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FORENSICSPEECH OF APROSECUTOR

1. Forensic speech of a prosecutor as a speech genr

The purpose of this opening section is to determime features of
stereotyped speech behaviour of public prosecinatise speech genre of
“speech for the prosecution.” To identify these igities, it is first
important to determine the status of this speeciege

In modern linguistics, there is no generally acedptoncept of a
speech genre. There are many definitions of tha tgenre” (Dementiev
1997, 109). In our study, we follow Bakhtin, whdides speech genres as
relatively stable types of utterances, producedhesy areas of language
use. Three things—thematic content, style and caitipnal structure—
are inextricably linked in a statement and aretified by the specifics of
each sphere of communication (Bakhtin 1986, 428ymthe point of
view of linguapragmatics, a speech genre is apestluced in a typical
situation of communication and reproduced in theammnicative activity
of native speakers. It is characterised by a aedat of elements of the
situation, as well as by a set of speech tasksrtaids (Nazarov 1997,
22).

The main difference between one genre and anahestiin linguistic
features, although each of the genres is charaetkéhy the predominance,
or, conversely, the absence of certain linguistements, but in the
content orientation of a text and its functionatgmse (Bushev n.d.).

The concept of Bakhtin distinguishes primary (sigd@nd secondary
(complex) speech genres. Secondary speech genregisnoplays,
research, great journalistic genres, etc.—appeamdne complex and
highly developed organised cultural communicatiprinfarily written), i.e.
fiction, scientific, socio-political, etc. In theuarse of their formation, they
absorb and use various primary genres (for exarapbdrase of everyday
dialogue) appearing in conditions of spontaneowesp communication
(Bakhtin 1986, 430).

The speech for the prosecution in court is a semgnsbeech genre. It
can be referred to as a type of oral public speglcich sharply differs
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from everyday speech and which is characterisethéyfollowing set of
features:

(1) there is one speaker and many listeners

(2) the change of roles between “speaker” andettist” is not possible

(3) the relationships between the speaker andhésseare official, and
they are characterised by inequality of the rolesthe act of
communication

(4) the theme is fixed (Golanova 1993, 137).

Originally, the prosecutor’s speech existed asrahspeech, and after this
came to us in the form of printed text. Becauséhis fact, paralinguistic
intensifiers such as voice timbre, character anehgth of pronunciation
(whisper, shout), facial expressions, gestures,ybotvements and
extralinguistic sensitisers disappear (Kisseleva8]1913). In addition, the
psychic ground of speech perception, environméat,sbcial roles of the
participants of the speech act, authoritativenems] the speaker's
appearance, which are clearly present in oral $peex amplify the
positive effect of the speaker’s influence, alssagpear (Varnavskikh
2001, 179). The speech of a public prosecutorgeesented as a text, and
in an analysis of any text which is a part of afgractice of people, of
processes of interpersonal interaction, the praigrivaention, or function,
of the text is taken into account (Najer 1990, 5).

A forensic speech performs a number of intercorsuedtinctions:
cognition, communication and psychological impadatikeev 1996, 561).
A functional style stands in relation to a spee@mrg as its peculiar
systemic manifestation. A functional style in aegiegenre is manifested
in the form of a purposeful selection of certaingliistic devices and
techniques. A speech genre in relation to a stglges as its concrete
application in various situations of communicatiara definite sphere of
activity. A genre is not considered to be the egla@nt to the concept of
“style,” but a separate concept concurrently patahd relative to “style”
(Drugaliova 2003, 253).

At the present stage of scientific development, afiethe major
problems of stylistics is the classification of @tional styles. Despite a
large number of recent papers devoted to functistydés, there is still no
consensus on the number existing. Different sougies contradictory
numbers: three (Piotrovskiy 1960, 20-21), five (kmtva 1997, 21-25),
eight (Gvozdev 1965, 17-28) and as many as tweMeiemissin 1971,
95-96). Both the number and characteristics of tfanal styles are
different in the classifications of different resg#ers. It is advisable to
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select styles, not so much on theoretic but onrpedig grounds (Puzyriov
1997, 7), and it is on pragmatic grounds that vetirtjuish five styles: an
official style, a publicistic style, a scientifityte, a colloquial style and a
belles-lettres or fiction style.

A forensic speech as an oratory genre has its ayiste originality
(Mikhailov 1968; Pirinova 2001). This peculiarity demonstrated by the
following: firstly, a forensic speech refers to twsiyles of literary
language, publicistic and official, and secondlftets features of other
styles of literary language, scientific and coll@ju Thus, the speech
genre of speech for the prosecution is a complexctional-style
formation which uses the signs of different functibstyles. Let us study
in more detail the manifestation of the featurefistéd styles (publicistic,
official, scientific and colloquial) in the speegenre of speech for the
prosecution.

First, we will analyse a speech of a public prosacfrom the point of
view of the publicistic functional style and stuthe manifestation of the
main feature of this style—the use of the openwatan for best effect—
in the speech for the prosecution. The main godhefpublicistic style is
to influence a listener or a reader for agitatiod @ropaganda. Thus, for
example, a public prosecutor of the former Sovietod had the task not
only of creating around a crime and a defendantatmosphere of
condemnation, but also to be an advocate of conmshugthics and
morality (Baskov 1977, 161). Before each publicggmutor in any socio-
political system, there is the goal of creatingadmosphere of conviction
around a criminal, and is why each episode of meris reviewed and
evaluated from this perspective. The speech oftdipprosecutor has a
bright negative character, both from the point adw of a negative
component (the average speech-genre index of negatialuation is 45
percent, whereas the positive is only 12 perce;table 7) and from the
point of view of the diversity of expression.

Designations of negative are also more differestidhan the positive
in speeches of other kinds. This position is basadthe studies of
cognitive psychology, according to which the infation associated with
something unpleasant for a person, with negativeotiems, is more
differentiated than the information with positivennotations. According
to psychologists, a person distinguishes in morgildevhat is causing
their discomfort and differentiates unpleasant éomst better than
pleasant ones (Volf 1986, 102).

An explicit expression of the negative attitudeasf author may be
made on the basis of invectives. An invective, tigto semantics,
expressive colour and evaluative content, commteécthe intention of
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the speaker or writer to humiliate, insult, dishonoor disgrace an
addressee or third person in a sharp and cynical, fas much as possible
(Bazylev n.d.). In modern Russia and Britain, théseno invective
vocabulary in the statements of prosecutors spgakirtourt, but such a
vocabulary is very characteristic for the publioggcutors of the USSR
working in the 1920s to 1940s, and to a lesseméxtethe speeches for
the prosecution working at the end of the nineteeentury in Russia.

