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[Dementia discourse and the possibility of
social application-The approach of
sociolinguistic can/ should cope with social
needs? (i) ]

Though its value as academic entity in the
social science and humanity has not been
doubted, the task for keeping its prosperity has
burdened on each researcher on this field, due to
the current trend of the inclination to vocational
studies.

However, visiting existing approach and adopt
it to current social needs can be meaningful,
especially now when the analysis of big data
actually influences constructing “public
opinion”.

Discourse analysis is the basis to analyze
those big data, in the meaning that which
element would be focused and not focused under
specific design, are qualitatively and
theoretically detected. In this seminar, the
approach to analyze the dementia discourse, as
a genre of institutional discourse, is introduced
at first, focusing on zooming in the detail of real
conversation and examples to cut this world into
some meaningful fragment under theories. Then
the analysis not in conversation but in writing
would be analyzed from the perspective of
narrative medicine or the process of losing
language on dementia patient. As the
implication for policy-making on neo-gerontology,
preserved and lost aspect of linguistic behavior

depending on the level of symptoms will be

presented, and by doing so the
“representativeness” of dementia patient can be
discussed.

After those presentations on the progressed
research on dementia discourse, the aspect of
social application and technical transfer would
be argued by oncologist at Verilogue Inc. for
clarifying the possibility and problem of
applying sociolinguistics.

Therefore, this seminar aims to provide the
opportunity to consider the trans-field approach
in an issue for stakeholder, ranging from
discourse study, nursing and medicine to social
recommendations.
<PART 1>
@Prof. Heidi Hamilton (Georgetown University)
What is the concept of “good” interaction?
Zooming in real data and application of theories.
@ Prof. Vaidehi Ramanathan (University of
California, Davis)

- Writing as narrative medicine and the

process of losing linguistic complexity.

<PART 2> Application of logics and approach to
technical transfer
@ Carolyn Reed (Verilogue Inc.)

Health data oncology; application and
solution of customer’s demand; Mild cognitive
impairment in data and

<PART 3> Panel Discussion



