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Abstract

1. This research aims at addressing a Dialectical-Relational
Approach to Critical Discourse Analysis and Critical Realism Phi-
losophy in order to conceptualize the concept of education pol-
icy as discourse. An epistemological and an ontological concept
of education policy have been developed. From the perspective
of stratified ontology in the context of Critical Realism: educa-
tion policy can be seen at the level of social practices as a “social
field”« and education policy can be seen at the actual level as a
“text”. From a critical epistemological perspective: education
policy can be seen in terms of discourse; which means a set of
valuesc assumptions and criteria that determine what should (or
should not) be; thus itincludes normative perceptions of the re-

production or reform and transformation of education systems.
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ledge« London« p. 18.
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Confronting complexity« Albany: The State University of New York Press« p. 20.

2021M;:;J;J| w,«ﬁa)‘}cM‘M‘




o\k@b—@,ﬂli}fu;)mwawylw— Kéw‘j%yﬁobb} o

—
HELWAN UNIVERSITY

Sl Slulls G s g 5lasls Sl dgd o oadl Sl
Sludly Olasdly dal) WL Llexal ax 5 T wlulyldl &5 ey cclulll
85215 ) Ll 3055 POl 2] b g U1 o laz VT = )
B as AN colaladl & o e "SI Ll mllaass * Lester et al
STl e Gt collasdl s 2l oo e 2aslill lamgroll s o shasa
D el GBI s s ] BLoYL el Ol 1S5 2250 T

Coedid i

Critical Policy Anal-2uldd aadl Jowll  ghas o155 ol sl dT 018 3l
G bl o) b Il 5l a5 s dsladl da Y1 558801 I ySis
a 3b J e ou!p‘;ﬂ, LsCis s 13 dwladl dnds el 3 0 iUl T
05 O A A 5 0t U1 IS cny iy Y 3Ll da e f35 s
Aol 553 15 s SUIS Ll Lelolo s L 5 bl 0Ly Sl W Wi
DL g Sllas L Y1

S B i S Jos g5 Lo e Anleeld B )3, 0)

Al £l b, 0L il g Lo s dloegie 83 305w 5 Lugalis
G oy U ol LY i (gl g e il i
(& 51) dos | ;LM;;J\&,; s lad dteg Aol o O 25 wp@

L P P SO WO | 25 o A el Loldl SBL ey o

(1)- Fimyar< Olena (2014). What is policy? In search of frameworks and defini-
tions for non-Western contexts« Educate« 14 (3)« p. 8.

(2)- Lester« Jessica Nina et al. (2017)« Discursive Perspectives on Education Policy
and Implementation« Palgrave Macmillan« Switzerland« p. 5.

(3)- Young« Michelle D. and Diem: Sarah (2017). Introduction: Critical Approaches
to Education Policy Analysis< Op. Cit.c p. 2.

(4)- Fairclough¢ Norman (2013). Critical Discourse Analysis and Critical Policy
Studies:« Critical Policy Studies« 7 (2)«< P. 177.

(5)- Fimyar« Olena (2014). What is policy? In search of frameworks and defini-
tions for non-Western contexts« Op. Cit.c p. 8.

2021m.>2.>..\.-.“ w,.ﬁ.dl;@ul:ﬂ.gsd




(il il ol it o ol sl

Tl Laalaodl ) sl 55 e o2 1 e L "Jones 5 dsls
Lol o do e sk s OF im Y s O Bl 55 5e Lpr 55 Al
(L gl 5 meas Lot SV HIGYI s Lslals Bl SY1LIGYI Jous 6 . "2l
s ool o IS o 1 Byl 5 Zagell oaliad) o Sl Sen 2l n Yo
L5 Al 4 el gt LalS Lgnilian 5 LS )0 oy G cinladll ALl & gy
e Bl a s bl Sl delis B g Bwlal Slag dal J] L]
T OlasS Ll MidanS bl e S ALl

