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[bookmark: _Toc2]Article summary:
1. The article discusses six dominant approaches to discourse analysis: speech act theory, pragmatics, ethnomethodology, interactional sociolinguistics, ethnography of communication, and variation theory.
2. The author illustrates each approach through extensive applications to a variety of concrete social and linguistic problems facing discourse analysts.
3. The article emphasizes the idea that language is a form of social interaction and explores the relationship between discourse and communication.
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Appears moderately imbalanced: The article provides some useful information, but is missing several important points or pieces of evidence that would be required to present the discussed topics in a balanced and reliable way. You are encouraged to seek a more balanced perspective on the presented issues by exploring the provided research topics and looking at different information sources.
[bookmark: _Toc4]Article analysis:
The article titled "Approaches to Discourse: Language as Social Interaction" by Deborah Schiffrin provides a comprehensive guide to the various frameworks, concepts, and methods available for the analysis of discourse within linguistics. The author compares six dominant approaches to discourse analysis, including speech act theory, pragmatics, ethnomethodology, interactional sociolinguistics, ethnography of communication, and variation theory.

Overall, the article is well-written and informative. However, there are some potential biases and limitations that should be considered. For example, the author's focus on these six approaches may exclude other important perspectives or theories in discourse analysis. Additionally, while the author provides extensive applications of each approach to concrete social and linguistic problems facing discourse analysts, there may be limitations in generalizing these findings to other contexts.

Furthermore, the article may have some promotional content as it is published by Wiley publishers who may have a vested interest in promoting their publications. This could potentially lead to biased reporting or one-sided reporting of certain theories or approaches.

Another limitation of this article is that it does not explore counterarguments or alternative perspectives on each approach. While the author provides a thorough overview of each approach from multiple standpoints, there may be other valid criticisms or limitations that are not addressed.

In terms of potential risks associated with this article, it is important to note that language use can be complex and nuanced. Therefore, relying solely on one approach or theory may limit our understanding of how language functions in social interactions.

Overall, while this article provides valuable insights into various approaches to discourse analysis within linguistics, readers should consider its potential biases and limitations when interpreting its findings.
[bookmark: _Toc5]Topics for further research:
· Alternative approaches to discourse analysis

· Criticisms of speech act theory

· Applications of discourse analysis in different contexts

· Limitations of interactional sociolinguistics

· Ethical considerations in discourse analysis research

· Intersectionality and discourse analysis
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