Invective vocabulary in the speeches for the pnatsae is so diverse

that one can divide it into the following types aing to the principle of
direct/indirect nomination (category):

|. Direct nomination:

(a) Invective vocabulary originally denoting a perengaged in anti-
social, socially condemned activities (translatiofishe examples
are in brackets following the examples):

(1) Xoxnos—npecmynnux [Khokhlov is a criminal] (Pokrovskiy
1965, 153)

(2) Unenunx 2060pun, | umo maxux peaueii naoo mepnems [Inglink
said / one should bear sugtabbers] (Kondrushkin 1965, 467—
468)

(3) Tpoykucmer u npagvie — smo kanumynsumur [Trotskyists and
right-wingers ardrucklers] (Vyshinskiy 1955, 325)

(4) Kposvro nuonepa obaepenvl pyku npagvix usmeHnuxos. [The
hands of the right-wingraitors became stained with blood of
the pioneer] (Pokrovskiy 1965, 15)

(b) These words have a bright negative connotatibich is the main
component of the meaning but in a specific timenfea

(5) Onu xomenu eepnymv Kynaxkoe u nomewjukos, Oeiicmeys
eounvim ponmom ¢ pamucmamu [They wanted to return the
“kulaks” (rich peasant9 andlandlords / acting as a united
front with the fascisis(Pokrovskiy 1965, 11-12)

(6) Hu o00un cKomKO-HUOYOb CEPbesHbill 3a2080p NPOMUG
Cosemcxoti éracmu ¢ CCCP me obowencs 0e3 npamozo u
Camozo  AKMUGHO2O  yuacmusi 6 HeM — WHOCHIPAHHBIX
kanumanucmos. [None of any serious plots against the Soviet
regime in the Soviet Union was without the direod avery
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active participation oforeign capitalists] (Vyshinskiy 1955,
250)

(c) Invective words containing in their meaningsegative evaluation,
and, what is more, a very expressive evaluatiorsaheone’s
personality:

(7) Onu eooxmosnamu cunvt Kynavecmea u Opy2ux HOOOHKOG
obwecmsa. [They inspired the forces of the kulaks and other
dregsof society] (Pokrovskiy 1965, 13)

(8) Pycckomy obwecmsy mysicHo 3nams pazoOiauyeHHylo Ha cyoe
npaedy 06 smoil 3apase. [The Russian society should know the
unmasked court truth about thikague (Muraviov, 25)

Il. Indirect nomination:

(a) Metaphors referring to the names of animalsjshiinsects, which
cause unpleasant associations for the listeners:

(9) Hapmus scepoe npespamunace ¢ 3meto, | sxcanawyro 6 namy
[The Socialist Revolutionary Party has turned iatenake, /
stinging the heel] (Pokrovskiy 1965, 200-201)

(10) Ceoros ocmasun maxoi cradkuil Kycok, | umo 6 Hem yessznu
6ce cnemesuiuecsa um nononvzosamucs. [Sedkov had left such a
sweet piece, / that athose flying together stuck in it] (Koni
1968, 407—-408)

Here (in the 18 example) we can see a hint at a fly as a kindisgdts

(11) B oexabpe Puvikos kapkaem o nenpournocmu Cosemckot
enacmu. [In December Rykowroaks about the fragility of the
Soviet power] (Vyshinskiy 1955, 484)

In this example we cannot but feel the attempthefgublic prosecutor
to show us Rykov as a bird, a crow.

(12) Ora mwvruw,! notimannas 6 mvuwmenosxy ... [This mouse, /
caught with a trap .] (Vyshinskiy 1955, 843—-844)

(13) Byxapum — smo npoxismas noMecb JUCUUbL U CEUHbU
[Bukharin is a damncross between a fox and a plg
(Vyshinskiy 1955, 478)
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(b) Occasional (especially created) formations hake aim of
humiliating or insulting an addressee:

(14) Hocne xpywenus yupedunxku (10 ecTh “YupeauTeabHOE
cobpanue”) acepbl MO2nu 3aHAMBCA NPORAAHOOU CE0UX UOelL 8
maccax. [After the collapse of théuchredilka” (“Constituent
Assembly”) socialist revolutionaries could promadbeir ideas
to the masses] (Pokrovskiy 1965, 42)

(15) Oyenume ponv smoeo cocnodunuuxa, | 6onmaroweco o mom, |
umo odep-6andum_u aueno-cepmanckuii winuon Tpoykuiil yoice 6
1932 200y cbpocun ceoii " nesayxuii mynoup.” [Evaluate the
role of this gentleman, / chatting / that tfeber-bandit” (
“subaltern bandit”) and the Anglo-German spy Trgtdkad
already thrown off his‘levatskiy mundir’ (this is a new
expression for a uniform of the left-wing party) 932.]
(Vyshinskiy 1955, 70-72)

(16) Byxapun—namenmosannwiii auuemep u uesyum. [Bukharin
is apatented hypocrite and Jesuit (Vyshinskiy 1955, 765)

(c) The names of literary characters and their fonwhich have a
negative characterisation:

(17) Tom camwiti Banoepgenrvde—omo Huuukos ¢ e2o mepmeviymu
oywamu. [The very Vandervelde i€hichikov with his dead
souls] (Lunacharskiy 1965, 423)

This literary character (Chichikov) is from the fansMiortviye dushi
(Dead Soulsby Gogol

(18) Mensa mano unmepecyem xnecmaxoswuna Oxnadckozo. [| am
not so much interested itkhlestakovshchina” of Okladskiy]
(Koni 1968, 221)

“Khlestakovshchina” is a word made of the name I¥exandrovich
Khlestakov, the main character of Gogdllse Government Inspector

(d) Proper names with deliberate changing of thaler (singular into
the plural), claiming to be a generalisation anthfogcing the
negative assessment of the defendant and his crime:
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(19) Byxapunwt u Puvikoswt, 2006t u Bynanosvt, Kpecmunckue u
Poszenzonvuvt, Hrpamoswl, Illapanzosuuu, Xooicaesvl noo
pykosoocmeom Tpoykozo Oenarom ceoe uepHoe 0eno
[Bukharins andRykovs, YagodasandBulanovs, Krestinskies
and Rosengoltzes, lkramovs, Sharangoviches, Khodjaevs
under the leadership of Trotsky do their dirty work ]
(Vyshinskiy 1955, 114)

