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Armaments Discourse as a Separate Type of Discourse 
ABSTRACT. The article presents the conclusions of studies of armaments discourse, which allow distinguishing it as a 

special type of professional discourse. The military-industrial complex is a social institution, the importance of which for 

society is determined by its main goal — ensuring national security. The professional group of armorers has been function-

ing in the Udmurt Republic for more than two hundred years, since the very foundation of Izhevsk armaments factory, which 

makes it relevant to study the professional speech of armorers in this region. The present article is aimed at distinguishing 

armaments discourse as a separate type of professional discourse of armorers. The article defines the constitutive features of 

armaments discourse (aims, prototypical places, participants, values, genres, strategies, topics, precedent texts, discourse 

formulae) on the basis of the sociolinguistic approach developed by V. I. Karasik. The research has been carried out within 

the framework of the cognitive-discursive approach, taking into account extralinguistic factors, which determined the peculi-

arities of this type of discourse. The study has conducted a comparative analysis of the constitutive features of armaments 

discourse with those of the related types of discourse (military, scientific, and engineering). The research has revealed that 

armaments discourse is a hybrid form of discourse and overlaps military, engineering, and scientific types of discourse. 
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Оружейный дискурс как отдельный вид дискурса 
АННОТАЦИЯ. В настоящей статье представлены выводы исследований оружейного дискурса, позволяющие 

выделить его в особый вид профессионального дискурса — оружейный. Оборонно-промышленный комплекс являет-

ся общественным институтом, значимость которого для социума определяется его основной задачей — обеспече-

нием национальной безопасности государства. Со времен основания Ижевского оружейного завода в Удмуртской 

Республике уже более двух столетий функционирует профессиональная группа оружейников, что обусловливает 

актуальность изучения профессиональной речи данной субкультуры в регионе. Целью настоящей статьи является 

выделение дискурса оружейников в отдельный вид профессионального дискурса. На основе социолингвистического 

подхода В. И. Карасика нами были определены конститутивные признаки оружейного дискурса (цели, прототип-

ные места, участники, ценности, жанры, стратегии, тематика, прецедентные тексты, дискурсивные формулы). 

Исследование проводилось в рамках когнитивно-дискурсивной парадигмы, учитывались экстралингвистические 

факторы, обусловившие специфику данного вида дискурса. Также был проведен сравнительный анализ конститу-

тивных признаков оружейного вида дискурса со смежными ему видами дискурса (военным, научным, инженерным). 

Исследование показало, что оружейный дискурс находится на пересечении военного, инженерного, научного типов 

дискурса, т. е. относится к гибридному формату дискурса. 

КЛЮЧЕВЫЕ СЛОВА: оружейный дискурс, институциональный дискурс, оружейники, оборонно-

промышленный комплекс, социальные институты, конститутивные признаки дискурса, гибридный дискурс. 
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In the present article communicative activi-
ties in the sphere of communication related to 
weapons production are identified as a sepa-
rate category — gunsmiths’ discourse. To dis-
tinguish a new type of institutional discourse it’s 
necessary to identify its constitutive features, as 

well as peculiarities and social significance of 
the studied sphere of communication.  

The study of society in institutional aspect is 
connected with the main category of sociology — 
social institution. In linguistics within the frame-
work of the cognitive-discursive paradigm the 
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social institution is considered as a frame, 
whose structure includes people with their 
characteristics and behaviour patterns, typical 
facilities, mythologemes and texts [Карасик 
2002: 294]. 

Despite the existence of the term military-
industrial complex, scholars (A. S. Sorokin, 
Ye. M. Astakhov, R. V. Borisov, Ye. M. Gunkin, 
M. Yu. Mazur et al.) consider it preferable to 
use the term defence industrial complex, which 
emphasizes the defensive nature of the military 
policy. 