cildond 5 mgn 1518 Lol Aanll) Bl Sl o Sl 51 03
L Loadond Zleld LT p 5o 5 cBnonll Slnadd lome s g i LS &S
5o g alilons O oIy Dlasd) 51 IS o 1 ol laadl 55 o Gl 5
AN e el fon ot oo Y1 Jelodl S gts S g0 sk Juane
g 3dl 2l a0l o palpl) Jual  n sl linloes ) &85l Ao i
Golear Y1 ol s o(addls pmodl 22l ool (25 CiS 1) Ao g2l
I b aMe  dadadl lulodl 3L Sl ) Y1 ISE5 (S 1 dlke) SN
(2) L Loy b gl o o el Say A1 ol il J) (e laz V!

e LS el i Bl Sy GBI s

lelidows 5 Lol Aol p g bl nss Sl1 ool e 0 o2 1 o
S L) Jalasee 3 5b Al o Blas diny Frodladl dld) i OF s A1 Sl
2t 5 el Sl el b siadl 5l dos oSl olgaedl cye 850500 de gares s
SSUIEREASISPR IEPJUUR I RESESIERP - SO N [ | |
il s el s alans ol dpod Sy ladl) Sl b sl

(1)- Jones: Tiffany (2013)« Understanding Education Policy: The ‘Four Education
Orientations’ Framework: SpringerBriefs in Education« p. 3.

(2)- Anderson« Kate T. and Holloway: Jessica (2018). Discourse analysis as theory:
method¢ and epistemology in studies of education policy« Op. Cit.c p. 2.

2021M::>J;J| w,«ﬁa)‘}cM‘M‘




Ol o ol = oy 1 &S 0 5 LS 35 s = oolarl s &gy 5 ol 3 iy

VERSITY

o) O] Sl ranl s Sl o5 pbadl SIS L3y syl
s Lo g yo ULt 655 0 o s Lncliza
oerliall 5l Loty S ol s I J3ledl) 2l Sy JWL
olasld il Joloedl ) lata o odndl] ]
Cond! SNl
:%Mw)\d;@ﬁ\,&%}a@\awu&w@
indadl Slaleald (G id) s 1 ool ke Slildata Ls 1
¢ hadadll bl il Lol ot ls il L .2
¢ olasll (il ol ol Hlied 38 ziadl NIl 3
a0l sl I 2and)l lillae Lo .4
¢ olasl) guadl Jloerl) £80asL 01 - 45 & el e .5
Sl = A &l W] B el Zuled ealiadl el s L6
Sl Ll I Lan il
Coed ) aai
LAl ol G
radadl Sl (gl rd 1 ol ke lallats o 1
el Sl gaadl Jlowdl e wlallate i .2
ol il ol Sl liad 8 i) eV GBLasen] .3
puad) Ll ) danddl lallane GLaSs| L4
colasl) guidl Joloeal) £ aSIL ) - Ll el LaSeu) .5
ALl — AaMal & laadl ] B k) Al paalts [ geal m g
) dns) I danddll g




(il il ol it o ol sl

Coed) diedl

o) sl ks 3025 1 A sl iy 4l o g el Coedl S
G ALl Ggs o) Raadl 483150 danddl ) 1555 50 Sllass
J el ilie 3 s 5 colasel] gl el g (1S 13 0Ly 5200 SN
el Slalow o Ji 3 Brasgall Eon
Condi A9l
colasdl g sgda s ol Al p sghe el Il 1l ds 505 gl 5 sl -
oI LIS ST 5 st dr 5 Y 1o ) IS 5 e 1 3 5l -
Coudl g "