(20) Tozoa ecneo 3a Oxnadckumu npownu /ezaeewr. [Then after
Okladskiesthere wereDegayevy. (Koni 1968, 690)

(21) A y scepos noakoenuku I'ankunwvt cmosiiu 6o 2nase apmuu. |
I('wmaku, UANJIUHBL 635J1U 6 JiCelle3Hble PYKU napmuro 3cepoes.
[And the Socialist Revolutionary Party h&knerals Galkins
standing at the head of the arrfplchaks, Chaplinstook into
their iron hands the Socialist Revolutionary Pérty.
(Lunacharskiy 1965, 509 and 616)

The analysis of the expression of the negativeuai@in with the help of
invective vocabulary shows that this phenomenoa isharacteristic of
“totalitarian linguistic consciousness” (Vorozhhitn2000, 10). However,
at the present stage of the development of RussidrBritish societies in
the era of democratic changes, this method of ilmpac listener is not
acceptable.

Use of a large number of high and solemn words hmy public

prosecutor also serves for the formation of evauatas a way of
influencing:

(22) ... yenosex, | xomopwiii celiuac ne ucCnvLIMbIEAEN HUKAKUX
yepuvizenuii cosecmu | u 6oumcs mMonbKO CHPACEONUEOZ0
6o3me30u ... [ ... a man,/who is notconscience-stricken
now/and is afraid of onhjust retribution ...] (Trukhanov
1985, 716-718)

(23) Ilopa copseams macky ¢ smux HenpowieHvix Oaazodemenei
yenoseuecmsa. [It is time to tear the mask from these uninvited
benefactors of mankind] (Muraviov, 18)

(24) Tpoyxusm u npasvie npeEPAMUIUCL 6 OPYIHCCHOCUEE
oyparcyasnou konmppesonoyuu [Trotskyism and the right-wing
party became thesword-bearers of the bourgeois counter-
revolution] (Vyshinskiy 1955, 352)

The publicistic style is also characterised byubke of the words on social,
political and ethical themes:
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(25) maitnoe coobwecmeo, npasumenscmeo, 3nodesnue [Ssecret
society, government, evil deed (Muraviov, 7, 13, 3)

In the speech for the prosecution one can see enadly coloured words,
typical for the publicistic functional style:

(26) omzonocku mozo mupka, CcKpomHeHbKUI oguuep ¢
kanumanwvyem [echoes of that “microcosm,’a “modestish”
officer with a “kapitalets” [that is a very small amount of
money] (Koni 1968, 24 and 43)

(27) B omom euxpe noonumaemcsi muoeo u mymu. [In this
whirlwind a lot ofturbidity rises] (Lunacharskiy 1965, 133)

As we can see, there is an abundance of high dathsavords, lexemes
on social, political, moral and ethical themes amdotionally coloured
words in prosecution speeches before the profealstaal in the Soviet
period, and before the jury in all periods.

Each court indictment in every state system agime is a public
political statement. A state prosecutor always actson their behalf, as
the others members of the trial, but on behalhefdtate and the law. The
specific purpose of the prosecution speech is twioge the court and all
other addressees in the courtroom of the deferglguilt, to make them
agree with the conclusions offered by the prosecutod thereby to
facilitate the proper formation of internal judiciapinions and legal
consciousness of citizens. Through their speegubdic prosecutor helps
to create an atmosphere of moral condemnation drttum criminal and
mobilises public opinion against crime. Pleading dourt stimulates
thought, and is therefore an important means ofuénice, and the
formation of the listeners’ certain worldview, salciand political
consciousness is one more feature of the pubticsdiile. Therefore, the
speech genre of prosecution speech can be corgsidieee publicistic
functional style of modern language.

The following functional style that the speech gewf prosecution
speech should be described is the official stytaracterised by accuracy
and standardisation of expression. Let us analgse these features are
manifested in a court speech of a public prosecutor

Speeches of the participants in the judicial debagecarried out in the
legal field, serving the official relationship beten justice and the
defendant, and determine the position of the sugpamnybodies of the state
in a particular case. Therefore, an important $daiaction of a judiciary
speech allows us to speak about its correlatiom wie official style,
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primarily characterised by extreme accuracy, nttwahg for another
point of view. A judicial speaker, analysing thetiaof the case, has no
right to make a mistake to avoid the wrong deteatiim of the court.
Every phrase, every word must completely conveypthiat of view of the
speaker (lvakina 1995, 41-42). It is typical of tifficial style to use the
words in their literal sense, and the system okepehere is, to a large
extent, codified, so it is associated with the d#adisation of the
expression (Matveeva 1997, 22). Socially fixed folas expressing legal
relations definitely convey relevant concepts aactd. Let us give some
examples: “legal action,” “jurisdiction of a cotirt;principal suspect,”
“direct/material evidence,” “attendant circumstagiteand so on. Such
expressions are found in any speech of a publisgoator. The meaning
of a legal cliché is fixed in legal documents andesl not allow
ambiguities. The terms of communication in an ddficphere determine
the appearance of standards. As everything in edhll relations is
regulated, and communication is carried out acogrtth certain standards
which make this interaction easier, so speech atalsdturn out to be
necessary and even desirable and justified. Thawhg there is an
abundance of stable combinations of terminologyth@it emotion and
expressivity) (Antonenko 1999, 152).

From the point of view of syntax, we can see tl@hglex sentences
with various types of causal relations, homogenegiarss of the sentence
and participle constructions are used in officéalduage of the speech for
the prosecution. Subordinate conjunctions (“asgcduse of,” etc.), as
well as parenthetical words are also commonly u@éigst of all,”
“therefore,” etc.) (Matveeva 1997, 22).

More often, the official style is used for namirtge telements of the
corpus delictj the legal procedure, procedural documents andréowing
conclusions about the factual circumstances of tase and the
punishment (lvakina 1995, 44).

The official style is characterised by the “dryrfesGpresentation and
by the lack of expressive means (Vvedenskaya 1984, and more
frequently exactness and laconism are observedhé prosecution
speeches before professional judges at the presanent.

