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Introduction

Today, due to the research and efforts of scientists, a number of modern trends and terms are
entering the science of linguistics. The term "discourse” is often used in much of the world's
linguistic work. Although we often come across this term, many find it difficult to understand
its true meaning. This is due to the fact that there is no consensus on "discourse™ in both
world linguistics and Uzbek linguistics. The term discourse is one of the new concepts for
linguistics. That in itself requires further research and study of discourse. In today's article we
will try to clarify its essence.

The main part

The word discourse (French discourse, English discourse, Latin discursus - movement,
continuous exchange, conversation, conversation) is used in the sense of the process of
speech activity and style of speech.

Discourse has many different definitions, depending on the disciplinary affiliation and
scientific views of the experts studying it. Due to the difficulties of clearly interpreting this
concept, there are natural difficulties in using the term “discourse” even within a single
discipline.

In linguistics, the term "discourse” was first used in the 1952 article "Discourse Analysis" by
the American scholar Z. Harris. The article raises the question of how to determine what the
text is. Z. Harris argued that there is a system in language that is one step above syntax, and
that the concept of text belongs to this system. Discourse analysis, in his view, considers the
patterns (structures) of language in broader elements than speech. He described the speech as
"a sequence of statements written or spoken by one (or more) person in a particular
situation." During this period, linguists such as T.A. Van Dyke, W. Chayf, and others
published works on the concept [1].

Discourse analysis is more comprehensive than syntactic analysis (phrase, sentence, text). By
the 1970s, discursive analysis had become a separate discipline. Much research has been
done on linguistic approaches to the concept of discourse analysis and its content.
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As for the linguistic approach to the concept of discourse, there are many interpretations of
this term in this field, the main trend of which can be reduced to the definition of speech
through the concepts of speech and language. Since the time of the Swiss linguist F. de
Saussure, speech and language have traditionally been opposed in linguistics, and one of its
main rules was the distinction between speech and language in speech activity: “By
distinguishing language and speech, we: 2) random and more or less important than chance
[7, 126].

“Discourse” is put in line with speech and language, finding the characteristics of both in the
concept of speech. Speech is considered to be more like speech than what is manifested in
action, process, and is distinguished by its structural features such as organizational and form,
type differences. This brings it closer to the concept of language. But language, unlike
speech, is a more abstract system. In this regard, one of the most famous statements about
speech is the figurative description of N. D. Arutyunova: "Discourse is a speech immersed in
life" [1].

The main feature that distinguishes speech from language and speech is the existence of a
socio-cultural context, without which this concept is not taken into account. Because of this,
speech has become an object of interdisciplinary research. Even in the field of linguistics, it
cannot be considered from a linguistic point of view alone. Therefore, it is also studied in
complex disciplines such as sociolinguistics, pragmalinguistics and linguistic philosophy.

Linguist Yu. S. Stepanov gives the following definition: "Communication is the use of
language that expresses a specific mentality or ideology due to the use of certain grammatical
and lexical schemes" [8].

Muayyan nutgning birinchi tahlillaridan biri frantsuz-shveytsariyalik tilshunos Patrik Serio
tomonidan amalga oshirilgan. U bu kontseptsiyaga xuddi shunday ta'rif berdi: "Mulogot
so'zlashuvning ijtimoiy yoki mafkuraviy jihatdan cheklangan turidir".

As V. Hegay rightly points out, although the term is widely used in text linguistics as well as
in the fields of literature, sociology, political science, philosophy, logic, psychology, it is also
used by a single plural in text linguistics itself. the recognized interpretation is used to
express a variety of meaningless, meaningless concepts. Initially, the terms "discourse™” and
"text" were used interchangeably, then "text" was used for written communication and
"discourse™ was used for oral communication [3, 63-65]. For example, Dutch linguists T.A.
Van Dyke and W. Kinch noted that "in recent years there has been a growing interest in the
study of related speech or discourse in a number of humanities and social sciences." ”As a
synonym. Related speech, of course, means text, and it seems that the terms "text" and
"discourse™ are used interchangeably. It is also common to use the terms "text" and
"discourse™ to refer to different concepts. Researchers say that in French philology, the term
"discourse™ is used in four different senses [10, 143-144].

