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POPULARIZATION OF SCIENTIFIC DISCOURSE: COMMUNICATING HEALTH

SCIENCE IN THAILAND
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Abstract
This paper explores an issue of science popularization in Thailand, gauging the effectiveness of
texts and to find the guidelines that would enhance it. Sixty five articles on health science have
been collected from seven different magazines between the year 2004 and 2005. Using Critical
Discourse Analysis framework, an analysis reveals four major problematic discursive features:
reiteration of known facts, oversimplification, excessive details with high degree of complexity

and excessive usage of technical terminologies.

The research argues that the problems can be resolved by not only reformulating but
recontextualizing the scientific discourse. In order to make the discourse fits better with the new

context, hence ‘recontextualizing’ it, it is advisable to reformulate at both macro and micro level.



At macro level, information should be reorganized using the macro structure of news discourse.
This means prioritizing information and presenting one single idea at a time. At micro level,
information should be clarified using description, explanation, reiteration, exemplification and
analogy. The reformulation at both levels is argued to be able to ease the cognitive process
because it provides the measures that facilitate the relation of genre and content of scientific
discourse with ones that people are more familiar with.
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