We have discussed how the official style is mandfegsn texts of the
speech genre of prosecution speeches. Now letrastduthe scientific
functional style.

With regard to the scientific functional style, afisearchers identify
such features as clearness of expression of thoagtita strong following
of the norms and terms (Senkevich 1976, 36). Famge:
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(28) Ipowy reanupuyuposams dannoe desnue no cmamve 213.3
VK P® kax xymeancmeo, | m.e. 2pyboe Hnapywenue
06W€CM6€HH020 nopﬂdka, / svlpastcaroujee A6Hoe Heyealicerue
K obwecmsy,lc npumenenuem mnacunus K 2pasxcoamam, |
COBEPUIEHHOEe C NPUMEHEeHUEM npeafwemoe, / UCNOIb3YeMbIX 6
kauecmee opyscus. [| ask you to qualify this act according to
Article 213.3 of the Criminal Code of the RussisrdEration as
hooliganism, / that is a gross violation of publicder /
expressing a clear disrespect for society / with tise of
violence to citizens, / committed with the use bfests / used
as a weapon([Glyuzitskiy, 23-27).

Scientific speech has inherent logical accuracjealvity and consistency
(Razinkina 1972, 28), these traits helping it to beethodologically
convincing (Volodina, n.d.). This consistency iersén the composition of
prosecution speech in court, consisting of theofeilhg parts (Enikeev
1996, 571-572):

(1) Opening statement

(2) Exposition of the factual circumstances of #wt, the course of
events of the case

(3) Analysis and evaluation of collected evident#he case

(4) Argumentation of determination the nature @ thime

(5) Characteristics of the defendant and the victim

(6) Proposals for the sentence or the verdict

(7) Issues of compensation for the offense caused

(8) Analysis of the causes and conditions that rdouted to the
offence. Proposals to eliminate them

(9) Conclusion

The features and language means of the sciertyfie are most often seen
in such parts as “Analysis and evaluation of cédldcevidence of the
case” and “Argumentation of determination the ratof the crime.” The
main goal of the scientific style is proof, and tmain features arising
from the abstraction and accuracy of thought araegsdisation and
emphasised logical consistency of presentation,nwite dynamics of
thinking develop from the statement of the crimiaats to disprove the
opposing point of view. Judgments and conclusiatiew one after the
other in strict logical sequence (lvakina 1995, #$pecially if there is an
absence of direct evidence of defendant’s guilt #rel prosecution is
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based on circumstantial evidence. Then the spegatharacterised by
strong logic and appropriate means of argumentation

The scientific style usually demonstrates a grealver of references
to sources of procedural legislation to the facts:

(29) @axm xuwenus Illepbununviv uz xeapmupvl Anumnuesol
JLH. NOJIHOCBIO noomeepaHcoaemcs CAeOVIOWUMU
00Ka3ameyibCmeamu. / nokKaszanuamu nomepneeuieco
Cmpykoea, / o2nauennviMu NOKA3AHUAMU nomepneemeﬁ
Anumnuesou, | npomokonrom onosnanus CmpyKoevim
Hlepoununa, | npomokonom usvamus seweii y Illepoununa,
| npomoxonom  onosmanus  eewenu  Cmpyxoevim, |
npomokoom ocmompa mecma npoucwecmeus. [The fact of
the theft from L. N. Alimpieva'’s apartment by Shieih is fully
supported by the followingvidence: / the testimony of the
victim Strukov, / the disclosure of evidence of thénjured
Alimpieva, / the protocol of Shcherbinin’s identification
made by Strukov, / the protocol of seizure of the lgects
from Shcherbinin, / the protocol of identification of the
things made by Strukov, / the protocol of inspectio of the
place of the inciden} (Makhno, 9-15)

In the speeches for the prosecution there arege lanmber of citations,
usual for the scientific style:

(30) Oéasannocmv  codonodamv  3aKOHOOAMENLCMEO O
20Cy0apcmeentoll maiiHe 6vlmeKaem u3 00uenpasosoil
00A3AHHOCIMU 0P2AHO8 20CY0aPCMEEHHO 61ACHU, MECHIHO20
CaMoynpasneHus, OO0JIHCHOCIMHBIX JIUY, Z2PAMHCOAH U UX
oovedunenuii  coonwoamv Koncmumyuuro Poccuiickoit
Deodepayuu u 3axonvt (cmamos 15, vacmo 2 Koncmumyyuu
P®). [The obligation to comply with the state secrecy lasvis
derived from the common law duty of public authorities,
local self-government, officials, citizens and thei
associations to observe the Constitution and thevs of the
Russian Federation(Article 15, Part 2 of the Constitution of
the Russian Federation)] (Kondakov, 21)

(31) Coenacro sakmouenuio cyoebHO-MeOUYUHCKO20 IKCnepmd,
“Ko3vipeeoii Ovliu npuuuHeHbl. MpuU YuiuOIeHHble PAHbl
npaeoil J100HOU obnacmu u RNPAGON MmMeMeHHOU oobnacmu
207106bl; nepenomvl Kocmell 6004 U OCHOBAHUA Uepend,
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yumué  eeujecmea - 207106H020  MO32d;  OOUHHAOUAMDb
HPOHUKAIOWUX  KOJIOMO-PE3AHbIX  DAHEHUEl  2pyou ¢
noepesicoenuem neeozo nezkozo.” [According to the medical
examiner, Kozyreva suffered: three contused wounds of the
right frontal region of the head and of the right parietal
region of the head, fractures of the calvarium andhe skull
base; contusion of the brain substance; eleven pedrating
stab wounds to the chest with the injury of the léflung”]
(Abramov 2002, 212)

(32) As the judgment emphasidetthis passage gives too little
weight to the dangers of convicting on uncorroboratd
evidence of identity (Andrade, 62—63)

(33) He said “Give me all the money..” (Whylie, 34—-35)

A trial speech is a purposeful volitional act inielha prosecutor proves
the existence of a crime (Antonenko 1999, 136)theofrequent use of
links to sources for specific facts and to opinioh€ompetent people are
characteristics of the scientific style.