As Al Gorshkov pointed out, in the linguistic literature the term "discourse™ has no definite
meaning, the range of events it represents is very wide, that is, from "part of the text" to the
whole "speech™ used to represent events. He notes that the word "discourse™” can be a term
meaning “part of a text," but that in many linguistic literatures where the problem of text has
been studied from different perspectives, "unity greater than hypothesis," "complex syntactic
integrity,” , Synonymous with "text component”, "register”, "sentence”, "prosaic stanza",
"syntactic complex”, "monologue sentence", "communicative block", etc., the term
"discourse™ is not needed.

V.E.Chernyavskaya nutq tushunchasini matn tushunchasi bilan bog‘liq holda ko‘rib chiqib
quydagi tarifni beradi: “Diskursni situation kontekst bilan chanbarchas bog‘langan matn(lar)
sifatida tunish kerak” deb ta’kidlaydi. Bu atama haqidagi fikrlar, izohlar, ilmiy izlanishlar
davom ettirilib borilmoqda. ijtimoiy, madaniy-tarixiy, mafkuraviy, madaniy-ma’rifiy,

Copyright (c) 2022 Author (s). This is an open-access article
distributed under the terms of Creative Commons Attribution Volume 8, July Zozﬂ
License (CC BY). To view a copy of this license, visit
https://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/

( Page: 20



EUROPEAN MULTIDISCIPLINARY JOURNAL OF MODERN SCIENCE ISSN: 2750-6274

ma’naviy-ma’rifiy ma’lumotlar bilan bog‘liq holda , psixologik va boshga omillar,
muallifning kommunikativ-pragmatik va kognitiv magsadlarini belgilash tizimiga ega bo'lib,
adresat bilan o'zaro ta'sir giladi, matnda mujassamlanganda turli darajadagi til birliklarining
alohida tartiblanishiga olib keladi [7].

In addition, V. E. Chernyavskaya concludes that the text is the result of speech, because it is a
formal structure characterized by speech, arising from the communicative process.

According to V. Z. Demyankov, "Discourse is an arbitrary part of the text consisting of
several sentences or an independent part of a sentence” [5]

While V.E. Chernyavskaya was interpreted as a text connected with a certain situation,
Demyankov argued that a sentence or an independent part of a sentence in a speech situation
in the text can also be a discourse.

A number of scholars are also conducting research in Uzbek linguistics. Linguist A. Pardaev
explains that dictation is the process of practical use of language and non-linguistic means in
the form and type they consider most effective in order for the speaker and the listener to
interact with each other. Discourse is a process of human activity. It is the combination of
linguistic and hundreds of non-linguistic factors in a common goal [6].

From this definition we can understand that "discourse™ is connected with pragmatics, which
is one of the new directions in modern linguistics, when expressed in linguistic (formed in the
human mind and through language) non-linguistic (signs, actions, gestures) means we can see
that The focus of pragmatics is on nonverbal means. From the philosophical tradition, speech
analysis has taken an approach called pragmatics. This field studies the use of language for
communicative purposes. One of the most important concepts in this approach is the concept
of a speech act, the main feature of which is intentionality (existence of purpose). Using a
pragmatic approach in discourse analysis, researchers typically explore the question of how
the linguistic form relates to the communicative function of speech.

Discourse on discourse was also conducted by Sh. Safarov. The linguist explains the
problems of text and discourse as follows: if both text and discourse are the result of human
linguistic activity, | doubt that they can be distinguished by their oral and written qualities
only on the basis of physical and formal indicators. It is difficult to imagine a material
phenomenon, the latter without this feature, for example, I conclude from these observations
that "discourse” is a broader concept than the text. As mentioned above, both discourse and
non-linguistic means are used in the discourse, as well as the state and feelings of the speaker
and listener in the process of communication [6].

Under the concept of discourse is understood as the main weapon for people to enter into
social dialogue. Recently, modern linguistic research materials distinguish the following
types of discourse: pedagogical, political, critical, military, religious, economic, scientific,
educational, journalistic, advertising, etc., that is, discourses related to any aspect of human
activity.

Conclusion

In conclusion, we can say that the concept of discourse is very close to the concept of text or
its oral form - the concept of speech. But world and Uzbek linguists have not come to an
agreement. Thus, we can say that a distinctive feature of speech analysis is the use of general
knowledge and contextual information to analyze texts, taking into account their
communicative purpose. Unlike quantitative methods, it does not collect facts, but studies
interpretive processes, which can be considered both an advantage and a disadvantage of this
method due to the risk of subjective interpretation.
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