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Nowadays the ways of influence on public opinion have become more
complex and not so obvious. All this resulted in the appearance of new
theories of influence, for example, suggestiveness and even manipulation.
The notion of suggestiveness is an interdisciplinary one which originated
in psychiatry. Psychotherapists John Grinder and Richard Bandler in the
1960-1970s developed so called neurolinguistic programming, which is
considered to be a kind of suggestive psychotherapy. It aimed at changing
person’s behavior through verbal influence. Suggestiveness is discussed in
detail by sociologists, psychologists, journalists. So, suggestiveness is the new
trend in linguistic research. In our view, it should be given careful and due
consideration.

The use of suggestive means is particularly important in court discourse. In
order to be persuasive and to have an infl uence on the audience it is essential
that any speaker should be aware of the following: to have good
communication skills and to use his body language properly. Body language
analysis is not an objective in this paper. As to the first point (good
communication skills) any speaker should consider the fact that a lot of people,
if not the majority, will also try to refute the speaker’s statements. There will
defi nitely be individuals who initially cannot accept or understand the
speaker’s view, which explains why each speaker needs to learn how to
respond appropriately. They also have to fi nd the right words and arrange
them properly to best suit the situation [1].

To carry out our research, we selected and described the language material
which was used in the opening statements delivered by the defense attorneys
(Mr. James Culleton, Mr. Stephen Worth, Mr. Bennett Epstein, Mr. Steven
Brounstein) during the Diallo case trial (1999 — 2000).

In the process of investigation, the following research methods were used:
linguistic observation and analysis as well as cognitive method, pragmatic
analysis method, critical discourse analysis method.
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Convincing the jury is the most important task for both lawyers. They tend
to be persuasive and infl uential at the same time. Persuasive discourse is
essentially based on a logical argumentation that is strong enough to change
the audience’s opinion to agree with the speaker’s conclusion. That is why
there are a lot of discourse markers in the legal discourse. In Practical English
Usage Michael Swan defi nes a «discourse marker as a word or expression
which shows the connection between what is being said and the wider
context» [2, p. 38-145].

Traditionally, some of the words or phrases that were considered discourse
markers were treated as «fillers» or «expletives»: words or phrases that had no
function at all. But nowadays most linguists believe that they fulfill a variety
of functions: establishing a sequence, expanding on a point, contrasting,
referring to the past, drawing a conclusion or inference through reasoning,
emphasising, giving an example, summarising [3]. The classification
of discourse markers proposed by D. Schiffrin (1987) served as the basis
for this paper.

Our research makes it possible to state that in the advocates™ speeches there
are a lot of discourse markers. The explanation for this is subject to dispute,
but from our point of view, it is quite obvious: the attorneys dealing in
assumptions have to prove their reasonableness and logic. To cite just a few
examples:

So it is a stupid and inappropriate and improper charge, but nonetheless it
is here. But you will have the right to rule on that and render a verdict as to
that charge; So | hope you will forgive me (so — a conclusion marker; but —a
contrastive marker; |1 hope — a masking marker) [4].

Despite the fact that the attorneys try to use the discourse markers to
persuade the listeners through the power of logicality. But, indeed, they only
create that illusion because the attorneys make false allegations that are
connected in a way that they lead to and support the conclusion.
And furthermore, they frequently use masking markers in order to affect
the conscience of the recipients (jurors). So, it is the discourse of
suggestiveness, mostly.

There is also such a linguistic phenomenon in the defense lawyers
speeches as fronting. Their aim is to present some facts as something of
paramount importance. So, there appears necessity of signaling and drawing
the jurors™ attention to the discussion:

But the fact of the matter is...; ... the truth of the matter is...; The fi rst
possibility is just that...; The second possibility is...; And the third possibility
is the following, The only thing that matters is ... [4].
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There is one more syntactic device encountered when attempting to
characterise the attorneys’ speeches: sentences with the anticipatory pronoun it
and cleft sentences. Pseudo-cleft sentences are often used in the attorneys’
speeches. A cleft sentence or pseudo-cleft sentence is «a special construction
which gives ...focal prominence to a particular element» [5], and highlights
new or contrastive information expressed by the sender of the speech:

...what is important, and I say this from my heart, is that all human
life unquestionably is precious and important.; what he saw and heard
was not a gun.; What happened on February 4, 1999, at about 12:40 a.m.
in the vestibule of 1157. Avenue in Bronx County, it was a terrible,
terrible tragedy [4].

