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On van Dijk’s Socio-cognitive Discourse Analysis
Xin Bin Liu Chen
( Nanjing Normal University Nanjing 210097 China)

The “Socio-cognitive Approach” ( also called “Discourse-cognitive-society Triangle”)  proposed by van Dijk emphasizes
the fundamental mediating function of mind between discourse and society paying special attention to the central role played by
mental model context model and knowledge device in the explanation of the relationship among language power and ideology.
van Dijk is heavily indebted to psycho-inguistics cognitive psychology and cognitive linguistics in developing his own Socio-cog—
nitive Approach to discourse analysis which in turn has enriched and sirengthened those theories by integrating and applying some
of the basic concepts and methodologies of those theories to the study of discourse and society.
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