A8y ety (1 &g ) gl 3 (gl ol rgnedl ) Gl 5SS
cAaslall deadoadl 5 A3 L1 5 doslinndl 5 Dol Y15 dslazr Yl Olns )l de 0 (g
M Gl s g Al Al Ol Loy Lome dslazr | OB e Jl 605 s
Lo ph b Jalge b o lem VIS L BT e 25 01 e ol gned
| PSRRI WV SN Y P IV PPV VS SOV I PR SNy
olanr| Ol b Aol Lela V1 alladl e ansl J] gl ol
Gl dlaadl Al de p 3 Sy cims Lalad s &3LE 5 Lol dowlonn
Sobo Aoy (6 A Eslaza] Ol glast]y dins ol dalus & > pets I
ol el gy helam VI ADI S pellly Sladl Gk (B Lene
B [RCH | wwq}abw,yxﬁiwwﬂw sl
Sl s e s il b bl ol ST Slsles e cLadll s delondl
28 o SV S e U3 s 2 lomn s Lger 55 & oy Bl L)
VLS e m)]

(1)- Cohenc Louisc Manion« Lawrence and Morrison« Keith« Research Methods in
Education« Sixth edition« Routledge« London« pp. 27 — 29.

2021M::>J;J| w,«ﬁa)‘}cM‘M‘




Ol o sl — iy N EIS 1y jaad AaSomn &) 53 Alome = Lolazrls &g 5 Sl .L:..q,

HELWAN UNIVERSITY

S e 1 s s 1 S5V A Sl -
tade pa L) Joo s a8 Sl o Il a1 CLWYI G | 11 Al ol -
Sl Vs llaadl Julows I3 3 Lo elgne 1 ok 5 i gl 51,215 ol

e b el oy ddelar VI das ) oSl

Zal )l 5] b el Bl olin ) oS 5 12N U Sl -
s Sl mod n b Lealeal) Ol il ol 2SCsILI
3l glaadl e @50 ez SIS ol

Al ittt

1y yad) Crlaat y AT N g
(V3080 Lldows 55 2 ez B ool duldi Lty 1

Godadl Ll s Glas A1 Lasl e e o ) Aul )l Gug
Flobendl mio B g il o dadl LD 5 52l8 Bl a s pme b adiads
pde 5 Sluld] e Eudod) dadatdl Slulndl B 3 oaedly Sl aadl Sl
skl ol g o) Bl 8 gl s cladis I lyls Y1 Lze YT 5 A=Y
8 ol Coul o dad) LLS e Jaladl i el el dadl Sl 5 (5 I
Gy Y B, ARk pleza¥ codadl lulnd] Ole S SV S s e
S Ao gode doed 5 Al 45 Ol (O gonal 05 (e KL pLaza | e Al
(23 A5 el e Sl mo 3 s godl slazel 5 ¢ e 2]
(@ L ns < %;ML?J\ % (..:,\;.:M Ol o 580 .2

e b dacdad) bl Las L(2009) 3 bl e Gla ¢ las o pSa T i = (1)
= ) J sl b bl BedaiD) &y 01 J gl ) sl I ol o3 3l 3080 s 3
23238 el iy D1 LS (LY s ol 3 sl

oo o b bl |3 wladl bl 0 35 (2015) (golany domme Joolows] e ~(2)
e o8 Bmalor ¢y IV ES ((B0) sl ¢ malonl o ladl B ol

2021m.>2.>..\.-.“ w,.ﬁ.dl;@ul:ﬂ.gsd




(il il ol it o ol sl

plladl 3 Jsdls Candll ol e Sl SN £ 58 e J] Ereddad
o oo Il Olagiadly Slulndl 53 il ol e G padl s ¢ okl
Sl o 55 Emegro Aol s el 51 o 4S5 (Ll 5 L Ol
e Szl N g Il 3 Il (5 gad) Jo T o sl (6 gl e 6] 5
Aedadl Slalidl gl fuadl Bl e Comedls coded 55 )1 a0 s b

LYl olul 00 L
Slasdl o i Sl b Ladntl & gmadl ) D5l o kil J o) .3
(Vssoezall iSeadl b Lol bl (il