In addition, we think it necessary to point out one more specifi ¢ syntactic
feature which proved to be problematic for texts of legal discourse. It is
emphasis with there. During our research we noticed that such sentences serve
as imperative assertions:

And there is no doubt that this is a tragedy. There is no doubt that losing a
son who is 21 years old is a tragedy [4].

The type of discourse, suggestive in the case, determines the choice of
language means. So, if it is the attorneys’ speeches which we refer to the
suggestive type, they are replete with discourse markers. On the one hand, the
defence lawyers deal in opinions that should be logically organised to support
their conclusions, on the other hand, they try to affect the recipient’s
conscience. The same is true for fronting. The attorneys present their opinions
as something of paramount importance to get the audience’s attention.
Sentences with introductory there and it as well as cleft sentences are widely
used in the suggestive type, because they allow the speakers not only to
evaluate the information given but also to influence the recipient’s opinion.
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EMOTHUBHICTH XYJTOKHBOT'O TEKCTY:
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Bopornsk JI. L.

Kanouoam nedazociunux Hayx, Ooyenm,
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M. Xmenvnuyvkuil, Yxpaina

MoBa, SK OCHOBHHI IHCTPYMEHT JIOJICBKOTO CITUIKYBaHHS, HE TiJIBKH
3a0e3redye iHpopMamiiHMA 0OOMiH MOBIIB, alle i BigoOpa)xae IX eMOIiiHUN
CTaH B aKTi KOMYHIKaIlii. EMOIiifHI CTaHU XapaKTepU3yIOTHCS B3a€EMO3B SI3KOM
i3 TICHXIYHMMH TIPOI[ECaMH 1 BIIACTHBOCTSAMH OCOOHCTOCTI, IIIO 3YMOBIIOE
HEOOXIiTHICTB X pi3HOOIYHOTO BUBYEHHSA. AKTYaJBHICTh JOCIIIKEHHS Pi3HUX
ACIIEKTiB €MOTHBHOCTI B JIIHTBICTUIIl BHU3HAYA€THCS BAKIUBICTIO BUBUYCHHS
npo06JieMu BepOAILHOTO MPOSIBY JIFOACHKUX MOYYTTIB, IEPEKUBAHB Ta EMOLIIH.

[Nepmmmm, xT0 3p0OHB CLIPOOH KOHKPETU3YBATH MOHATTS EMOTUBHOCTI, OYB
III. Basuti. Bin po3MexyBaB MOHATTS SMOILIWHICTh 1| €MOTHBHICTh, HAJIAI0YH
JIHIBICTUYHOTO CTaTyCy JIMIE OCTAHHBROMY, Ta BBa)XaB EMOTHBHICTH
XapaKTEePUCTHKOIO TEKCTY/JIEKCUKOHY, IO BigoOpakae B MOBI/MOBIIEHHI
MHCJICHHEBY €MOLIIHY TisUTBHICT JTIOAMHH [1].

EmotuBHa nexcuka (nami — EJI) € BaXIMBUM YMHHHUKOM y BHpPa)KEHHI
€MOIIiif B MOBJICHHI, Ta pa30M 3 HU3KOKO OJHMHUIIb IHIIUX MOBHUX PiBHIB BOHA
CTBOPIOE €MOTHBHHMH (OH XyJOXHIX TBOpiB. EMOTHBHICTH JEeKCHYHMX
OIMHHMIH PO3TILINAIOTH SK X 3[MAaTHICTh 3aKpIIUTIOBATH Yy CBOiIM CEMaHTHII
BKa3iBKy Ha €MOIIiifHe CTaBJICHHS O 00’€KTa HOMIHAIlii, a PH aHaJli31 TEeKCTY
BPaxOBYIOTh TE€ CMOIIIMHE CIIBICPSKUBAHHS, SIKC BiH BHUKIUKAE y YHTAYa.
Ha mymky B.I. IIlaxoBchkOTO, €MOTHBHA JIEKCHUKA BHSIBIISIE OYEBHIHY, BCIM
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