
INTERDISCURSIVITY 

The notion of interdiscourse was first introduced by M. Pecheaux, who understood it to be a 

complex of a discursive formation and of ideological formations to be revealed behind the 

transparency of a discourse. Thus interdiscourse appears to be closely related, almost interchangeable 

with another notion – that of the preconstructed, standing for the totality of preceding discourses being 

the raw material for the new discourse. Due to the preconstructed a discourse turns inevitably into 

interdiscourse [7, p. 266 270]. 

On the other hand, interdiscursivity is closely interwoven with intradiscursivity. Although the 

former focuses on the discourse being affected by outward factors and the latter – on the relations 

between utterances within discourse, the borderline between them is diffuse as, according to P. Seriot, 

it is impossible to utterly distinguish intradiscursivity from interdiscursivity, attitude to another being a 

variant of attitude to oneself, never absolutely isolated [8, p. 30]. 

Thus the preconstructed, intradiscourse and interdiscourse are the aspects of discourse essence, 

which cannot be perceived apart from the already said, not yet said, i.e. various dialogic relations, 

being part of them. This early broad perception of interdiscourse can be called radical, since it 

eliminates the border between discourse and interdiscourse, emptying the both notions at that. 

In contrast to the radical approach there is a narrow conception of marked interdiscursivity 

materializing in texts in specific signals – elements belonging to various discourses [10; 12].  

The recent decade witnessed popularization of the notion of interdiscursivity in linguistics, 

although there is as yet no fixed single understanding of it. Among the existing trends let us mention 

the attempt to bring interdiscursivity to some other linguistic category – discursivity [1; 4; 9], 

intersemioticity [2; 5; 6], intertextuality [3; 11]. 

In order to avoid such false identifications one can define interdiscursivity as introducing into a 

text belonging to a certain discourse and manifesting its peculiar features alien elements characteristic 

of other discourses. The seam between discourses can at that lie on either the surface (language) or the 

deep (cognitive) level of a discourse. 
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