Some researchers also mention the bright convensattraits of
modern judicial speeches (Makarova 1985, 9), lmumy opinion, more
likely one can speak only about the elements ofdbldoquial style in
public prosecutor speech, as the goal of the coildgtyle is to exchange
thoughts, impressions and communication. This go&ls not match the
purpose of persuasion characteristic for a pubtieesh at the court.
Normative judicial speech is devoid of vulgar angrgday words and
unnecessary neologisms. A lawyer's speech mustibeadly restrained,
and the difficulties and misfortunes of people must get worse due to
vulgar public mockery (Enikeev 1996, 274). Howevar, prosecution
speech we can observe lexemes which are charéct@fighe colloquial
style: emotionally coloured words, words with a ufigtive sense,
parenthetical words, and repetition of words. Bamaple:

Emotionally coloured words:
(34) enycuvie npecmynnenus, 6enUKUIl COBEMCKUL  HAPOO,
sneinmue epacu [filthy crimes, thegreat Soviet people, the

bitter enemies] (Pokrovskiy 2, 6, 12)

Words with a figurative meaning:
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(35) Ilepsyro ckpunky uepanu 6Genosmucpanmul ... | @axmoul
oxcusarom | u nauunarom z2oeopums [The first violin was
played by the White-Guard émigrés (the ones who left Russ
with the White Guard in early Soviet period) . THe facts are
coming to life / and are startingp speal (Vyshinskiy, 257,
518-519)

Parenthetical words:

(36) Koneuno...[Sure ...] (Melnikov, 215)

(37) ...nasepnoe...[... maybe ...] (Salnikov, 62)
(38) Apparently ... (Whylie, 196)

(39) Perhaps... (Tepleman, 53)

Repetition of words:

(40) Cropo ucnonnumes mpu 200a....,mpu 200a ...[Soon it will be
three years..., three years...] (Krylenko, 2-3)

(41) Penuzuosnocms pyccko2o Kpecmvsinuna, pycckozo pabouezo,
PYcCCcKozo obwvisamens ... ¢ uevro KﬂaCCOGOIZ, C ueiobro
Hucnposepacerus ... [The religiosity of theRussian peasant,
the Russianworker, theRussianman in the street . with the
aim of the class,with the aim of overthrowing the ... ]
(Krassikov, 38)

Thus, some elements of the colloquial style petefrao the genre of the
speech for the prosecution.

Having examined the functioning of the speech gerirprosecution
speech, we can conclude that it contains featdrdg@ublicistic, official,
scientific and colloquial styles. However, the demrities of these styles
are unevenly distributed in the speeches of pubbisecutors: the signs of
the publicistic style dominate in prosecution speschefore a trial by jury
in the nineteenth and twenty-first centuries in &asin English-speaking
prosecutors before a trial by jury at the beginnofgthe twenty-first
century, and in Russian-speaking prosecutors befgnefessional trial in
the 1920s to 1940s. Signs of the official style d@te in speeches of
Russian-speaking prosecutors before a professtaaflat the beginning
of the twenty-first century.

We have studied the characteristics of prosecuspeeches as a
special speech genre. Now let us turn to the isseleded to research
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methods of studying the speech behaviour of puml@secutors in this
speech genre from the point of view of pragmalistics.

2. Individual speech behaviour of prosecutors
from the point of view of pragmalinguistics

Speech behaviour is considered an automatic sygieat speech
manifestation, without conscious motivation, due typical repeated
situations of speech (Formanovskaya 1989, 28), individual speech
manifestation. We must distinguish “speech behaviand “speech
activity,” because speech activity is motivated atgpendent on target
speech manifestation (Matveeva 1998, 14).

Speech activity of public prosecutors in the spesctior the
prosecution was thoroughly examined by scientistsmfthe point of view
of rhetoric (Alexandrov 1993; Apresyan 1969; Arot&®99; Baev 2000;
Baskov 1968, 1986; Danilevich 1991; Ekzempliarow@9Golev 1999;
Ivakina 2000; Ivin 2002; Kokhtev 1994; Kravchenkod.; Likas 1971,
1990; Melnik 2000; Mikhailovskaya 1981; Panichevad.; Podgolin
1981; Porubov 2001; Rokhlin, Dvorianskiy 1994; $skiy 1971; Tornaev
1999; Tsariov 1983; Volkodaev 1980; Volkov 2001;edenskaya 1994;
Zagorskiy 1998; Zaychik 1970; Zubarev 1996) andewgiven general
recommendations for delivering speeches in a trial.

We are analysing speech behaviour of public prasesurom the
standpoint of pragmalinguistic analysis, which &adthe impact of an
author of a text on their listener. Any form of bal communication,
especially oral, presupposes influence upon anezdde. Moreover, even
a neutral joint presence has an impact of one pevacanother. Problems
of communication and impact have been studied bywymscholars:
Adcock 1964; Ageeva 1989; Bach, n.d.; Belyaeva 1d&ko 1989;
Butussova 2003; Charleston 1960; Chernoivanova;10Bgridova 2001;
Chigridova, Kholodkova 2001; Egorshina 1997; Faydyik989; Foss,
Hakes 1978; Gamble 1990; Gofman 1971; Gorlo 2004arih 1989;
Kochkin, n.d.; Kovaliov 1989; Leech 1985; Lenet9392001; Leontiev
1969, 1999; Lye, n.d.; Mac Cann 1988; Mackenzie9] ®Tatveeva 1984,
1985, 1986, 1990, 1993; Mkrtchyan 2004; Moiseenk®(® Sheinov
2001; Tannen, n.d.; Tarassov 1990; Vassilyeva 198fkur 1993.

For a successful impact on a listener, a publisgraotor should act
according to the well-known Cooperative principletioe Conversational
maxims, put forward by Grice (1975). The Coopertrinciple means
that any contribution to a speech exchange is extjagas required by the
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accepted purpose or direction of the speech. Thep&ative principle
includes four maxims:

The maxim of Quality

Try to make your contribution one that is true,Gfieally:
(1) do not say what you believe to be false,
(2) do not say that for which you lack adequateence.

The maxim of Quantity

(1) make your contribution as informative as isuiegd for the current
purpose of the exchange,
(2) do not make your contribution more informatifian is required.

The maxim of Relevance
Make your contributions relevant.
The maxim of Manner

Be perspicuous, and specifically:
(1) avoid obscurity,

(2) avoid ambiguity,

(3) be brief,

(4) be orderly (Grice, 1975).

