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DISCOURSE AND ITS CLASSIFICATION IN MODERN LINGUISTICS 

 
Summary. The present article deals with the definition of the concept of discourse and its classification in 

linguistics. As noted, many new aspects of cognitive research have appeared in modern linguistics. One of 

these aspects is the description of discourse and the analysis of its system-forming features, which allows us 

to consider it as an independent category of communication. Linguists take into account different 

classifications of discourse and try to explain their ideas broadly. The article emphasizes that discourse is a 

coherent text, combined with extralinguistic, pragmatic, sociocultural, psychological and other factors. 
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In recent years, many new aspects of research have appeared in modern linguistics 

within the cognitive direction. One of these aspects is the description of discourse and the 

analysis of its system-forming features, which allow us to consider it as an independent 

category of communication. 

“Discourse” was first introduced into the scientific theory of text linguistics by the 

American scientist Z.Harris in 1952 as a linguistic term in the phrase “discourse analysis.” Thus, 

the concept of “discourse”, borrowed from structural linguistics, received an increasingly wider 

scientific interpretation and terminological ambiguity at the end of the 20th century [6]. 

It should be noted that there are many approaches to defining discourse. In most modern 

works of various scientists like T. A. van Dijk, V. I. Karasik, A.A. Kibrik, M.L.Makarov, etc., 

a tradition has developed in which the word discourse is understood as a complete speech 

work in the diversity of its cognitive and communicative functions. 

By definition T.A. van Dijk, “Discourse is a speech flow, language in its constant 

movement, absorbing all the diversity of the historical era, individual and social characteristics 

of both the communicant and the communicative situation in which communication takes place. 

Discourse reflects the mentality and culture, both national, universal and individual and 

particular." Considering various interpretations of discourse, T.A. van Dijk notes that this term 

is used in science in several meanings: 

Discourse in a broad sense (as a complex communicative phenomenon) can be verbal, 

written, and have verbal and non-verbal components; 

Discourse in the narrow sense (as text or conversation) is a written or spoken verbal 

product of communicative action; 

Discourse as a specific conversation is always associated with some specific objects in a 

specific setting and a specific context; 

Discourse as a type of conversation associated not with specific communicative actions, 

but with types of verbal production; 

Discourse as a genre (for example news discourse, political discourse, scientific 

discourse); 
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Discourse as a generalized idea of a specific historical period, social community, or an 

entire culture [3]. 

V.S.Grigorieva identifies three main classes of use of this term: 1) linguistic itself, 

where discourse is thought of as speech inscribed in a communicative situation, as a type of 

speech communication, as a unit of communication; 2) the discourse used in journalism, 

dating back to the French structuralists and, above all, to M. Foucault; 

3) discourse used in formal linguistics, which tries to introduce elements of discursive 

concepts into the arsenal of generative grammar (T.Rinehart, H.Kamp). 

D.A.Borbotko defines “Discourse – as a text, but one that consists of communicative 

units of language – sentences and their associations into larger unities that are in continuous 

internal semantic connection, which allows it to be perceived as an integral formation. 

Discourses can be considered, for example, the text of a story, articles, speeches, poems." 

V.Z.Demyankov based on works on foreign linguistics, aggravates the previous definitions, 

including in characteristics related to different disciplines – semiotics, communication theory, 

sociology, modal logic, etc.: 

"Discourse is an arbitrary fragment of text consisting of more than one sentence or an 

independent part of a sentence. Often, but not always, it is concentrated around some supporting 

concept, and creates a general context that describes characters, objects, circumstances, times, 

actions, etc., determined not so much by the sequence of sentences as by the common world for 

the creator of the discourse and its interpreter, which is “built” in the course of the unfolding of 

the discourse – this is the point of view of “ethnography of speech”... “The initial structure for 

discourse has the form of a sequence of elementary propositions connected between themselves 

by logical relations of conjunction, disjunction, etc. 

Elements of discourse: stated events, their participants, performative information, and 

“non-events”, i.e.: a) circumstances accompanying the events; b) background explaining the 

events; c) assessment of the event participants; d) information that correlates discourse with 

events." This definition is noted as the most complete in the modern theory of linguistics. 

