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The article is devoted to the description of the results of the auditory analysis
of the texts belonging to a judicial discourse. The immediate aim of the
article is to identify the peculiarities of the intonation organization of the
oral English court speeches. The object of the study is judicial discourse
as a special type of institutional discourse of persuasive type. The subject
of the study is the peculiarities of the intonation organization of oral court
speeches, proclaimed during court hearings by a defence counsel and a
prosecutor. To achieve the aim, a phonetic study of the perceived prosodic
characteristics of speech realizations of court speech was carried out, in the
process of which the subjective method of scientific observation was used,
which contains auditive and auditory analysis of the selected objects as well
as determining the phonological status of the studied units; quantitative
analysis made it possible to interpret the data obtained empirically during
the auditory analysis. The conducted auditive and auditory analysis made it
possible to draw certain conclusions concerning the intonation organization
common for the studied oral texts of judicial discourse. The identification by
the auditors of parts of the court speeches of the prosecutor and the defence
counsel proved the validity of their division into the compositional parts
and made it possible to conclude that there are certain linguistic factors that
allow to identify parts of the text with the high degree of probability. The
leading intonation parameter for achieving or strengthening the convincing
effect of the speeches is considered the tempo. The melodic component of
intonation, namely the melodic contour, has also proved to be a powerful
intonation means of influencing and achieving a persuasive effect, while
loudness is not considered to be an important intonation parameter involved
in persuasion. The conducted study has identified the role of the components
of intonation (pitch, loudness and tempo) in the implementation of the
function of persuasion of the institutional discourse.
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CTarTio IPUCBSAYEHO OMHCY PE3YyNbTaTiB ayAUTOPCHKOTO AaHali3y TEKCTiB,
10 Hajexarb 10 CYIOBOTO JHCKypCy. besmocepenHbOl0 METOIO CTarTi €
BUSIBIICHHS OCOOJIMBOCTEH iHTOHAIifHOI oOprasizaiii yCHUX aHIIiMCBKHX
Cy0BUX IPOMOB. O0’€KTOM JOCHTIHKEHHS € CYIOBUH TUCKYPC SIK 0COOIMBUIA
TUN 1HCTUTYLIOHAJIBHOIO JUCKYpCy IepekoHyrodoro tumy. IIpeamerom
JOCTIUKEHHS € OCOONMBOCTI I1HTOHANIMHOI oOpraHi3amii yYCHHMX CYIOBHX
IPOMOB, MPOTOJOMICHUX IMiA Yac CYJAOBUX 3acijaHb 3axXHCHUKOM Ta
npokypopoM. st qocarHeHHs MeTH Oys0 MpoBeAeHO (OHETHYHE BHBYCHHS
CIPUMMaHMUX MPOCOIUYHUX XaPAKTEPUCTUK MOBJICHHEBUX peatizaliiil cyaoBoi
MOBH, B TIPOLECi SKOTO BHMKOPHCTaHO CyO €KTMBHHUII METOJ HayKOBOT'O
CTIIOCTEPEKEHHS, 1110 MICTUTh ayAUTHUBHUI Ta ayAUTOPCHKUI aHaIi3 0OpaHuX
00’€KTiB, BU3HAUCHHA (DOHOIOTIUHOTO CTaTyCy MAOCHIIKYBAaHHX OAMHUIIb;
KIJIBKICHUI aHami3 JO3BOJIUB iHTEPIPETYBaTH MaHi, OTPHUMAHI EMIiPUYHO
mix vac ciayxoBoro aHainizy. llpoBeaeHuil ayaMTOPCBKHN Ta CIIyXOBHUH
aHaJIi3 JTI03BOJIMB 3pOOMTH TIEBHI BUCHOBKHM IIOJO 1HTOHALIIWHOI Oprasizarii,
3arajbHOI Ul YCHHUX TEKCTIiB CyZOBOTO JUCKYPCY, 110 BUBYAIHCS. BusBneHHs
ayAUTOPaMH YacCTUH CYHOBHX IPOMOB IPOKYpOpa Ta 3aXMCHHUKA 3aCBITUUIIO
OOIpYHTOBAHICTh X PO3MOMAITY Ha KOMIIO3WIIHHI YaCTHHHM Ta Jajl0 3MOTY
3pOoOUTH BUCHOBOK IPO HAsBHICTh MEBHUX JIIHTBICTHYHHMX (DaKTOPIB,
10 JO3BOJISIOTH OTOTOKHIOBATH YACTUHH TEKCTy 3 BHUCOKHM CTYIEHEM
iimoBipHOCTI. IIpoBiTHNM iHTOHAIIMHUM HapaMeTpoM Ui JOCATHEHHsS a0o
MOCHJICHHS TIEPEKOHYI0YOTO e€()eKTy MPOMOB BBAXKAETHCS TeMIl. MesoIinHmiA
KOMITOHEHT 1HTOHAIlii, a caMe MeOAIMHUHI KOHTYD, TAKOK BUSBUBCS MOTY>KHUM
IHTOHAIIITHUM 3aCO000M BIUIMBY Ta JOCSTHEHHS IEPEKOHYIOUOTO e(heKTy, TOAl
SK TYYHICTh HE BBA)KA€THCS BAXKIMBUM IHTOHALIWHUM IapaMeTpoM, SIKUH
Oepe ydacTh y mepekoHaHHi. [IpoBeleHe MOCITIKCHHS BU3HAYMIIO DPOJIb
KOMITOHEHTIB iHTOHAIl (BHCOTa, TyYHICTh Ta TEMH) y peamizamii ¢yHkmii
MIEPEKOHAHHS IHCTUTYIIHHOTO IUCKYPCY.