Let us now analyse the four maxims.
The maxim of Quality

The statement must be true. Do not say what ymktls false, or what
you cannot prove. In accordance with the law, alipyfrosecutor must
support the prosecution only if they are firmly gimted of the
defendant’s guilt, if the examined evidence is suppe enough for it. In
modern Russia, if a prosecutor comes to the oppasihclusion, their
duty is to repudiate the charges.
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The maxim of Quantity

The statement is to contain no less and no morerndtion than is
required to meet current aims of the dialogue. Aness of the speaker
must exceed the awareness of the listeners. Thexispgill be effective
only when there is some kind of “difference of puigls” between the
speaker’s knowledge and the audience’s awareneszh{iN1973, 46). It
is believed that the speaker is able to keep thibemoe in a state of
tension if they know that they have information @hiis three or four
times more than that of the listeners (Andreev 19983). However, it
does not mean that a public prosecutor should Heoge. Do not talk too
much. Verbiage can only weaken the attention to itte@ntrovertible
evidence.

The maxim of Relevance

A public prosecutor should not deviate from the maubject of the
message. The court in Russia cannot restrict tmatidn of the public
prosecutor’s speech at regular intervals, but tigg has a right to stop
them if they deal with circumstances unrelatechtodase.

Moreover, not only from the legal but also from thsychological
point of view, a public prosecutor should not tedk much in their speech.
The knowledge that an addresser is given to sdgasséhings reduces the
audience’s attention, and a public prosecutor ghgive some rest for the
attention of judges (especially the jury) not byigg pointless arguments,
but by repeating the essential arguments of theegtdion (Sergeich
1988, 30). A public prosecutor always has somethimgprtant to say and
he should not waste valuable time.

The maxim of Manner

Speak clearly and avoid ambiguous phrases, othier atords be short and
organised. A listener does not want to be involiredifficulty of word
choice. Smoothness, lightness and elegance of lspgee pleasure
precisely because it does not require a great afeeffort for perception
(Massarskiy 1979, 38-39). At the trial, there sHounbt just be clear
speech but extraordinary clarity. Listeners mustenstand without effort.
The speaker can rely on their imagination, but ewttheir mind and
insight. Having understood, they will go furthertlitit does not happen
they will reach a deadlock (Sergeich 1988, 18)sTisidue to the fact that
a public prosecutor creates a simple picture ofatbd for listeners. Only
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in exchange for clarity can a person take anoth@oint of view
concerning life. It is possible to convince only Bhowing that the
addressee’s clarity is deceptive, that they doseet one or the other, that
the picture is much more complicated than it se@ma listener. In all
cases, a speaker counts not on concealing the hwithather on clarifying
the situation (Khazagerov, n.d.).

Thus, a public prosecutor, for a successful impacthe listener, must
follow the Cooperative principle, including the nmas of Quality,
Quantity, Relevance and Manner.

The issues of speech influence and the relatioaghfifinguistic signs
and people who create, accept and understand sigese are in the field
of pragmalinguistics. Pragmalinguistics, as an eispef semiotics,
involves a complex of issues associated with a ldpgasubject, an
addressee, and their interaction in communicatiora communication
situation (Arutyunova 2000, 390).

A peculiar feature of judicial speech is the preseof some speakers:
the judges, the adversary, the defendant and th#icpuProsecutor
speeches are primarily addressed to the judgebputitdoubt the main
addressee. Each speech begins with an appeal joddpes or, of course,
to the jury. Another addressee of a judicial speechthe speaker’s
adversary whose argument, evidence or conclusicst bridisputed. Due
to the criminal procedure in modern Russia, a spatesecutor cannot
directly address those present in the courtroon, navertheless they
implicitly address both the defendant to correetnthand the audience to
prevent a crime. In pre-revolutionary Russia a @casor could directly
address the defendant:

Umo ewe 2oeopunu ¢vl? Ymo xanuman 6wl 6am nooaper 08yMs iuyamu?
[What else did you say? That the capital had begangto you by two
men? (Kazarinov, 152—-153).

Therefore, a judicial speech is characterised byptiesence of not one but
four addressees: the judges, the adversary, trend@ft and the public.
To the last two addressees, a state prosecutoressdlr implicitly.
Successful cooperation between an addresser andaddnessee is
associated with what is considered to be the stibfgragmalinguistics.

The subject of pragmalinguistics is the issue cotateto the choice of
language means from an available repertoire fobds impact (Stepanov
1981, 325), the problem being one of choice of e¢hasits from a number
of synonyms with the help of which the speakerth@smaximum impact
on the addressee. In addition, this choice hasetie conscious character
of the least deliberate action (Saussure 1990, 41).
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Implicit pragmalinguistics studies the selectiorsiginals of grammatical
categories made by communicants automatically. Bs thoice is
familiar, it was made a lot of times, and such aich is called “speech
behaviour.” We also study stereotyped speech behavof public
prosecutors in a court statement, and in the rextion will consider the
peculiarities of stereotyped speech behaviour i@ $peech genre of
prosecution speech.

3. Stereotyped speech behaviour of prosecutors
from the point of view of pragmalinguistics

Homo sapiens is the only kind on earth to not haatrictly determined,
genetic program of life activity. Unlike a humarirzg other animals have
a model of fixed actions which can include a compsequence of
performance (rituals of courtship, coupling, et&he fundamental feature
characteristic for these models is a consisterdtitign of reactions while
being presented certain stimuli. With regard toua&n being, scientists
have come to the conclusion that the genetic backgt determines about
50 percent of personal characteristics, and 50 epéroof these
characteristics are influenced by the externalremvinent (Rowe 1989).

Not having a program of life, the only way for anman being to
survive is to rely on the social reality, whichdsspecific natural area,
created by people themselves. With the help of pvecess of
socialisation, as well as with the help of a peremmprocess of getting
and using information, a human being acts accorttirgertain patterns of
behaviour. Thus, a person acquires a program ef \ifhich is, by its
nature, externally determined (Chuldini, n.d.).

It causes, on the one hand, freedom of choice amdda field for
human creativity and self-realisation, while on tbéher it causes
flexibility and mobility of the program of activityPsyche and perception
of a person are also mobile systems. Howevertrerae mobility of the
human world would threaten his existence. Therefiney try their best to
maintain stable behaviour, follow the rules andnmoaccepted in society
through the repetition of certain stereotypical ctems to socially
important stimuli. The stability of behaviour is im@ined by social
reflexes developed in the course of the evolutiorough ready-made
models of behaviour.