Sl ) V1 S Olasel) il Lol plasen] JI 2ul,dl G
o 1 ol Sl 36 5 b Bronazal) Rl SLSCaliys 5 Zwlendl S 551 5
o) S Ty (DFID) &l ) samcall alondly &5l 2eadl 8,05)
BIEREA PRVRCHEPPIN [ R SEEN [N PON H-5 W[ NV WO [ ON S0
Ses S Il adin a5 I dlSUl dwldl Sl o) a0V b Y1 Lkl
sl Bl s L) SlSCalys 1 e & paedd dilzdl Sl deley O
$50) o1 e s3ea 8 ool CatSyy T gy T S Gl el
il xS amy Lol gl OF 3 ooy L3l JI sl dSanadly & 5ol el
.(’L’J\ C\L_EJ\ oy s Ol & V’l’d‘ Ay Ghas Led
Zalall o goatl] (i) Cllasedl s 13315 sboms ol iil] s w304

«(Z’NLxJ\ ol J >
(1)- Aungec Thu Ya and Straubhaar« Rolf (2021). A Policy Shift from State to Non-
state in Education Aid: A Critical Discourse Analysis of the UK’s Development Poli-
ciesc Current Issues in Comparative Education (CICE)« 23 (1).
(2)- Anderson¢ Ashlee« Aronson: Brittany« Ellison« Scott and Fairchild-eyes« Sher-
rie (2015). Pushing Up Against the Limit-Horizon of Educational Change: A Critical
Discourse Analysis of Popular Education Reform Texts¢ Journal for Critical Educa-
tion Policy Studies« 12 (3).

2021M::>J;J| w,«ﬁa)‘}cM‘M‘




Ol o sl — iy N EIS 1y jaad AaSomn &) 53 Alome = Lolazrls &g 5 Sl .L:..q,

HELWAN UNIVERSITY

oo Eadadl B b5 el laslealls SISV daos J] Al Gugs
@Al Clasdl Lo I e ¢33V 85 sdoms updedly el ~So)
ol blasdl Glastu] ot oo by ilime dewliws dos S o 5ot
Bilsbes o gl B Jlows SN 0 stozadl SLY I B el ~So] I
353kl «(2009) plo wdadl 55 WA dbw Slllast ) s e ST
o5 ok s ((2009) plad bl S Sl ssle] Ol das o]l
Byl ) oo 5 o 5 s ol 0] g el Gl e Lo S5
o o eolaldl milo 1LY dasls s 3 le SIS Goedad) dndse s
Al sl 5L N de b oSS

Al Orlaty AN oL Gl

L o skl sl o 35 LT om0 ol e 2851 5NV )yl -
(.SL>J| Lg.&.liﬂ\ g;"“a}” CSJ.«;S\ L) < Ladad) Ol u}! J.E.'J\ < W
@oubdg\gbd\whwuabﬁchuijgw
.wgquW\uuW\

b@\@d&ﬁgbrmwsjjﬁ&?‘y@gﬂ@ﬂ}ﬁZ@Lﬁ\bb,\.‘\—
ooy lalodl g 3 B x50l o 3l L) cadad

M\LQ¢WJWMWQM\W|Cai\j:,x:c"cdt*ﬂ&.wbﬂ\—
Lol 3l ys) &UJQ}M\ ("J"’ﬂ‘ C)Lal C)L@;—j;&.&&da‘g-«ubé
g‘*‘:l"d‘ C)Lp}!\ ax 55 &bl J ) U sae (a.LES %;:ﬂ doetadl 4l J 5!
s sTojlael bl plail) b (el i ol pladll wes poui L
<>L*J\{,.,L;..:.UZ\.:‘:.>J| w\ LMT&&MJ!&JM} cSc—LéSj

2021m.>2.>..\.-.“ w,.ﬁ.dl;@ul:ﬂ.gsd




(il il ol it o ol sl

bl Ll o 5 s gty Gty Locd ol Sl o 8 225 1yl 1 201
3L ISV IS5 A1 adhe Vs o) S llasdl oo ) G . Ollasns
el Clasdl b o sdadls kel 2500] e