The influential effect of any oral institutional
public speech is achieved by using not only lingual
and compositional means, but also prosodic means
of influence. That is why the study of intonation
features of texts of oral English judicial speeches at
the level of perception is relevant and promising to
identify the role of components of intonation (pitch,
loudness and tempo) in the implementation of the
function of persuasion of the institutional discourse.
Since judicial speeches are one of the most influential
and most expressively coloured implementations of
institutional discourses, it can be considered appro-
priate to study the prosodic characteristics of the texts
of attorney’s and prosecutor’s speech within judicial
discourses.

36ipHuK HaykoBHX npans «Hosa dimomoris» Ne 80. Tom II (2020)

The basis for the attribution of court speech to insti-
tutional discourses is the definition of T.A. van Dijk,
who states that “the institutional discourse is a stable
system of status-role relations that has developed in the
communicative space of a social institution, in which
the power functions of symbolic coercion in the form
of normative prescription and legitimation of certain
ways of worldview, mentality, value orientations vec-
tors and patterns of behaviour” [4, p. 16].

According to V. Karasyk, the constitutive features
of the institutionality of a discourse include the role
characteristics of agents and clients of the institutes,
a typical chronotope (time and place characteristics),
symbolic actions, stencil genres and language clichés.
Typological features of the institutional discourse are
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the type of public institution, which in the collective
lingual consciousness is marked by a special name,
associated with certain functions of people, structures
built to perform such functions, social rituals and
behavioural stereotypes, mythologies, and texts pro-
duced in this social formation [3, p. 7].

Theoretical and applied problems of judicial
linguistics are presented in the scientific works of
Ukrainian and foreign scientists (T. Brostoff, 1. Fair-
clough, M. Holev, T. Hubaieva, J.Thompson, I Voro-
paiev and others). The works of S. Gozdz-Rosz-
kowski, 1. Hlovatsky, L. Pavlova,L. Vedenska, and
others are devoted to the rhetorical peculiarities of
judicial discourse. The analysis of the peculiarities of
judicial discourse from the point of view of commu-
nicative linguistics was carried out in the works of
T. Dubrovska, O. Kobzeva, V. Kukovska, N. Ovchin-
nikova, L. Ponomareva, and others. Judicial discourse
in most works is understood as a kind of legal dis-
course, which is a verbal-symbolic reflection of the
communication process during the trial and is consid-
ered in view of the characteristics and intentions of
the participants [2, p. 10]. The intentions of the par-
ticipants are based on the idea of justice. The theory
of justice “that can serve as the basis of practical rea-
soning must include ways of judging how to reduce
injustice and advance justice, rather than aiming only
at the characterization of perfectly just societies — an
exercise that is such a dominant feature of many theo-
ries of justice” [5, p. 32]. O. Dotsenko notes that judi-
cial discourse is “clearly regulated by extra linguistic
factors: procedural legislation, the level of legal and
communication training and functions of partici-
pants, a high degree of emotional tension determined
by the interest of court participants in criminal, civil,
administrative cases, etc.” [1, p. 270]. This definition
emphasizes an important feature of the discourse
under study — regulation and ritual, which allows to
refer judicial discourse to a purely institutional: par-
ticipants in judicial discourse perform clearly defined
social roles, which are characterized by appropriate
models of communicative behaviour, subject to the
intentions of speakers. Taking into consideration the
high degree of argumentativeness and influence, judi-
cial discourse should be classified as a special type of
institutional discourse of a persuasive type.