Defence industry complex is a social institu-
tion, whose importance for society is deter-
mined by its main goal — ensuring national se-
curity. The studied sphere of communication is 
considered important for society, which deter-
mines the need to research it from a linguistic 
point of view.  

Functioning of social institutions is not pos-
sible without language, therefore discourse 
plays a major role “in shaping reality, creating 
patterns of understanding, which people then 
apply in social practices” [Mayr 2008: 5]. There 
exist a number of approaches to understanding 
institutional discourse. In his institutional theory 
of discourse M. Foucault applies the term dis-
cursive formation, whose elements (objects of 
discourse, utterances, topics, notions) are sub-
ject to certain rules of shaping [Foucault 1969: 
53]. Thus, according to Foucault, social institu-
tions firmly control the process of discourse 
production by developing certain norms and 
rules of its production and realization. In the 
sociology of P. Bourdieu the limiting function is 
performed by habitus, i.e. a certain system of 
dispositions, producing individual and collective 
practices, allowing to generate thoughts, ac-
tions, perceptions within the limits determined 
by socio-historical conditions of creating this 
habitus [Bourdieu 1980: 88—92]. 

According to the sociolinguistic approach 
discourse is communication between people 
considered from the standpoint of the social 
group they belong to or with regard to speech-
behavioural situation, e.g. institutional discourse 
[Карасик 2002: 194].  

In the present article we justify distinguishing 
of gunsmiths’ discourse as a separate type of dis-
course on the basis of a model by V. I. Karasik. 
This model allows to distinguish a new type of 
discourse taking into consideration the following 
constitutive features: status-role characteristics 
of participants of communication, chronotope, 
aim of communication, values, strategies, topic, 
genres, precedent texts, discourse formulae 
[Карасик 2002: 195, 209].  

Space and time are regarded as closely in-
terconnected social constructs possessing spe-
cific features depending on the society they are 

constructed in; there are different co-existing 
space-times in any social institution and, con-
sequently, in social practices and texts 
[Fairclough 2003: 151]. The traditions of metal 
processing had been formed by the Udmurts long 
before Izhevsk plants were founded [Шумилов 
1987: 25]. According to Ye. F. Shumilov, the an-
cient Udmurts mastered the technique of metal 
processing, artistic embellishment of assault and 
hunting weapons, made striking and cutting ob-
jects of high quality [Шумилов 1987: 25—27]. 

The prototype places of the proper gun-
smiths’ discourse are manufacturing facilities, 
research institutes, testing grounds. Within the 
framework of subgenres the prototype places 
are different: museums of military equipment 
and weapons, media chronotopes, etc.  

The participants of gunsmiths’ discourse 
are gun designers, workers of weapons facto-
ries and other specialists of defence industrial 
complex, members of law enforcement agen-
cies and military departments. In the Russian 
language there exist different words denoting 
representatives of the studied professional 
group: оружейник, оружейный мастер, кон-
структор оружия, конструктор-оружейник, 
etc. Depending on the contextual conditions of 
functioning of lexemes the following groups of 
words can be identified: 

1. lexemes reflecting narrow specialization 
of a gunsmith (ложник, ствольщик, ружейник, 
etc.); 

2. lexemes determining the place of the 
profession in the hierarchy of positions and mili-
tary ranks (чертежник, конструктор, глав-
ный конструктор, начальник отдела, ин-
женер-майор, инженер-капитан, инженер-
полковник, etc.). 

Gunsmiths’ discourse proper is realized 
within the framework of the status-role relations 
“gunsmith-professional — gunsmith-profes-
sional”, “gunsmith-professional — gunsmith-
semiprofessional”, “gunsmith-semiprofessional — 
gunsmith-semiprofessional”. Gunsmiths’ dis-
course functioning in media space is addressed 
to a broad audience. In this case participants of 
the discourse are a gunsmith-professional and a 
nonprofessional. The role of a nonprofessional 
can be performed by an addressee (an interview-
er) or an addressee-viewer (a broad audience). 