Slobadl il 33 o1 ozl las Lod Z Ll ol a0 e ol 1de e s
p oo g mpally B mall ) skl BLASEL] Gugnny G Lo s 4ol
oo M3 il SV bes B Ereddadl Sluldl & gy b ek 448 5 Al
Lo s Lgnio 1455 Aulod] oy dolnal Ll dnd o) ol A8 5l
Lo clondad] Slulendd il ol lillas gl e 55 315 el
collasl) guall ol ol sl
Coudl ol @

S sadl Gl sl
ackad) Slabndd (gl s I ol ke 105V goeadl -
rogadl Slalonndd (gl Jelodl s 1 SUI1 ) gl -
RUHIVPS PR Y WORCY PERTEIN GO 0N [ o[ O 3 [N [
gl b ) 2a ) Slallaza ) 1y gl -
collasl) guadl Joal LaSILA - LNl Dyl uslid] ) goeall -
= L) DU ] ekl duld ealie gl 1Ll gl -

i) £ 1 Al 5 2SSl
PURUIES (o WA JERWI-vi (PR B3 (U PIES U ES RPN P (BYE N |

UL o Lah 6 bimasdl on ol 3 Bl 2l pd SMan)l gl B
Jod U5l o 00 el s Glas o L 20 018 om e lalendl Jelowill s soralin]
ol e BN 835 O oo o o s 105 L5 o Biplozn VT SIS0
U5 e ST Ll ey 05 Jy s b 1 sl ol 5m Y slezn )

2021M::>J;J| w,«ﬁa)‘}cM‘M‘




b

Ol o sl — iy N EIS 1y jaad AaSomn &) 53 Alome = Lolazrls &g 5 Sl .L:..q,

HELWAN UNIVERSITY

Sle Sl ilaza] (3 o Akl w553 B3le] el ] e Lo 5 o3
Sy (U Ty Loy el s laledl w5 3 Lgs b Zulidl slals
oS o gl s a5 B Lal sl Bladl ol ) lelesn)
b S (61 055 e il OB Jol e (55l (S Sle ]l
bl 33 s gyl g da Sl s Slulindl Mo oy oo lill ol
S Bl Sleler 55 dhaladl 0Lty 55 52001 pslas Caelias Lltey auyls
IS rerdlias L5 LU 18215 51 o Com g ) 5

— Gewldl Sl Jls oo 6 328 — dadad] dlidl & oy gl U3
SLal BY1 e e goren oSas A1 (s 1 (D) Bl 51l pos Jondd
LS P ([N 12 S R N SV [ IO S PRAPTP SN [[EW [V PPN P
Jolod dnd 1 ool o o 1SS P gy J gamadl digralls A o poz Y15
wr g Bl o el S ] s dleedl e Leckadl L)
Uil gl oy 33dmes e gores Gl o L) Jaases L) g &k 1o Lo ple
B el S s Sl o) 38kl dpnd] ] it s Sl Sl 2]

toobad! (paeds JI odadl e 3 Slulid) Jloed Sl Jolal 655
{9 L) da, Y
[ .S 1,45 "Traditional Policy Analysis Zul..\ RRNE Ry WER RSt

SN o T /5 amdlly il s Ladasedl e Bl e

(1)- Rizvic Fazalc and Lingard« Bob (2010). Globalizing Education Policy: Op. Cit.c
p. 18.

(2)- Diem« Sarah« Young: Michelle D.c Welton« Anjalé D.c Mansfield: Katherine
Cumings and Lee« Pei-Ling (2014). The intellectual landscape of critical policy
analysis¢ International Journal of Qualitative Studies in Education« 27 (9)¢ p. 1068.
(3)- Monkman« Karen and Hoffman« Lisa (2013). Girls” education: The power of
policy discourse« Theory and Research in Education¢ 11 (1)« p. 67.

(4)- Diem« Sarah« Young« Michelle D.« Welton¢ Anjalé D.c Mansfield« Katherine
Cumings and Lee« Pei-Ling (2014). The intellectual landscape of critical policy
analysis¢ Op. Cit.c pp. 1070- 1071.

