Lecture 1: An Introduction to Discourse Analysis
Hello, dear M1 students. This is your first lecture of discourse analysis. 
*Let me begin with a simple exchange. Imagine the following short convesation between two people, whom you do not know:
A:  "Are you coming to the meeting?"
B: "I have a deadline at three o'clock."
In this exchange, you have probably noticed that the second person never actually said the word "no", yet the first person will almost certainly understand that the answer is no. Even you- a third person who was not there- would understand that the answer was ‘no’, and you would anticipate in a given way that the answer was communicated to speaker A. This is not language only; this is communication taking place, actually. However,  the puzzle is «How does this communication work?».It is a fact that no textbook on grammar or vocabulary or even semantics whose ultimate function is to study meaning can explain it for one simple reason:  the meaning is not located in the individual words, nor sentences. There are way more factors to consider when we want to understand and interpret communicated meanings. The task might be harder when we consider longer stretches of language, be them written or spoken! In the previous example, it is possible that you have imagined that this conversation is only a part of a longer one that took place between these two speakers; meanings will always be communicated regardless of the length of the language produced. This puzzle is precisely why we need discourse analysis.
Aprimary note to start with is to point to some limiations of traditional linguistics in dealing with actual communication. Traditional linguistics has made tremendous progress by focusing on manageable, small units of language, such as sounds, word structures, and individual sentences. However, if you only study individual bricks, you do not necessarily understand the cathedral. That is to say, if you study the individual units in isolation, you cannot understand the whole. A perfectly grammatical sentence can be completely useless in real communication. For example, the sentence "The cat sat on the mat" is grammatically perfect, but when would anyone actually say this in real life? What does this sentence do in the world? As Brown and Yule (1983, p. 1) argue, discourse analysis cannot be restricted to describing linguistic forms without considering the purposes or functions that these forms serve in human affairs. Hence, there is an undeniable overlap between discourse analysis and pragmatics as noted by Gee (2025, p.19(, «In these terms, discourse analysis deals with how sentences are put together in speech and writing to make larger stretches of language, and pragmatics deals with how meaning is made in context.» It is, therefore necessary to understand the importance of pragmatics in discourse analysis, for how can we understand combinations of sentences in writing, and utterances in speech if we do not understand their meaning in context, and the communicative intentions of the people who produced them. A definition of pragmatics is thus deemed necessary for the ongoing of this lecture. I will rely on the one provided by Yle (2006, p.112( which runs as follows:
«Communication clearly depends on not only recognizing the meaning of words in an utterance, but recognizing what speakers mean by their utterences. The study of what speakers mean, or ‘speaker meaning’, is called pragmatics.»
- Discourse Analysis Definition
Now that the way to defining discourse analysis has been paved, and some basic conepts have been mentioned or defined, we have come to the most basic quesyion: ‘What exactly is discourse analysis?’
 The most foundational definition comes from Stubbs (1983, p. 1), who states that discourse analysis consists of attempts to study the organization of language above the sentence or above the clause, and therefore to study larger linguistic units such as conversational exchanges or written texts. Stubbs further clarifies that discourse analysis is concerned with three main features: first, language use that goes beyond the boundaries of a single sentence or utterance; second, the interrelationships between language and society; and third, the interactive or dialogic properties of everyday communication. A simpler way to put this comes from Brown and Yule (1983 who define discourse analysis simply as the study of language in use. In other words, it studies real language used by real people in real situations, rather than invented examples created for textbooks (Van Dijk, 1997).
Thus, the term "discourse" itself refers to connected language, as opposed to isolated sentences. It always involves naturally occurring data, meaning actual language that people have produced in real situations. It can be either spoken or written, and it includes entire pasages such as conversations, interviews, speeches, articles, emails, and advertisements. In short, whenever language is used to communicate something beyond a single isolated sentence,it is discourse.
	Spoken discourse 
	Written discourse

	Conversations
Lectures
Interviews
Sermons
Speeches
Jokes 
	Reports
Literature
Newspaper articles
Political texts
Essays
Leaflets 



- Discourse vs text:  the word discourse comprises both oral and written stretches of utterances and sentences-respectively- , so it would be very logical to claim that discourse analysis is the examination of texts and conversations. However, it is often the case that discourse and text are used interchangebaly to refer to the same concept. 