Discourse in this definition is defined as a “magnitude” that is not adequate, not 

synonymous with the text, but much broader [1, p. 145]. 

The Linguistic Encyclopedic Dictionary gives a broader definition, emphasizing the 

eventfulness and purposefulness of social action in discourse: “Discourse is a coherent text in 

combination with extralinguistic, pragmatic, sociocultural, psychological and other factors; 

text taken in the event aspect; speech, considered as a purposeful social action, as a 

component participating in the interaction of people and the mechanisms of their 

consciousness (cognitive processes). Discourse is speech “immersed in life” [7]. 

M. Stubbs identifies three main characteristics of discourse: 1) in formal terms, it is a 

unit of language that exceeds a sentence in size, 2) in terms of content, discourse is associated 

with the use of language in a social context, 3) in its organization, discourse is interactive, i.e. 

dialogical [4, p. 250]. 

From the standpoint of sociolinguistics, two main types of discourse can be distinguished: 

personal (personally oriented) and institutional. In the first case, the speaker acts as an 

individual in all the richness of his inner world, in the second case – as a representative of a 

certain social institution. Personal discourse exists, according to V.I.Karasik in two main 

varieties: everyday and existential communication. 

Institutional discourse represents communication within a given framework of status-

role relations. Concerning modern society the following types of institutional discourse can be 

distinguished: political, diplomatic, administrative, legal, military, pedagogical, religious, 

mystical, medical, business, advertising, sports, scientific, stage, and mass information. This 

list can be changed or expanded since social institutions differ significantly from each other 

and cannot be considered homogeneous phenomena; in addition, they are historically 
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changeable, can merge, and arise as varieties within one type or another. Institutional 

discourse is distinguished based on two system-forming features: goals and participants in 

communication. The goal of political discourse is to gain and retain power, pedagogical 

discourse is the socialization of a new member of society, medical discourse is to provide 

qualified assistance to the patient, etc. The main participants in institutional discourse are 

representatives of the institution (agents) and people who contact them (clients). For example, 

this is a teacher and a student, a doctor and a patient, a politician and a voter, a priest and a 

parishioner. V.I.Karasik notes that the contrast between personal and institutional discourse is 

a research technique. 

When modeling institutional discourse, four groups of features can be distinguished:     

1) constitutive features of discourse, 2) features of institutionality, 3) features of the type of 

institutional discourse, and 4) neutral features. Constitutive features include participants, 

conditions, organization, methods, and material of communication, i.e. people in their status-

role and situational-communicative roles, the sphere of communication and the com-

municative environment, motives, goals, strategies, channel, mode, tone, style and genre of 

communication and, finally, the sign body of communication (texts and/or non-verbal signs). 

Signs of institutionality record the role characteristics of agents and clients of institutions, 

typical chronotopes, symbolic actions, stereotyped genres, and speech clichés. Institutional 

communication is communication in original masks. It is the stereotyped nature of 

communication that fundamentally distinguishes institutional discourse from personal 

discourse. The specificity of institutional discourse is revealed in its type, i.e. in the type of 

social institution, which in the collective linguistic consciousness is designated by a special 

name, generalized in the key concept of this institution (political discourse – power, 

pedagogical – learning, religious – faith, legal – law, medical – health, etc.), associated with 

certain functions of people, structures built to perform these functions, social rituals and 

behavioral stereotypes, mythologies, as well as texts produced in this social formation. 

Neutral features of institutional discourse include general discursive characteristics typical of 

any communication, personality-oriented features, as well as features of other types of 

discourse that appear “on foreign territory,” i.e. transposed features (for example, elements of 

a sermon as part of a religious discourse in a political discourse, advertising in a medical 

discourse, scientific discussions in a pedagogical one) [6]. 

Li Je believes that institutional discourse is not only a linguistic phenomenon but also a 

social one. Therefore, the existence and development of discourse, the definition of its 

communicative mechanisms, and the set of means of expression depends on the 

communication situation and the requirements of society [6]. 