2021m.>2.>..\.-.“ w,.ﬁ.dl;@ul:ﬂ.gsd




(il il ol it o ol sl

oo e Sl Nl L Bsle oy s olulndl Likaall dragdadl ol adll
slals L sl Sy g pe Bdos g2 -
OV TP PP S GO PR WL L PR W 3 [ W P S !
SV sdoen 2y LI sl sl adl s RIS O Sl S| 31
L85dee dzel u)
Jyo e 05506 U O el e Zulendd guadl Jldll Gllay .3
b Ladl sy ALl d ghoell o) Ao 3301 U5 clgogh s Lpnraneis 8 nadl
5 ol o daserll SIS 5 el
Sy Slaldl s il S ol lalndd i) ol (5 24 4
B Il e mlaadl Slebend vl 2l s colulaally Z3Lall
L s OIS W] Pl
inldl & g 0L "Levinson et al 0y 2T O peinad) ) Ll L lis
i sl e Rl Coun LI e I BAST) (g gl Ll
leo Bale] e 35 1 me el Unhaiis O L s sub b U35 el ¢ ol
5 ¥ L ol amSle s i) Bk adoeadl o) SUo] ST /5 2ul
T2 3o ol ez Gl oy Al A L) g Ll 5 Loz 4 i
bl 3 pos Ab1 3 5SS IE (ed S g L 555 Lgan s (g
Bl G Loy el 51 omadl bl Bodlas g g 5o (0 (&1 )
Sl YN b 55 25T o e ol 5 5l L 1500 S0 155 guaiall i3
Tawbodl i o V3L - 5T clils bl 085 3 5 ) oLl
(P el dplaza] A slos A o (g0

Levinsonc¢ Bradley A. U.¢ Suttonc Margaret and Winstead« Teresa (2009). Edu- (1)
cation Policy as a Practice of Power: Theoretical Toolsc Ethnographic Methodsc

.Democratic Options¢ Educational Policyc 23 (6)¢ pp. 768 — 769

2021M::>J;J| w,«ﬁa)‘}cM‘M‘




b

Ol dnslr = 2y NS o s LaSoms 555 Aloes = elazrly 4o 5 lal s --Luu

HELWAN UNIVERSITY

e Baldl o bylae s Sl 3 e Y1 olal Y eds 5ed S
Lo 51 555 ot sl — ARSI Jobowt s ¢ ISl ettty ool ol s &
) 230l 5 Bl 3Ll Mzl BTy lall & a5 ecle gl
655 OF oKy Rearall Al oloetd &l ol aodl Of e o2 M1 e
Aol 4oy oVl I Ol P st 0o L ¢ Gladl 5 ool
Sl s Sl jloe JoS s e Ao o5 Jacdaied g ool s gl 203501 ol sl
Leske U mamell o3 ) Gl il 83 gms G5 samen Al 0,555 Al
O rgadls &y latl] sdoes oS S oy

oo el e Wiy Ll Sl p) 5! gl Ty coligiledd] IO (ST
ez G5 5ol bl 8 pmall gty o gl 1 0L slize) Alin 08 YT el
okl ns 1 sl DTG Sl g LS gy 51 Sy 15 pontld AL
o sl e S andlinas s 05 M| gl ] A I Eolaz !
Gl oy shall cpo i sazes s 5 WG A laza V1 p shall oo a1y 51
Al ot el & lemzas ¥l iy Lo s &gl dny Loy & gl s ol &l g
Gplas ) &l o Ll 59 el el sliod) SIS 5 ¢ mall Lgilolon]
psregd) s LoV 5 ¢ ol eV ALl oI5 s e @lawlgﬂ‘%}%ﬁ‘
'Reagan obw,"s "Thatcher ,ab) oS- |3 e lede o)tV
towl o (38 are 5ol 1l et A1 G gl Sl gl e
SBlad) 6 85 U dad el Sllas OF ciaal 5Y1 Ly Ty @ W)
P L ol s o sl ! Lalasl g ol

(1) - Diem« Sarah¢ Young:« Michelle D.c Welton¢ Anjalé D.c Mansfield« Katherine
Cumings and Lee« Pei-Ling (2014). The intellectual landscape of critical policy
analysisc Op. Cit.c p. 1071.

