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International phonetic alphabet
Subordination
Cohesion
Social cohesion
Lexical cohesion
Nonverbal communication
Ethnography
Cataphora
Anaphora
Sampling
Ethics
Parataxis
Implicature
Repair
Predicational strategies
Persuasive strategies
Mitigating strategies
Intensifying strategies
Referential strategies

Discursive strategy
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Orientalism
Reclaiming
Colonization
Tag question
Entailment
Consumerism
Islamophobia
Style
Stylistics
Noun
Research questions
Back channels
Frames
Reproduction
Rewording
Accounts
Parsing
Proposition
Presupposition
Exclusion
Persuasion
Terms of address
Production

Performativity
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Gender performativity
Observer’s bias
Coherence
Reflexivity
Process types
Sentence types
Emphasized Femininity
Hegemonic femininity
Ideology
Research
Topoi
Passivization
Social constructurism
Structuralism
Self-disclosure
Politeness
Nominalization
Turn-taking
Privileged femininity
Code switching
Technologization of discourse
Triangulation
Aggregation

Speaking
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Identification

Discourse analysis

Feminist critical
Discourse analysis

Positive discourse analysis
Critical Discourse Analysis

Eco-critical Discourse Analysis

Feminist post-structuralist Discourse
analysis

Post-structuralist
Discourse analysis

Mediated discourse analysis
Conversation Analysis
Content Analysis

Interdiscursivity
Pragmatics
Word order

Discourse Naming
Similes
Personification
Objectification
Audience design
Categorization
Functionalization

Naturalization
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Discourse Prosody
Semantic prosody
Performative
Transitivity
Explanation
Normalization of Discourse
Specification
Social change
Recontextualization
Footing
Individualization
Interpretation
Semantic Preference
Positive face
Repetition
Collocation
Reception
Assimilation
Representation
Sexism
Intertextuality
Access
Backgrounding

Phatic communication
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Computer mediated
Communication

Negative face
Textual orientation
Description
Pauses
Promotional culture
Conversational maxims
Research agenda
Collectivization
Clause
Gender
Sex
Biological sex
Modality
Essentialism
Argumentation
Passive agent deletion
Over-determination
Ellipsis
Lexical Bundle
Overwording
Archaeology
Semantic field

Discourse
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Orientalist discourse
Overarching discourse
Sexist discourse
Oral discourse
Classroom discourse
Racist discourse
Repressive discourse
Prejudiced discourse
Gendered discourse
Nationalist Discourse
Oppositional discourses
Subversive discourses
vernacular

Synchronic studies

Corpus-assisted
Discourse Studies

Diachronic Studies
Connotation
Semantic role
Subjectivity
Interpretative repertoire
Hegemonic Masculinity
Capital

Capitalism
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Homophobia
Tense
Adjacency pair
Register
Narrative
Power
Context
Personalization
Synthetic personalization
Legitimation
Truth conditions
Populism
Nexus of Practice
Tabloidization
Struggle
Adjective
Silence
Stereotypes
Social class
Pitch
Quantitative methods
Qualitative methods
Ethnocentrism

Social relations
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Semantic relations
Sign
Discursive Psychology
Processes
Racism
Felicity Conditions
Absence
Non-discursive
subject

Social actors

Passivated social actors

Repressive hypothesis
Sapir-Whorf Hypothesis
Gender differences
Verb
Social action
Speech act
Indexing
Resistant reader
Preferred reading
Oppression
orthography

Scare quotes
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Utterance
Suppression
Discursive competence
Parole
Unsolicited talk
Direct Speech
Reported speech
Keyword
Informalization
Political correctness
Ergativity
langue
Anti-language
Women’s language
Non-sexist language
Sociolinguistics
Interactional sociolinguistics
Corpus Linguistics
Critical linguistics
Neoliberalism
Post-feminism
Post-structuralism
Postmodernism

Cooperative principle
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Metaphor
Public sphere
Discourse Community
Speech community
Imagined community
Community of practice
Focus group
Conversationalization
Erasure
Rheme
Theme
Schema
Scripts
Data-driven Approach

Socio-cognitive approach

Discourse-historical approach

Phrase
Predicate
Warrants

Participants
Deixis
Members’ resources
Face

Anti-semitism
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Shared knowledge
Norm
Prescriptivism
Heteronormativity
Fallacy
Observer’s paradox
Keyness
Vocabulary
Object
Research interview
Resistance
Spatialization
Participant observation

Oppositional practices
Social practice

Discursive Practice
Perspectivation
Agency
Ethnomethodology
Attitudes
Second-wave feminism
Socially constitutive

Objectivity
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Subject position
Systemic functional grammar
Impersonaliztion
Relativism
Cultural relativism
Transcription

Text

Jeldll g 5o
L#Uaﬂ\gi;lajj\ﬂ\
i \W@S
L

ALl Ll

SN el
o)

Colony text ol Gl [ jomadl jai

Patriarchy
Order of discourse
Queer theory
Relevance theory
Speech act theory
Post-colonial theory
Hypotaxis
Prosody
Genre
Subversion
Moral panic
Identity
Social identity
Sexual identity
Public identity

National Identity
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Hegemony
Discourse Markers
Somatization

Positivism
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The Key Thinkers
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Ernesto Laclau
Allan Bell
Erving Goffman
Paul Chilton
Paul Grice
Pierre Bourdieu
Theo van Leeuwen
Teun Van Dijk
J. L. Austin
Jacques Derrida
Janet Holmes
Judith Butler
John Swales

John Gumperz
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Jennifer Coat
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Jennifer Coat
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Ruth Wodak
Roger Fowler
Ron Scollon
Sara Mills

Steven Levinson

Robin Tolmach Lakoff
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Karl Marx
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Guy Cook
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Gender Trouble, Butler J. (1990). London and New York: Routledge
Ve o O 5.0 08l il Jleazanl § SIS sl

Politeness: Universals in Language Usage, Brown P. and Levinson, S. (1987).
Cambridge: Cambridge University Press
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Discourse as Social Interaction, Van Dijk, T. (1997)
London, Thousand Oaks and New Delhi: Sage
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Wodak, R. (2001)
London and New York: Routledge

YAE '&J%J'fjjﬁ'c‘gpp?y‘wﬂ‘rl;j“f&;‘

Discourse and Social Psychology, Potter, J. and Wetherell, M. (1987)
London: Sage
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London: Palgrave
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