The cause of stereotyping and simplification ofuiiiat and behaviour
of a person is the inability to analyse every asmdca diverse, multi-
dimensional social reality. Sometimes life questiane too complex, there
is limited time to spare, or emotional excitementdo strong and so a
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person has to respond stereotypically and immdgjatéthout any prior
analysis of the information, or, we can say, atuheonscious level. The
expression of this level is in the typical indivais unconsciousness of
those structural features, boundaries, and sigmfielements of behaviour
which are always used by a person implicitly (S4993, 598).

The implicit following of some definite stereotypef behaviour
depends on the belonging of an addresser to aplartisocial group, to
some significant terms and circumstances of comaeation (Makarov
1998, 68—75; Karassik 2000, 37—64). These circumst may include:
(&) communicative intentions of an author; (b) tielaships between an
addresser and addressees; (c) all sorts of “fdbtt”are meaningful and
random; (d) common ideological features and théssty climate of the
era in general, and of particular environment apecgic individuals to
whom the information is directly or indirectly addsed, in particular; (e)
genre and stylistic features of both the messagetla® communicative
situation in which it is included; and (f) the sdtassociations with the
previous experience (Gasparov 1996, 10)

That is why not every person is able to explain vthgy act in
particular situations in different ways. It is di@ the human psyche.
Psyche is a function of the brain, and is a fumctid one part of the
organism, the side through which all the varietyetiécts on the body of
the external world, and especially social reality, carried out. The
influence of the outside world—individual social pexience—creates
complex dynamic system functional formations of tinain, that humans,
from the social and psychological point of viewnsiler to be the concept
of personality (Myasishchev 1960, 10).

The formation of individual culture of a membersotiety is determined
by social consciousness. Consciousness has thiedewals—existential,
reflexive and spiritual (Zinchenko 1997). It is tleistentiallevel of
consciousness which is manifested in human commtioic and
behaviour, and this level can be observed. Accgrdinthe recent data,
unconsciousness determines 92-98 percent of hurehaviour. The
existential level of consciousness is the baseprlbd in childhood and
then followed unconsciously. Reflexivaonsciousness is formed during
life through learning, teaching, knowledge transfey, meditations on
reality, on behaviour of others and one’s own béhav The spiritual
level of consciousness is achieved in society bly @ few persons
(Sternin, n.d.).

The point is that an individual and society as aol@hcan have a
certain level of reflexive consciousness, learn esahthe values at the
level of reflection, debate them, declare and weledhem, but also keep
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old existential consciousness and previous behaviocluding, of course,
former speech behaviour.

From an early age, a child copies the behaviouhefadults around
them. However, a simple copy is not yet a steremtyp certain fact of
behaviour becomes a stereotype of behaviour onlgnwih is observed
often, repeated, and as a consequence of thispheutgpetition is carried
to automatism.

Stereotyped speech behaviour can be due to thetacbnsocial
characteristics of a person: their social positismfession, age, sex and
marital status; and due to variable characteristlesermined by the
situation: the role of a buyer, a passenger, antcligryssin 1976, 43).
Therefore, a person’s belonging to a particulafgesional type requires
them to have an idea of the typical stereotypegrofessional conduct
(Petrenko 1988, 102).

The profession of communicants affects people’sqmion of each
other. Especially after being in long-term professil activity, humans
form stereotyped behaviour, usually called a “psefenal habit.” This
habit is most pronounced in the professional agtieif doctors, actors,
writers, law enforcement officials—all of those imhose daily work
another person is the central figure (Bodaliov 19868). Undoubtedly,
this fact also applies to public prosecutors, @&nd not by accident that
there is such a expression in the Russian langaaga “prosecutor’s
tone.”

In the nature of the reactions of every personthi peculiarities of
behaviour and speech, there are variants. Whee thagants of reaction
transfer from casual to permanent, but are stillfaomed into pathology,
one can tell identify accentuations of personatdraApproximately one
half of the population is considered to be accentligersonalities, and the
other half is not as conspicuous (Leongard 1981).2&ccentuations of a
character are extreme variants of a norm wheraicentaits of character
are greatly predominant (Pushkina 1996, 34).

A character trait is a significant attitude to fhets of life and to one’s
own actions. Adherence to principles, cheerfulnhesgsty, exactingness,
rigor, sensitivity, sociability and other traits character are definite,
rooted in relationships to reality, society, lahcamd to others and oneself
(Lichko 1983, 22).

Speaking of accentuated personalities, it would &ls reasonable to
talk about professional accentuations, that isicalpfeatures which are
crucial for a person of any profession. A profesaloaccentuation is a
combination of mental and psycho-physiological tgraiof human
personality, expressed in peculiarities of appeaahabits of dressing,
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behaviour, and specific features of mind and speslgith exist in the
form of inclinations or which are formed under th&luence of a
profession (Lomova 2004, 43).

The professional activity of a public prosecutorsha significant
impact on their personality, affecting their psyldgical characteristics, as
well as manner of communication. The public nawfr¢heir activity, the
powers of authority and a high level of respongibibften lead a public
prosecutor to professional “deformation.”

The term “deformation” is used to refer to vari@hsnges in the shape
of objects and phenomena of the external worldluding personality
changes which happen under the influence of a gsafa, and the activity
of a public prosecutor is not an exception in thigpect.

Deformations of the individuality of a public prasgor do not happen
spontaneously, because of aging, but as a resthedctivities they carry
out. For example, it was found that professionatigortant characteristics
of cognitive processes tend to be improved or ksabi, depending on the
length of working, and the parameters that do nattigipate in
professional activities deteriorate. At the sanmeeti there is a reduction
and stereotyping of ranges, of kinds of profesdiantivities, of which the
most effective behavioural reactions remain. Ampagsonal features, the
changes are reflected in the growth of self-este&toording to received
information, the degree of extra-high self-estesrimidirect proportion to
the length of service, and at the same time thsralso the rise of
professional identity (Rogov 1994, 208).

The legal profession of a public prosecutor promdieth positive
qualities (high moral principles, endurance, calsspediscipline, open-
mindedness and the ability to communicate to peapleé to establish
contact with them) and negative ones (indifferetc@eople, their lives,
feelings and interests, excessive suspicion, rigtemareerism, etc.).