(2)- Ibid¢ p. 1068.

(3)- Rizvic Fazalc and Lingard« Bob (2010). Globalizing Education Policy« Op. Cit.c p. 16
(4)- Kennett« Patricia (2008). Governance:« the State and Public Policy in a Global
Age:« In "Governance« Globalization and Public Policy"« Patricia Kennett (Ed.)c Ed-
ward Elgar« Cheltenham« pp. 3 —4.

2021m.>2.>..\.-.“ w,.ﬁ.dl;@ul:ﬂ.gsd




(il il ol it o ol sl

LS by 5] o e Balall lalindl ks sy J &l ) BLAYL 1
OPPCEN [JUCNC] VPRI LSRNV - JORUI Y AVIES PIERWPERIT
Jr o3l LS Al lls b das o clplulw e asledl dalodl S3s| b
el Wl Zaledl SN Y o s el sl b ol oS a3t
Coenol P laz¥s Dl bl 5 sad J s A1 AW JLas¥l BLST i
bl Sl wlllasy Blsy) st Lad ddeadly 2000 el olul
o sl ol 3T Al duldt Ol ad sl woldandl bsas s cied saoll
D ele ISy

gy s M YN ) mad oY ol D12 Y bl sl & ST )
o5 oo odndl (8 VT & s 1)l 20 IS0t e S es oy 1S01 206
ST ST ol LWl elonl o (3 bl (a3 OY T s .Gyl LT Lo ST
QWL s ¢ podndl sl o o G321 b 515,50 1 Lo} A sl oty s
Lol Y Abl 3 sl e e e I 52 3 (012855 5l ol oy i
G5 15 08 5 (oS il 5 drarkadl SV oSGl 0Ly W1 ool Sl 531 U
Tl b LJUall 8515 5 g (o el s Buainnadh| 5 381 20 Sl Sl
i poz b (3 Lodadd] SV iy oo o5 caild w3 1 s .7 s A g e
Sl b S el Bl sl s g2l AU ol das HISST e 85 502
b ol Ll 5 )udll a5 Al sLasY|

O e o 1 o s Ll I3 L 8 W) bl s Jlg Blin O
Mdjn\yﬁwj@\,éu&agdﬂ\@w\Qy,,d\g;m,wj\@,i
e Jodls bl gl e Lhan 5 o Ll ol sl o O (- 5o 0 &l

Rizvic Fazalc and Lingard. Bob (2010). Globalizing Education Policy. Op. Cit.c p. 16 - (1)
JIbide p. 11 - (2)

Lipmanc Pauline (2004). High Stakes Education: Inequality. Globalization. - (3)
.and Urban School Reform. Routledge. London. pp. 6 -9
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(1)- Rizvic Fazalc and Lingard« Bob (2010). Globalizing Education Policy« Op. Cit.c
p. 17

(2)- Lipmanc¢ Pauline (2004). High Stakes Education: Inequality« Globalization« and
Urban School Reform« Op. Cit.c p. 11.

(3) - Wright« Erik Olin (1980). Class Structure and Income Determination« Aca-
demic Pressc New Yorke pp. 15— 16.

(4)- Lipmanc¢ Pauline (2004). High Stakes Education: Inequality« Globalization« and
Urban School Reform« Op. Cit.c pp. 11- 12.

(5)- Rizvic Fazalc and Lingard« Bob (2010). Globalizing Education Policy« Op. Cit.c
p. 17
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(3)- Diem« S. et al. (2014). The intellectual landscape of critical policy analysis:
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to Education Policy Analysisc Op. Cit.c p. 5.
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(2019). Introducing Critical Policy Discourse Analysis¢ In "Critical Policy Discourse
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Hornberger« N. H. (Eds.)¢ Discourse and Education« Volume 3¢ Second Edition:«
Springer« p. 53.
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Education« Lawrence Erlbaum Associates: New Jersey« p. 3.
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(1) - Fairclough¢ Norman (2012). Critical Discourse Analysis¢ In "The Routledge
Handbook of Discourse Analysis"« Gee« James Paul and Handford« Michael (Eds.)«
Routledge« London« pp. 9 — 10.
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(2) - Faircloughc Norman (2012). Critical Discourse Analysisc In "The Routledge
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(4)- Fairclough« Norman (2006). Language and Globalization« Routledge« London:
p.10-11.