- Text and Context
One of the most important ideas in discourse analysis is that you cannot understand discourse without understanding context. The distinction between text and context is essential here. According to Widdowson (2004), the text refers to the linguistic forms themselves, that is, the words on the page or the sounds in the air. Context, by contrast, refers to everything surrounding the text that gives it meaning. Widdowson further distinguishes between co-text, which is the linguistic environment surrounding a word or passage, and context proper, which refers to the broader social, cultural, and situational factors. To see why this matters, consider the utterance, "It is cold in here." If a guest says this to a host in a private home, it functions as a polite request to turn up the heat. If a manager says this to an employee in an office, it might function as a criticism for leaving the door open. If a spouse says this to another spouse in a car, it functions as a request to close the window. The same sequence of words produces completely different meanings in different contexts. Without context, words are just words. With context, words become action
There are different types of context. :
*  Physical context:It refers to  the actual setting or environment in which an
interaction takes place. 
*  Personal context: This type of context has to do with  the social and personal relationships amongst the interactants. 
*  Cognitive context: This comprises the background knowledge or the schemata which the interactors know and/or share, including social and cultural knowledge. 
*  Textual context: This  refers to the surrounding texts of an interaction .

- The Scope of Discourse Analysis
What kinds of phenomena fall within the scope of discourse analysis? The scope is remarkably broad. First, in terms of data, discourse analysis examines both spoken language, such as conversations, interviews, phone calls, and courtroom testimony, and written language, such as newspapers, textbooks, emails, social media posts, and legal documents. Second, in terms of size, discourse analysis can focus on very small units, such as a single word like "well" or "so" as it functions in conversation, or very large units, such as an entire political speech, a complete interview, or even a collection of news articles spanning decades. Third, in terms of research questions, discourse analysis investigates how people take turns in conversation, how they signal that they are about to change topic, how they express politeness or rudeness, how they construct identities such as gender or professional roles through language, how they persuade or manipulate others, and how power and ideology are reproduced through everyday talk and text. As Schiffrin (1994) notes, the scope of discourse analysis is so broad that it overlaps with sociolinguistics, pragmatics, conversation analysis, and even literary theory. In practical terms, if language is being used to communicate something beyond a single isolated sentence, and if the researcher is interested in real, naturally occurring data rather than invented examples, then that research falls within the scope of discourse analysis.
- Discourse Analysis is Not a Single Method
It is important to understand that discourse analysis is not a single, unified method. Schiffrin (1994, p. 1) observes that discourse analysis is a vast and ambiguous field that encompasses multiple different approaches. Major sub-disciplines include speech act theory, which examines what people do with words such as promising, threatening, or apologizing; conversation analysis, which studies the detailed structure of talk including turn-taking, pauses, and overlaps; pragmatics, which investigates how context contributes to meaning; critical discourse analysis, which examines the relationship between language, power, and ideology; and interactional sociolinguistics, which explores how social identity shapes interpretation. As Brown and Yule (1983, p. viii) note, the term discourse analysis has come to be used with a wide range of meanings that cover a wide range of activities at the intersection of disciplines as diverse as sociolinguistics, psycholinguistics, philosophical linguistics, and computational linguistics.
- Why Study Discourse Analysis?
Discourse analysis has numerous real-world applications. In education, it helps analyze classroom talk to understand why some students participate while others remain silent. In medicine, it helps study doctor-patient communication to reduce misdiagnosis. In law, it helps examine police interviews and courtroom language for evidence of coercion. In politics, it helps deconstruct speeches to reveal underlying ideology and persuasion strategies. In translation, it encourages moving beyond word-for-word equivalence to text-for-text equivalence. In artificial intelligence and natural language processing, discourse analysis helps teach machines to understand implicature and coherence. Discourse analysis aims to understand how language is used in real life situations.
To summarize, let me restate the most important points. First, discourse analysis studies language beyond the sentence, focusing on connected, real language in use, as Stubbs (1983) argued. Second, it focuses on naturally occurring data rather than invented examples. Third, text without context is incomplete because meaning emerges from the situation, as Widdowson (2004) emphasized. Fourth, discourse analysis is a collection of related approaches rather than a single method, as Schiffrin (1994) observed. Fifth and finally, discourse analysis has significant real-world applications ranging from medicine to artificial intelligence.
- A final note:
Let us return to our opening exchange in light of what we have learned. When person A asks, "Are you coming to the meeting?" and person B replies, "I have a deadline at three o'clock," we can now say several things about this exchange. First, it is discourse because it involves language in use, not an isolated sentence. Second, understanding it requires context, such as knowledge that this is a workplace, that a meeting is scheduled, and that deadlines are pressing. Third, the meaning goes beyond the literal words, which is a phenomenon called implicature. Fourth, person B is performing an action, namely refusing, even though the word "no" never appears. What we will learn in future lectures is exactly how B's response is coherent with A's question, how the refusal is communicated indirectly, and what rules of conversation make this exchange possible in the first place.

Task:  
Listen to one real conversation for approximately two to three minutes. This could be a conversation between friends, a work interaction, or even a television interview. As you listen, notice two things:
 First, do people always say exactly what they mean, or do they often imply things indirectly?
 Second, what do you understand that is not explicitly stated? 
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