One of the most dangerous types of professionabrdettion of a
public prosecutor is being too suspicious. Thegmotose faith in people,
willing to suspect everyone. In any omission theg &n evil intent, in
each suspect a criminal. Gradually, such an a#itadds to the formation
of a pronounced pessimism and intolerance withess people. From
the psychological point of view, evaluation expessthe qualities of not
only those who are the subjects of the estimatiom,also the personality
of the judging. In these evaluations and experigfices seen the level of
development of a person as a representative aftairtelass or group as a
member of a particular team. These evaluations showil and
psychological maturity, some features of a profegsiand moral and
aesthetic requirements for people. Neverthelessy tdways have the
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unique stamp of a person who was formed as a \Eeyific personality
(Myasishchev 1970, 115), and this is confirmeddaesh. The specificity
of communication, unlike any other type of interait is in the fact that it
reveals the psychological qualities of people.

All things considered, one must say that speechwetr and personal
characteristics of communicators represent the parsdle unity of
individual, social and national-cultural peculim& of behaviour.
However, we believe that the specificity of expi@ssand combination of
these features varies depending on the specifiuatgins of
communication, including speech genres. It is reaSte now to turn to
the methods of studying speech behaviour of pydsbsecutors in Implicit
Pragmalinguistics.

4. Methods of studying the speech behaviour of publ
prosecutors in Implicit Pragmalinguistics

Within the bounds of Implicit Pragmalinguistics teere such methods of
investigation as:

» synchronous personal (when we study the textsfédrdnt genres
created by the same author in the same periodne) i

» diachronic personal (when we study the texts of autéor, of one
genre, but created in different age periods),

» synchronous interpersonal (when we study the tektthe same
speech genre created by different authors in theegzeriod time)
(Matveeva 2001, 51-52).

The present study uses the “synchronous personathad when
analysing the speech behaviour of one public prdsec Truhanov
Gennadiy Vladimirovich, in different speech gen¢iesa speech before a
trial by jury, in a speech before a professional #ind in his article from
the newspapevecherniy RostojEvening Rostdy, and the “synchronous
interpersonal” methodn studying the speeches for the prosecution of
different prosecutors in the same period of tine @nd of the nineteenth
century in Russia, the 1920s to 1940s in the USBH,the beginning of
the twenty-first century in Russia and Great Bniai

The kinds of speech behaviour are called “implatitategies of the
addresser’s speech influence on the addresseeseTsteategies can be
divided into two groups: emotion-oriented and cdatige-oriented
(Matveeva 1993, 96—-262).
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Emotion-oriented strategies, as well as the emdtiaetion of speech,
are focused on the addresser of the text (in oswe,can a public
prosecutor), who express their subjective, psydioctd attitude to what
they is saying. The emotive function is associateth the subjective
world of the addresser, with the expression ofrtfe@lings, their attitude
to what is said, and this function reflects theadme's self-esteem, and
their need to be heard and understood (KunitsyrG2,261). There are
different kinds of emotion-oriented strategies:

» ‘“Participation/Nonpatrticipation of members of conmiuation in a
speech event”

» “Sure/Unsure speech behaviour of an author”

» “The author’s probabilistic evaluation of a speestent as real /
unreal.”

Connotative-oriented strategies reflect a speetiaveur of a prosecutor
directed at the receiver. The title of this strgtegntains a reference to
another function of speech—connotative (regulatorydirective). The

connotative function reflects certain needs of esge, for example, to
achieve goals or to influence other people (Kumisgs2002, 61), and here
follows a list of connotative-oriented strategies:

* “The sender’s formation of addressee’s attitude tepeech event
by evaluation”

» “The author’s accentuating of the elements of éerahce”

» “Satisfaction / dissatisfaction of addressee’s prafic expectations
by an addresser” (Matveeva 1998, 44-45).

In our study, within the bounds of the pragmalirsgai experiment, we
analyse the speech behaviour of the public prosexint accordance with
the emotion-oriented strategies “Participation/ragtipipation of members
of communication in a speech event” and “Sure/Uasreech behaviour
of an author,” and according to the connotativermed strategy “The
sender's formation of addressee’s attitude to aedpeevent by
evaluation.”

To begin, we will give an example of analysis ofe tipublic
prosecutor's speech behaviour with the help of iclssonous personal
approach to the texts of various genres creatazh@period (January to
June 2003), by the author Trukhanov, who is algulaic prosecutor of
the Regional Prosecutor's Office (Rostov-on-Donsgia). We will try to
answer the following questions:
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» Are the speech behaviours of the prosecutor inctisebefore a
professional trial, before the jury and in the detion criminal law
for the newspaper the same or different?

» If these speech behaviours are different, whatagé¢ason for these
discrepancies?

We analysed 1,214 minor syntactic groups (MSG) mfling to the
enumerated strategies as recorded in table 1 (gmndix). Let us study
the actualisation of the implicit speech strategiesore detail.

I. “Participation/Nonparticipation of members of communication in a
speech event”

This strategy is actualised in one of the threl¥adhg speech planes: the
plane of personal participation, the plane of dogaticipation, and the
plane of objective participation (Matveeva 1993-B81). Using the
“personal plane,” the author actualises the paaibdbn either of an
addresser or an addressee in a speech event. I'Blagia” shows us that
both an addresser and an addressee act in commiomidainally, in the
plane of objective participation the addresseetentibn focuses on the
objectivity of a speech event, regardless of pgdtton/nonparticipation
of the members of communication.

According to the results of the studied texts, derage speech-genre
index of the plane of objective participation ig thighest at 76.2 percent.
It is interesting to note that the index of thenalaf objective participation
in the speech before a professional court (92.régmt) is nearly equal to
the same index of the newspaper article (92.5 pércehe predominance
of the plane of objective participation in compariswith the other planes
of this implicit speech strategy is due to the fhett, on the one hand, the
public prosecutor in court must charge the defenhdarbehalf of the state,
to be based only on the factual circumstances efctime committed by
the defendant. A prosecutor has no right to evaltia evidence publicly,
or to give any comments. For this purpose, a pubt@secutor has no
appropriate procedural forms. On the other hand,High index of the
plane of objective participation in the newspapticie relates to the fact
that the main task of the author is to inform readsbout the situation in
the Regional Court of Rostov-on-Don as impartialy it is possible. In
both cases, the focus on the objective sides difyeaouses the readers’
trust in the given facts.

The average speech-genre index of the plane obparparticipation
is 16.2 percent. The highest index of this plar{2ercent) can be seen