Ol o sl — iy N EIS 1y jaad AaSomn &) 53 Alome = Lolazrls &g 5 Sl .L:..q,

HELWAN UNIVERSITY

zoses dr g Y il U 0ty gl (aid) Sl U2 0 "Teun Van Dijk
S e pnls B Hlin U3 n Vot s . Slasel) gzl Jeloald Blets a1
e b 35 A5 (Ot (G A a o o Lgnad Sy 31 gkl
Lol ebdd S Al s, Js> "Machin and Mayr Ly oa5l"
Jeloml plesal 8551 J8e s ol pow o o ol JRESy ol JSES 2101 0]
Slloally sl AU U 3 s eals BRI plas) G o Sllasl] szl
LU 811 Bl Ja 55 S 1 o 58 TG 500 o2 S 5T Vel V15 23

Ul ol Bzl & el Clasil] 0 il O gloeodl gy gl 1a e
s o) 2 ) el caliteds Ul s sy Ol B3 5 ¢ slozr Yl
(D : eoaliodledn o 5a) (oS ¢ Ul s . n ooy Ll 5By ST edn J2
(@ Ol o Bzl Sllial B bl 530S (ol (eI
fsk LaS L Lo A5 o BN ) ploed) e 5 () Kay S
Slaseld gzl feloesll U] 3 ) g2e(1)

ST S (olns 3 g o e Ol gl Jodl )l S
Sl s) sl b Caay ¥ Ol oy (okome B 56 t§ iy (b S
o o G55 soke (5T U ot S o Ll (0 i 08 (YY)
Slrazzeall Ll bajlasly 8 (P50 b gus e L Ty 0550) 31 2
Gl 51 3o ¢l gow QLY B85 J 8502 ulne U e LoD 43101 51 sl

(1) Machin¢ David and Mayr« Andrea (2012). How to Do Critical Discourse Analy-
sis: A Multimodal Introduction« Op. Cit.c p. 4.

(2)- Rogersc Rebecca« Malancharuvil-Berkes« Elizabeth« Mosley« Melissa« Huic¢ Di-
ane and Joseph« Glynis O'Garro (2005). Critical Discourse Analysis in Education: A
Review of the Literature« Review of Educational Research« 75 (3)« p. 367.

(3)- Rogers¢ Rebecca (2011). Critical Approaches to Discourse Analysis in Educa-
tional Research« Op. Cit.c p. 3.
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(1)- Mulderrige Jane« Montessoric Nicolina Montesano and Farrellyc Michael

(Eds.) (2019). Introducing Critical Policy Discourse Analysisc Op. Cit.c p. 10.

(2)- Rogers« Rebecca (2008). Introduction: The Emergence of Critical Discourse
Analysis in Educational Research« Op. Cit.c p. 55.

(3) Rogers< Rebecca« Malancharuvil-Berkes« Elizabeth« Mosley« Melissa« Hui« Di-
ane and Joseph« Glynis O'Garro (2005). Critical Discourse Analysis in Education: A
Review of the Literature« Review of Educational Research« 75 (3)« p. 368.
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(Ed.)¢ Routledge« Londonc¢ p. 128.

(4)- lbid¢ p. 2.

(5)- Cruickshanke Justin (Ed.) (2003)¢ Critical Realism: The difference it makesc
Routledge« London« p. ii.

(6)- Moore« Rob (2014). Social Realism and the Problem of the Problem of Knowl-
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lum: International Studies in Social Realism"« Barrett« Brian and Rata« Elizabeth
(Eds)« Palgrave Macmillan< New York: p. 32.
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