The aim of this article is to identify the peculiari-
ties of the intonation organization of the oral English
court speeches. The object of the study is judicial dis-
course as a special type of institutional discourse of
persuasive type. The subject of the study is the pecu-
liarities of the intonation organization of oral court
speeches, proclaimed during court hearings by a
defence counsel and a prosecutor. The study is based
on video recordings of 12 English speeches by the
defence counsel and 12 speeches by the prosecutor
from the British court hearings “In the courtroom”

Collection of scientific papers “New Philology”. Ne 80. Vol. II (2020)

17

(the transcript of which is equal to 53 pages of printed
text in A4 format, 14 Times New Roman font).

To achieve this goal, a phonetic study of the per-
ceived prosodic characteristics of speech realizations
of court speech was carried out, in the process of
which the method of scientific observation (subjec-
tive) was used, which contains auditive and auditory
analysis of the selected objects as well as determining
the phonological status of the studied units; quanti-
tative analysis made it possible to interpret the data
obtained empirically during the auditory analysis.

The study of the compositional structure of the
text of oral English court speeches suggests the exist-
ence of a common structure of the defence counsel’s
speech and the prosecutor’s speech. In this article we
do not take into account the connotation (positive or
negative) of the circumstances of the case and the
conclusions. Obviously, the speeches of the defence
counsel and the accuser are polar in assessment, but
identical in structure. Judicial practice has developed
the following structure of judicial speech: introduc-
tory part; the plot of the case (statement of the facts
of the crime); analysis and evaluation of the evidence
collected in the case (analysis of evidence); substan-
tiation of the qualification of the crime; concluding
part of the speech.

The perceptual analysis performed in the work
was used to highlight the characteristic functional
features of speech factors, as during the perceptual
analysis the intonation characteristics of speech sig-
nals are revealed, which allow the listener to interpret
adequately the speaker’s speech messages.

The auditory analysis, which was preceded by
the author’s previous perceptual analysis, consisted
of two stages. At the first stage of the auditory anal-
ysis, the auditors were asked to determine to which
compositional part of the speech the proposed speech
realizations belong. During the same stage, the audi-
tors determined the degree of participation of certain
prosodic parameters (melodic contour, phrasal stress,
loudness, tempo, rhythm, pausation) in the persuasion
function implementation in different parts of the text.

The analysis of the auditors’ answers on determin-
ing whether the segments of speech they listened to
belonged to one or another part of the speech showed
with almost one hundred per cent probability that the
auditors recognized the final part (on average 99.1%
in the prosecutor’s speech and 98.9% in the defence
counsel’s speech). 98.8% in the prosecutor’s speech
and 98.7% in the defence counsel s speech). A slightly
lower percentage of correct answers was registered
during the identification of the main part of the court
speech, primarily in the part of analysis of evidence
(on average — 92% of correct answers). In general,
the auditory analysis at this stage has proved the rel-
evancy of the speeches division into the above men-
tioned semantic parts, and has allowed concluding
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that there are certain linguistic and extra lingual fac-
tors that allow to identify parts of the speeches with a
high degree of probability.

Determining by the auditors the degree of into-
nation participation in the implementation of the
persuasive function in different parts of the text
allows us to state that all these prosodic parame-
ters to some extent participate in creating a per-
suasive effect. First of all, it concerns the temporal
component of intonation — tempo, rhythm, pauses.
According to the auditors, loudness is not consid-
ered to be the leading intonation parameter involved
in persuasion. This opinion can be explained by the
fact that the studied oral speeches belong to public
speeches, aimed at a large audience, which implies
an increased volume and intensity of pronunciation.
The melodic component of intonation, namely the
melodic contour, according to the auditors’ answers,
is a powerful intonation means of influencing and
achieving a convincing effect.

At the second stage of the auditory analysis, the
auditors were to note the characteristic intonation fea-
tures of the studied texts: tempo, pitch, loudness.

The results of the perception of the rate of speech
in the excerpts of the speeches listened to by the audi-
tors are shown in Table 1.

The data show that, on average, in the text, the
auditors perceive mostly normal and slow rate of
utterance of statements in both types of speeches.
Only in the main part of the plot the auditors recorded
relatively high percentage of accelerated rate of
utterance (17.9% in the speech of the prosecutor and
20.8% in the speech of the defence counsel). The
rest of the parts in both implementations of the judi-
cial discourse are not characterized by the use of the
accelerated rate, especially the concluding part. The
highest percentage of slow rate usage was recorded
in the concluding part of the prosecutor’s speech
(58.2%) and the defence counsel’s speech (62.1%),
which gives grounds to consider the use of slow rate

in the most important and influential parts of the text
to be a characteristic feature of the studied discourse.

