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A Construction Grammar Approach to Text and Dialogue Analysis

— Taking Internet Passages as an Example
Yuan Ye
( Beihang University Beijing 100191 China)

Till now affected by syntax construction grammar ( CG) studies have been concentrating on units below clause though as

a branch of cognitive and functional linguistics CG should be extended to the scope of text. There have been two types of target for

discourse analysis one being written text the other being dialogue. This paper attempts to integrate two recent constructionist

discourse analysis models with the aid of systemic functional grammar and to analyze two internet passages with our discourse con—

struction grammar ( DCG) framework one being a text represented by Gao Xiaosong style the other being a dialogue represented

by part of an immediate messaging kind of web chat. This DCG framework is constructionist all the way from clause construction

up to discourse construction which offers the DA arena a formalist as well as cognitive analytic tool.
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