The topic of gunsmiths’ discourse is pri-
marily connected with the construction of 
weapons and ammunition, as well as the history 
of guns and military equipment. 

Gunsmiths’ discourse is aimed at solving 
problems connected with development, testing, 
production of weapons. 

According to the Decree of the Ministry of 
Education and Science of the Russian Federa-
tion of September 12, 2016 No. 1180, gradu-
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ates of the major specialization “Small arms 
and cannon weapons, artillery and missiles” are 
able to successfully perform scientific-research, 
engineering, production and technological, organ-
izational, management and testing activities. In 
this respect strategies of gunsmiths’ discourse 
coincide with the ones of the engineering dis-
course and include project, explanatory, analyti-
cal, assessment, supervisory strategies, etc.  

The study revealed the field structure of the 
discourse of gunsmiths. In genres of the official-
business and scientific subdiscourses a gun-
smith acts as a representative of a social group, 
which allows to categorize them as main genres 
of the studied discourse. The speech genres of 
the official-business subdiscourse include busi-
ness letters, orders, memoranda, production 
meetings, etc., whereas the scientific subdis-
course comprises such substyles, as proper 
scientific substyle (theses, scientific articles, 
scientific reports, dissertations), industrial engi-
neering substyle (patent specifications, tech-
nical specifications, operating manuals, tech-
nical requirements, factory test reports), scien-
tific-educational substyle (manuals on fire-arms, 
handbooks, guides, lectures), popular science 
substyle (popular science articles). Linguistic 
analysis of mass media texts suggests that it’s 
in media genres that individual peculiarities of a 
gunsmith’s personality are mostly manifested. 
Hence, mass media genres, including a news-
paper article, a radio program and a documen-
tary, are suggested to be classified as periph-
eral ones [Халиуллина 2022а: 173—177].  

The precedent texts of institutional gun-
smiths’ discourse are tactical and technical re-
quirements. The precedent texts of personal 
gunsmiths’ discourse are phraseologisms, pro-
verbial phrases, quotations, etc. [Халиуллина 
2022б: 173—177; Халиуллина 2023: 822] 

Due to the processes of globalization and 
mediatization affecting different spheres of hu-
man life, the boundaries between social prac-
tices are blurring, which results in hybridization 
of institutional discourse [Мурашова 2022: 60]. 
A hybrid discourse format combines features 
and properties of discourse of different social 
institutions, and yet is a qualitatively new for-
mation differing from the types of discourse it 
has originated from [Там же].  

We consider gunsmiths’ discourse as a hybrid 
format discourse, since it overlaps with military, 
engineering and scientific types of discourse. 

A. V. Ulanov defines institutional military dis-
course as a special type of speech organization of 
the worldview of military people, which represents 
the reflection of the structural features of the army 
as a social institution and is distinguished by the 
specific targeted military communication, socially 
oriented character of communication, specific 
chronotope [Уланов 2014: 19]. 

The terms engineering discourse and tech-
nical discourse are not synonymous, since en-
gineers use scientific knowledge to create tech-
nical systems [Ульянова 2018: 18]. Engineering 
discourse is characterized by its polycode, pre-
dictable, metaphorical nature, engineering quasi-
reality, rigid architectonics of all engineering texts, 
semantic unambiguity, the hermeneutic circle 
principle, etc. [Ульянова 2018: 19—20]. 

Scientific discourse is distinguished by the 
following main features: 1) scientific issues, the 
study of the surrounding world; 2) equal status 
of the participants; 3) creative dialogue as a 
method of discourse realization (both in oral 
and written variants) [Терпак 2017: 66].  

Comparative characteristics of constitutive 
features of gunsmiths’ discourse with military, 
engineering and scientific types of discourse is 
presented in Table 1.  

Table 1 

Component Military discourse Engineering  
discourse 

Scientific discourse Gunsmiths’  
discourse 

Participants Members of law en-
forcement agencies 
and military depart-
ments. 