N.N. Mironova also classifies discourses according to the sphere of communication 

distinguishing pedagogical, political, scientific, critical, ethical, legal, military, and parental 

discourses [8, p. 52]. 

Considering discourse from the point of view of pragmatics, namely communicative 

action (its motives, intentions of communicants, and expectations), J.Habermas distinguishes: 

• theoretical discourse, which is organized based on cognitive and instrumental 

mechanisms; 

• practical discourse, which is associated with moral and practical principles and is 

based on the definition of correctness and norms of action; 

• discourse in the form of aesthetic criticism, which is evaluative and evolutionary in 

nature and is built based on correlation with value standards; 

• discourse in the form of therapeutic criticism, the main characteristic of which is 

expressiveness and plausibility of expressions; a discourse of self-expression and self-

explanation, which is determined by achieving the intelligibility of what is expressed and is 

based on the correct formation of symbolic structures. 
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Also, A.V. Anisimova uses the goal to which communication is directed as the basis for 

her classification. Thus, she identifies discourses that serve to: inform, influence (regulatory 

function), express a state/emotional attitude, establish and maintain contact. 

Another criterion for classifying discourses is the type of speech genre, according to 

which A.A.Romanov distinguishes informational, etiquette, evaluative, and imperative 

discourses. The classification of T.V. Shmeleva also contains information discourses. She 

also distinguishes persuasive, epideictic, and call-to-action discourses. 

A non-standard criterion for classifying discourses is presented by A.V.Olyanich who 

typologizes discourses depending on the needs experienced by a person. Thus, the need for 

material goods is reflected in business discourse; the need for power – in political discourse; 

the need for faith – in religious and theological discourses; and the need for information – in 

information or mass information discourse. Moreover, several discourses can provide the 

same need. Thus, the need for the transfer of knowledge and information is satisfied through 

pedagogical and scientific discourses. 

Based on the above, we conclude that there are many approaches to defining discourse, 

but the main idea is that discourse is a coherent text in combination with extralinguistic, 

pragmatic, sociocultural, psychological, and other factors.  

In the given article, we outlined the views of many linguists on the problem of discourse 

and its classification and tried to systematize already existing ideas. 

The material provided in the article is intended for successful use in the study and 

research of discourse and its types. 
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X.E.Süleymanova 

Diskurs və onun təsnifatı  

Xülasə  

 

Hazırki məqalə dilçilikdə diskurs anlayıĢı və onun təsnifatından bəhs edir. Qeyd olunur ki, müasir 

dilçilikdə koqnitiv istiqamət daxilində tədqiqatın bir çox yeni aspektləri meydana çıxmıĢdır. Bu aspekt-

lərdən biri də diskursun təsviri və onun sistem əmələ gətirən xüsusiyyətlərinin təhlilidir ki, bu da onu ün-

siyyətin müstəqil kateqoriyası kimi nəzərdən keçirməyə imkan verir. Dilçilər diskursun müxtəlif təsnifa-

tını nəzərə çatdırır və fikirlərini geniĢ Ģəkildə izah etməyə çalıĢırlar. Məqalədə diskursun ekstralinqvistik, 

praqmatik, sosial-mədəni, psixoloji və digər amillərlə birləĢən ardıcıl mətn olduğu nəzərə çatdırılır. 

Açar sözlər: diskurs, təsnifat, dil, məna, mətn 

 

Х.Э.Сулейманова 

Дискурс и его классификация 

Резюме 

 

Данная статья посвящена определению понятия дискурса и его классификации в лингвис-

ти. Как отмечается, в современной лингвистике появилось много новых аспектов исследований 

когнитивного направления. Одним из таких аспектов является описание дискурса и анализ его 

системообразующих особенностей, что позволяет рассматривать его как самостоятельную 

категорию общения. Лингвисты принимают во внимание различные классификации дискурса и 

стараются широко объяснить свои идеи. В статье подчеркивается, что дискурс представляет 

собой связный текст, сочетающийся с экстралингвистическими, прагматическими, социокуль-

турными, психологическими и другими факторами. 

Ключевые слова: дискурс, классификация, язык, значение, текст 
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