik S8 , St 7 i
R RGP R R, A A TR 3 O RRIEAS , I AR AR S AT AR R A [, TS
TEAESUR G565 . T X Ee i) rha] LA P 3 R S OB SR Al B S e s TE e -

(11) &AJRA K, RBFE PR, ((GFEMA) 200643 J15H )
(12)FFBRBA—FTZR, AF AL TRIRE TAHRLEN R, £.LITHRE A

REWGEM, BRWEIN LA, ERERBFF ] F T oA, MEA EARA G HEK,

FHFIEREEREABKLRTAFE, AT A E, L X HRG— Ko ERTH

F—rI L L F A, EILRRRT , SAAAHE LS L2, (T (ES))

(13) K ilh4cfa) 16 F R, & REHRARAE] 18 H A, AL3E & 518 2040, W 3R 564 18] 18 34t 5% .

(A R s ) )

(14) BAZAE— g, BB £ R o R4 dE, 1 b, LN Foi it . “BF! JA1if

PBARR) AT — EARR M, AF F A FA R B AFRR T (BB GAERSARS4E )

DL LTS TE A M R0 £ B ANy A T B o B (11 J&— B BRI, i I P 2 2 4 R o 1) 285

(2)B. Johnstone, Discourse Analysis, Oxford: Blackwell, 2002.

159



JRAGECE . X LR Z B LIS B, 20 UM LL B b “AUE AR MR S5V & AT L3
i H A T I SR PR TE AT TR GE L v, Lot S 8 DA , B U8 DR AT AR 3202 2 P T 1
K. Bl (12) b “BERME NN, e PRGBS R M (EAL R R T AR ek Y
BRI AU A, PR R EPUR AT M. 41 (13) i “EHE" W& 17 2x B f itk
PSR LB E N L PEIESR B “BIE", X EWRE B VG R L AR AT & AMTHOPE 3 @15 Y
BRI 0 (14) L AR BB RE & T N A" BT SRR, A
AU B A X T .

e ZEFR YRR , T P B 9P 32 SCE RS R A2 RS2, = — g B AR AEY
oW STH T IR bR C R ARBER IR TE PR TR T R B URSMAE T
HA S L0 3 P 8 St 1 PSSR 5 TR AT o (HZZTRBEIR, FEPER B (3 IS T i R
T PRI RIC A T SR TUB A M A 7 TP AR RN DG 2 o LN B R
B, WA A5 SR RIS

. AR\

P B AN 25 AR B A AR E , TRA S M RO Sl A . TR TATENE By B A i A v
HEREEREH . AT HIE S SRR L BOF M A O A AR TER] S 0. P51 S0 il e R
HVUB RO, W TR AR A PR 50 B Oy B[R], Gl 1 5 S IR AR, AR MR AR ™ T F 2 A 1)
FKAFMEN T S PURAS . PR S 03 B T A 0 U e — e AR B L B 1 P i L B 2 SR 531
AR o TR AR I A SBAE R, S5 TE PR BB B B EAR L™ 2 T A AR5
NEPIEL . BN T2, P 32 SR OB BN L2 e sl s | gtk
HBEIEAL . PRI B 0 EAG AT TR B Y, iz A PFIS T80 A A 07, Fa7n il i vh & A i i 101 3=

SCREPIRAS , INIIAERRAS I BRANT- A5 B 510G R A BB 42
(RIESREE XFoe k)

Discursive Construction of Gender Identity in the Post-modern Context
MIAO Xing-wei

Abstract: In contrast with essentialist approaches to gender identity which emphasize the binary opposition
based on the genetically determined biological distinction, constructivist approaches regard gender identity
as socially constructed in the process of linguistic interaction. In the post-modern context, gender identity is
discursively constructed through lexicogrammatical choices in the linguistic system and in so doing discourse
produces and reproduces unequal gender relations and sexist ideologies in one way or another. Through the
critical analysis of everyday discourse, this study aims to reveal the existent gender bias and gender inequality
in discourse and expose the hidden sexist ideologies underlying gendered discourse, with a view to eliminating
gender discrimination from its root.

Key words: gender identity; discursive construction; post-modern context; CDA
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