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The critical study of discourse, language and communication is necessary as long as text and talk are being used to dominate people — as well as to resist such domination. 
True, as critical discourse analysts we probably have little direct impact on international, national or even local policies, power abuse and social inequality. Yet, we are not completely powerless when we are able to use our expertise to critically examine and publicly denounce the public discourses that reproduce such domination and inequality. 
Hence, first of all, my aim of CDS is to educate students to be critical citizens and professionals who are in turn able to analyze and denounce abusive discourses they are confronted with in their own daily lives, as well as in that of their own students, colleagues, clients or friends. We know that much fundamental social inequality, such as sexism, racism and classism, are also reproduced, motivated and legitimated by text and talk — and that resistance against these forms of social power abuse needs sophisticated critical discourse analysis as an efficient basis for dissent.
Secondly, the major social problems as well as the numerous forms of power abuse in today’s societies need advanced, multidisciplinary research in which also a sociopolitically committed discourse study plays a central role. We need to explore the precise role of text and talk in the daily social and cultural practices of dominant groups, institutions and their members against women, minorities and poor people, among others. Besides the details of discourse structures, we need to know much more about the contextual conditions of discourse and especially also about its cognitive, social, political and cultural consequences. We need to know how exactly people are discursively manipulated to believe and accept the lies and biases of official discourse. We are only just beginning to understand the mechanisms of the complex interface that triangulates discourse with social practices and social structures, on the one hand, and with the sociocognitive and neurocognitive structures of social knowledge, attitudes and ideologies, on the other hand — each again within its own historical and cultural context.
In other words, there is still much to be done. In that respect, the broad, multidisciplinary study of discourse is still in its infancy, and the critical study of discourse barely born. 
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