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Abstract: Discourse analysis has become one of the most significant fields in modern linguistics, 

bridging the gap between language structures and their social, cultural, and ideological functions. This 

study explores the theoretical underpinnings of discourse analysis in English, focusing on the 

contributions of Critical Discourse Analysis (CDA), Pragmatics, and Stylistics. The research also 

highlights methodological approaches to analyzing texts from political speeches, media discourse, and 

academic writing. The findings suggest that discourse analysis not only uncovers hidden meanings but 

also reveals how power, ideology, and identity are constructed through language. This paper contributes 

to the ongoing discussion on the relevance of discourse analysis in applied linguistics and emphasizes 

its role in English language teaching, intercultural communication, and digital media studies. 
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Introduction 

The study of language has evolved beyond the sentence level, leading to the emergence of discourse 

analysis as a central discipline in linguistics. English, as a global lingua franca, offers an especially rich 

field for examining discourse in diverse contexts ranging from political debates to social media 

interactions. Discourse analysis not only addresses structural features of language but also investigates 

how meaning is constructed, negotiated, and interpreted in specific social settings (Gee, 2014; Tannen, 

2015). 

This paper seeks to provide a comprehensive analysis of discourse in English linguistics, focusing on 

both theoretical perspectives and practical applications. It also emphasizes the importance of 

understanding discourse in relation to power, ideology, and social identity. 

Literature Review 

Discourse analysis in English has been approached from multiple perspectives. Critical Discourse 

Analysis (Fairclough, 1992; van Dijk, 1998) examines how texts reproduce or challenge power relations 

and ideologies. Pragmatics (Levinson, 1983; Grice, 1975) investigates the relationship between language 

use and context, highlighting how implicatures and speech acts shape communication. Stylistics 

(Simpson, 2004) focuses on the linguistic features of texts, such as cohesion, coherence, and rhetorical 

strategies. 

The combination of these approaches allows for a multidimensional understanding of English discourse, 

particularly in global communication. Previous studies (Wodak & Meyer, 2009; Hyland, 2005) have 

demonstrated how discourse constructs professional identities, regulates social behavior, and reflects 

cultural norms. 

Methodology 

This research adopts a qualitative approach to discourse analysis, drawing on examples from three 

domains: 

1. Political speeches – highlighting the use of persuasive strategies and ideological framing. 
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2. Media discourse – analyzing representation, bias, and narrative construction in English-language news 

outlets. 

3. Academic writing – investigating hedging, modality, and authorial stance in scholarly communication. 

The methodological framework integrates Critical Discourse Analysis, pragmatic interpretation, and 

stylistic analysis to reveal both explicit and implicit dimensions of meaning. 

Results 

The analysis demonstrates that: 

Political discourse often relies on metaphors and binary oppositions (e.g., “us vs. them”) to influence 

public opinion. 

Media discourse frequently embeds ideological perspectives through lexical choices, framing, and 

selective representation. 

Academic discourse employs hedging (“it seems,” “may suggest”) to construct authority while 

maintaining objectivity. 

Across these domains, English discourse reveals the interplay between language and power, reflecting 

broader socio-cultural dynamics. 

Discussion 

The findings confirm that discourse analysis provides a powerful tool for understanding how meaning 

is constructed and contested in English. While CDA uncovers ideological manipulation, pragmatics 

sheds light on speaker intentions, and stylistics highlights textual cohesion and rhetorical patterns. 

Together, these approaches enrich our understanding of English linguistics. 

Moreover, discourse analysis has practical applications in English language teaching, where it enhances 

learners’ critical awareness of texts, and in intercultural communication, where it aids in identifying 

implicit cultural values embedded in discourse. 

Conclusion 

This paper has argued that discourse analysis is an essential component of English linguistics, offering 

theoretical depth and practical relevance. By examining political, media, and academic discourse, the 

study highlights the ways in which language both reflects and shapes social realities. Future research 

should expand to digital discourse, particularly in social media, where new forms of interaction and 

identity construction are emerging. 
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