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The Cognitive Approach to Discourse Studies:
From Dialogic Syntax to Dialogic Construction Grammar
Zeng Guo-eai
( Sichuan University Chengdu 610065 China)

Grounded on the theoretical integration of dialogic syntax and cognitive construction grammar within the framework of Cogni-
tive Linguistics Dialogic Construction Grammar concerns the local emergence of grammar patterns in dialogues and claims that
the turn-taking has the status of dialogic construction unit indicating the mechanism that speakers take grammatical constructions
to make utterances in the language communication. From the cognitive dialogic perspective of meaning construal and on the basis
of dialogic resonance the constructional analysis of dialogues emphasizes the local syntactic similarities and semantic analogies a—
mong utterances and also focuses on the process of meaning negotiation conducted by speakers. Dialogic Construction Grammar
studies broaden the scope of research on grammatical constructions revealing the variation of grammatical constructions and sho—
wing the current research paradigm of dialogic construction grammar studies in discourse analysis meanwhile indicating the dialo—
gic turn in currect cognitive linguistic studies.
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( local dialogue)
® @.
(D DAVID BRINKLEY: You know that. What
is the answer to that?

DEVAL PATRICK: I think the answer to

that is to enforce the law.

X
IS THE ANSWER TO THAT.
THE ANSWER
TO THAT IS TO ENFORCE THE LAW.

Sakita( 2006) —
o Du Bois(2014)

( resonance)

- Broéne

Zima( 2014)

( dialogic construction) o

@ MR TERRY JACKSON: How are you doing
today??
SUAREZ: I’ m doing well.
X BEING DOING Y
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( template)
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Brone Zima( 2014: 472)
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) o ( construc—
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( target) ( base)

( affini—
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( )
4.2
( analogy)
( ) .

@ ( Du Bois 2014:368)
@ 1 JOANNE: yet he’ s still healthy.

2

3 LENORE:

10

He reminds me of my brother .
He’ s still walking
around.

I don’ t know how healthy he is.

walking around

he’ s still

healthy

1 JOANNE: yet he’s still healthy.

3 LENORE:

2015: 846)

healthy

healthy
. healthy

2

«

he’s still walking around.

( Du Bois 2014: 369

:HE’ S STILL X.
walking around

°

walking around
walking around

walking around
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