The next most informative component of into-
nation, according to the auditors’ answers, was the
melodic contour, which involves changing of the
pitch of the voice. The results of the analysis of the
auditors’ responses to the identification of the pitch
level of utterances are presented in Table 2.

According to the data presented in the table, the audi-
tors generally registered the predominant use of medium
pitch level by the speakers, which is the norm for Eng-
lish intonation. However, the auditors’ responses made
it possible to identify a common tendency in the usage
of high and low pitch levels in different parts of the text.
Thus, the final part of the court speech is characterized
by a significant deviation of speakers from the nor-
mal pitch level towards both high (27.1% and 28.7%,
respectively) and low (33.1% and 28.6%, respectively)
pitch level. This contrasting melodic organization of the
semantically important part of the court speech gives
more emotional tension to the utterance and, as a conse-
quence, leads to a persuasive effect. In terms of analysis
and substantiation, the speakers, despite the predomi-
nantly normal pitch level, often (on average in 20% of
cases) also use a low pitch level, which gives weight to
the arguments presented.

As noted above, loudness is not considered by the
auditors to be a leading intonation parameter involved
in persuasion. Nevertheless, the auditors’ assessment
of the volume level of the parts of the speeches they
listened to allows us to speak about the existence of
a certain regularity. It is that the low level of loudness
in the text is generally registered by the auditors only
in 6.2% and 5.5% of cases, respectively. At the same
time, the level marked as “quiet” is not registered in the
introductory and concluding parts of both implementa-
tions of judicial discourse in general. The normal level
of loudness is mostly characteristic of the part of the
plot of the court speech, as evidenced by the relatively
high percentage of phrases, which the auditors marked

Table 1
Perceived characteristics of the tempo in different parts of the court speech (%)
Tempo
Quick Normal Slow
Part of the speech

T — prosecutor’s speech 2.1 48.2 473
defence counsel ‘s speech 34 45.8 49.2
Plot prosecutor’s speech 17.9 55.1 29.5
defence counsel ‘s speech 20.8 58.9 24.3
Ayl sl St o prosecutor’s speech 7.7 56.2 35.1
defence counsel ‘s speech 5.9 42.7 48.4
el prosecutor’s speech 1.3 42.7 58.2
defence counsel ‘s speech 2.4 35.2 62.1
R prosecutor’s speech 7.25 50.6 41.9
defence counsel ‘s speech 8.1 45.7 47.5
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Table 2
Perceived characteristics of the pitch level of different parts of the court speech (%)
Pitch
Level High Medium Low
Part of the speech

Tifizsaiusay prosecutor’s speech 11.8 69.4 11.8
defence counsel ‘s speech 15.2 67.4 7.3

Plot prosecutor’s speech 20.4 65.3 14.3
defence counsel ‘s speech 22.1 63.1 14.8

. . . rosecutor’s speech 12.2 62.0 15.8
Analysis and substantiation defle):nce counsel ‘ps speech 13.6 64.9 21.5
asmdludhio prosecutor’s speech 27.1 39.2 29.7
defence counsel ‘s speech 28.7 38.2 33.1

AT prosecutor’s speech 16.9 58.9 28.6
defence counsel ‘s speech 19.9 58.3 21.8

as phrases with a normal level of loudness (41.1%
and 42.9%, respectively). According to the auditors,
approximately 80% of the phrases from the introduc-
tion and 75% of the phrases of the final part can be
considered loud. In general, based on the analysis of
the loudness level of different parts of the speech of
the prosecutor and defence counsel at the perceptual
level, we can state the predominance of the increased
loudness in all parts of the studied speeches, especially
in the introductory and concluding.

Thus, on the basis of the conducted auditive and
auditory analysis it is possible to draw certain con-
clusions concerning the intonation organization com-
mon for the studied oral texts of judicial discourse.
The identification by the auditors of parts of the court
speeches of the prosecutor and the defence counsel
proved the validity of their division into the compo-
sitional parts and made it possible to conclude that
there are certain linguistic factors that allow to iden-
tify parts of the text with the high degree of probabil-
ity. The leading intonation parameter for achieving or
strengthening the convincing effect of the speeches
is considered the tempo. The melodic component
of intonation, namely the melodic contour, has also
proved to be a powerful intonation means of influenc-
ing and achieving a persuasive effect, while loudness
is not considered to be an important intonation param-
eter involved in persuasion. The prospect of further
research is seen in the conduct of a comprehensive
instrumental phonetic analysis, which will provide
verification of the data obtained on the perceptive
prosodic organization of persuasive utterances in the
judicial discourse.
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