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Abstract 
This paper explores the multifaceted nature of discourse analysis, 
examining how language functions beyond the level of the 
individual sentence to create coherent meaning within social 
contexts. By synthesizing foundational theories from Brown, Yule, 
and Fairclough, the study investigates the structural distinctions 
between spoken and written discourse and the mechanisms of 
cohesion and coherence. A significant focus is placed on formal 
links, such as parallelism and syntactic patterns, alongside 
contextual links, including intertextuality and Gricean implicature. 
Furthermore, the paper evaluates the role of pragmatics through 
Politeness Theory and the Cooperative Principle, illustrating how 
socio-cultural factors shape linguistic choices. The findings suggest 
that discourse is not merely a linguistic product but a social 
practice deeply embedded in power dynamics and situational 
contexts. Understanding these elements is essential for deciphering 
how communication achieves its intended impact in diverse 
human interactions. 
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1. INTRODUCTION 
Discourse is often defined as "language in use" 
or language that extends beyond the boundaries 
of a single sentence. While traditional linguistics 
often focuses on the internal structure of words 
(morphology) or sentences (syntax), discourse 
analysis examines how these elements combine 
to form a unified, meaningful whole (Ramzan et 
al., 2026) 

• Scope: It encompasses everything from a 
casual "hello" to a multi-volume legal 
contract. 

• Sentence vs. Discourse: A sentence is a 
grammatical unit; discourse is a 
functional unit. For example, the 
sentence "It’s cold in here" is syntactically 
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a statement, but in discourse, it may 
function as a request to close a window. 

• The Role of Context: Meaning is rarely 
inherent in words alone. Context—the 
physical setting, the relationship between 
speakers, and cultural background—acts 
as the filter through which meaning is 
decoded. 

. 2. Spoken vs. Written Discourse 

Spoken discourse is typically spontaneous, 
interpersonal, and characterized by "disfluencies" 
(ums, ahs, and repetitions). It relies heavily on 
paralinguistic features like tone and gesture. In 
contrast, written discourse is usually planned, 
transactional, and permanent. It utilizes 
"framing" (headings, layout) to guide the reader 
through complex information without the 
benefit of immediate feedback (Ramzan &Khan, 
2024). 

3. Cohesion and Coherence 

These are the "glue" of discourse. 

• Cohesion refers to the visible, formal 
links between parts of a text (e.g., using 
"he" to refer back to "John"). 

• Coherence is the internal logic. A text 
can be cohesive but not coherent if the 
sentences connect grammatically but 
make no sense together. 

4. Formal and Contextual Links 

Formal Links 

Formal links are the structural symmetries that 
provide clarity. 

• Parallelism: Repeating a grammatical 
structure (e.g., "I came, I saw, I 
conquered") to create rhythm and 
emphasis. 

• Syntactic Choices: The choice between 
active and passive voice often dictates the 
"flow" of information, placing focus on 
either the actor or the action. 

Contextual Links 

These links connect the text to the outside 
world. 

• Intertextuality: The way one text echoes 
or refers to another (e.g., a political 
speech quoting a religious text). 

• Implicature: Derived from Paul Grice, 
this refers to what is suggested in an 
utterance even though not expressed 
literally. 

• Socio-cultural Context: The "Field" 
(what is happening), "Tenor" (who is 
involved), and "Mode" (the channel of 
communication) determine how we 
speak. We do not speak to a judge the 
same way we speak to a toddler. 

5. Principles of Conversation and Pragmatics 

Pragmatics deals with the "hidden" rules of 
communication. 

• Grice’s Cooperative Principle: The 
assumption that participants follow four 
maxims: Quality (truth), Quantity 
(informativeness), Relation (relevance), 
and Manner (clarity). 

• Politeness Theory: Brown and Levinson 
suggest that speakers use specific 
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strategies to save "face"—the public self-
image of the participants. 

• Speech Acts: The idea that saying 
something is doing something (e.g., 
promising, warning, or naming). 

Visualizing Discourse Elements 

 

The Process of Discourse Interpretation 

This chart illustrates the mental path a listener 
takes to derive meaning from an utterance. 

Explanation: The process begins with the 
physical reception of a message. The brain first 
checks for formal linguistic connections. It then 
applies "external" data like background 
assumptions and finally filters the message 
through social rules (like politeness) to arrive at 
the speaker’s true intent. 

 

 

 

 

 

Components of Contextual Influence 

 

This chart represents how different contextual 
factors contribute to the "Tenor" and "Mode" of 
a specific discourse event (Ramzan &Javaid, 
2025) 

Explanation: Socio-cultural background often 
holds the largest share of influence because it 
dictates the "unwritten rules" of a society. The 
relationship between participants determines the 
level of formality (Politeness), while the setting 
and previous texts (intertextuality) provide the 
remaining framework for understanding. 
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