Engineers-
professionals, sem-
iprofessionals and 
nonprofessionals 
with different edu-
cational qualifica-
tion. 

Research scien-
tists/scholars, aca-
demic experts, scien-
tists-teachers, scien-
tists-popularizers.  
 

Gun designers, work-
ers of weapons facto-
ries, members of law 
enforcement agencies 
and military depart-
ments et al. 

Prototype 
places 

Open and closed 
meetings of military 
departments, military 
units, military bases, 
army groups, etc. 

Manufacturing fa-
cilities, research 
laboratories, uni-
versities, institutes, 
etc. 
 

Conference rooms, 
laboratories, scien-
tist’s/scholar’s studies, 
libraries, etc. 
 

Manufacturing facilities, 
research institutes, 
testing grounds, muse-
ums of military equip-
ment and weapons, 
media chronotopes, etc. 

Aims Implementation of 
the assigned task 
(military actions, 
defeating the enemy 
army). 

Solving problems 
requiring experi-
ence with engi-
neering systems. 

Translation of new 
knowledge of a new 
object or phenomenon 
in a verbal form. 

Solving problems con-
nected with develop-
ment, testing, produc-
tion of weapons. 
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Component Military discourse Engineering  
discourse 

Scientific discourse Gunsmiths’  
discourse 

Values Values appeal to 
qualities necessary 
for warfare: disci-
pline, subordination, 
courage, honour, 
observance of mili-
tary traditions, etc. 

Values depend on 
the key concepts of 
the particular engi-
neering field. 

Values are centered in 
the key concepts: veri-
ty, knowledge, re-
search. 

Values are centered in 
the key concepts: de-
fence, labour, Mother-
land. 

Strategies Strategy of presenta-
tion. 

Project, explanato-
ry, analytical, as-
sessment, supervi-
sory strategies, etc. 

Performance, exami-
nation, implementation 
in practice. 
 

Project, explanatory, 
analytical, assess-
ment, supervisory 
strategies, etc.  

Topic Military conflict, prin-
ciples and tactics of 
warfare, subordina-
tion. 

Topic depends on 
the particular engi-
neering field. 
 

A wide range of issues 
(e.g. distinguishing 
natural science and 
humanities). 
 

The construction of 
weapons and ammuni-
tion, the history of 
guns and military 
equipment, etc. 

Genres Orders, instructions, 
directives, 
recommendations, 
etc. 

Instructions, tech-
nical specifications, 
applications, busi-
ness letters, etc. 
 

Dissertations, 
monographs, theses, 
scientific articles, 
abstracts, etc. 
 

Theses, business let-
ters, scientific articles, 
scientific reports, 
technical specifica-
tions, operating manu-
als, technical require-
ments, factory test 
reports, manuals on 
fire-arms, guides, lec-
tures, etc. 

Precedent texts Statutory documents 
and documents 
regulating military 
service. 

Representation, 
computation, in-
struction. 

Works of the classics 
of science, titles of 
monographs and arti-
cles, quotations, etc. 

Tactical and technical 
requirements. 

Discourse 
formulae 

Clichés, statutory 
formulae, 
conventional 
commands, etc. 

Discourse formulae 
are specified in 
clichés. 

Discourse formulae 
are specified in cli-
chés. 

Discourse formulae 
are specified in cli-
chés. 

 
The study has revealed a significant over-

lap in such criteria as participants, prototype 
places and genres. Thus, gusnmiths’ discourse 
overlaps, but does not coincide with military, 
engineering and scientific types of discourse, 
which allows to attribute it to a hybrid format. 

Gunsmiths’ discourse is a separate type of 
institutional and personal discourse, comprising 
speech and written practices of a gunsmith. The 
peculiarities of this type of discourse are condi-
tioned by the sphere of usage and the specifics 
of the historic development of Izhevsk as a city 
of gunsmiths.  
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