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INTRODUCTION

LILIANA IONESCU-RUXANDOIU

1. Preliminary Remarks

This volume includes a selection of papers presented at the international
workshop Attitude and Stance in Discourse, held at the University of
Bucharest, on November 23-24, 2018. The workshop aimed to address
this complex topic from a wide range of perspectives and to promote
dialogue among stance researchers from different countries, who have
quite different professional backgrounds, experience, and scholarly
interests. Some researchers joined our team afterwards. Their papers were
also included in this volume.

One can speak of a certain “tradition” of scientific events devoted to
stance and stancetaking. The panel organised by Shoaps and Kockelman at
the 101%" annual meeting of the American Anthropological Association
(New Orleans/Los Angeles, 2002), the symposium organised by
Englebretson at Rice University, Houston (2004), and the panel organised
by Jaffe at Newcastle upon Tyne (2004) are among the best known. There
is also a basic bibliography of the problem, which includes volumes such
as: Hunston and Thompson eds. (2000), Graumann and Kallmeyer eds.
(2002), Englebretson ed. (2007), Jaffe ed. (2009), etc.

Stancetaking is inherent in verbal communication. It involves both a
subjective and an intersubjective side, as expressing a position with
respect to a certain matter is open to challenge by the others. The
negotiation of the opinions and the calibration of the subjectivities (Du
Bois 2007, 162) are jointly realised in interaction (Du Bois 2007, 172—
173). Stancetaking is a multifaceted activity, including not only a
linguistic and discursive component, but also sociocultural, epistemic, and
psychological components. At the same time, stancetaking has a cross-
cultural, cross-linguistic, historical, and developmental nature
(Englebretson 2007, 18).

The papers included in this volume analyse the functioning of
stancetaking in different oral and written communicative forms, such as
political and judicial discourse, journalism, social networks, school
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debates, private correspondence, bilingual communication, fiction, and
explore variations in meaning negotiation processes, as well as
intercultural differences and diachronic aspects. The approach to these
topics is mainly pragma-rhetorical and interactional, but also
interdisciplinary: cultural anthropology and social psychology play an
important part in the analyses. There is also a specific focus on possible
practical applications of some key findings of stance research, such as
improvement of communication in bilingual or multi-ethnic communities,
as well as improvement of language planning and policies, improvement
of teaching foreign languages or refining students’ communicative
abilities.

2. Terminological Remarks

There is a certain terminological variation when discussing the individual
differences in viewing and evaluating a certain thing, person, event or state
of affairs, which are inherent in communicative interaction.

Researchers who are native speakers of English prefer the term stance,
whereas some others prefer the terms perspective or viewpoint (point of
view), as stance does not have a proper equivalent in their languages
(mainly in Romance languages, but also in German) and is accordingly felt
as lacking a necessary transparency.

Stance appears as a rather paradoxical term in view of its etymology.
Stance is a Romance borrowing in English, connected with the Latin verb
stare (“to stand”, but also “not to move”). Basically, it designates a
physical position or posture, preceding a specific move (in connection
with the games and sports), which should be held for a certain time. The
meaning of “intellectual or emotional attitude” (which is mentioned only
by Webster’s Dictionary) is a derived one. What connects the two
meanings is the idea of “immobility”. But for pragmatics and
communication studies the most important aspect is to analyse the
possibility of calibrating the subjectivities (= stances) in and through
interaction.

As for viewpoint (or point of view), as well as perspective, they
originate in the researches of the French school of narratology (Bremond,
Genette, Todorov, Kristeva), in the second half of the past century. Within
the limits of the dominant — at that time — paradigm of structuralism, they
defined the narrative situation in relation to three basic parameters: time,
person, and mood (or modality), which are transparently provided by
grammatical — in this case, morphological — descriptions. The choice of
these parameters can be explained by the fact that narrative involves
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action. Accordingly, the grammatical categories used to describe verbs
have been reinterpreted and adapted for the description of narratives.
Mood (modality) refers to the perspective (point of view) from which the
story is told: the perspective of the narrator — who can be either an outsider
or an insider in the fictional world (s)he creates — or the perspective of one
or different characters.

This way of viewing narrative is useful, as it involves the idea of a
large diversity of perspectives from which the same facts can be
approached, understood, and evaluated.

More recent research on narratives use focalisation to describe the
above-mentioned aspects (see Mey ed. 1998, 619). In his definition of
focalisation, Mey (2000 [1998], 145) brings together the concepts of
perspective and point of view. He calls focalisation “the general
perspective”, which has to do with the fact that “every presentation is
made in relation to the point of view of the presenter and his or her focus
on the world” (emphasis mine, LIR). Accordingly, perspective and focus
appear as “relative to a particular world of ‘seers’” (Mey 2000 [1998],
145), expressing “the absolute relativity of our world” (Mey 2000 [1998],
146).

Modern theories of perspective in literature have taken into
consideration Ba(k)htin’s (1982) ideas about the internal dialogisation of
voices, orchestrated by the writer, which results in a specific plurivocality,
based on a reciprocal adaptation of the characters’ voices, as well as of the
characters’ and author’s voices.

The system of concepts discussed above, currently used in narratology,
highlights the idea of the great diversity of our representations about the
world and accordingly of our opinions, but at the same time, via
dialogism, the idea of the possibility of negotiating the differences. In
other words, they appear as having more dynamic connotations than
stance.

German specialists (see Graumann and Kallmeyer eds. 2002) are the
ones who accredited perspective, and the derived forms perspectivity,
perspectivation, as basic terms in the analysis of the most different forms
of verbal communication. They make reference to perspective as a
relevant aspect in the analysis of narratives, as well as to Ba(k)htin’s
contribution to the modern understanding of the concept (Graumann and
Kallmeyer 2002, 5).

Starting from the general idea of the “relativity and perspectival
structure of human knowledge”, Graumann and Kallmeyer (2002, 1)
define perspective or viewpoint as “a position from which a person or a
group view something (things, persons, events) and communicate their
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views”. Admitting that human knowledge and cognition are “intrinsically
perspectival” (Graumann 2002, 27), as the result of a subject’s positioning
in relation to a certain object (Foppa 2002, 17), perspectivity appears as an
issue shared by different specialists, not only linguists, but also
sociologists, psychologists, or literary theorists (Graumann 2002, 27), who
have in view different elements of the perspectival structure of knowledge
and communication. Perspectivation mainly concerns linguists, as it refers
to the verbal practices speakers use to represent perspectives (Graumann
and Kallmeyer 2002, 4), that is, linguistic possibilities of expressing
perspective. The dynamic and interactional nature of perspectivation is
brought forward by the possibility of a re-perspectivation, as a result of
recontextualisation of different viewpoints (Graumann 2002, 35).

3. Definitions of Stance. Specific Features

No matter which term we prefer, stance and perspective basically refer to
the same kind of aspects regarding human communication.

In 2007, Englebretson noticed the absence of “an agreed definition of
stance from an academic perspective” (Englebretson 2007, 4). This fact
can be explained by the large diversity of perspectives from which stance
can be approached and examined, given the complexity of the aspects it
involves. Beside the pragma-linguistic, discursive, and interactional views
on stance (Graumann and Kallmeyer eds. 2002; Englebretson ed. 2007;
Weigand 2010, 2016), there are also sociolinguistic (Jaffe ed. 2009) and
stylistic approaches (Johnstone 2009; Kiesling 2009), cognitive and
psychological approaches (Sakita 2006), as well as approaches more
connected with ideology and politics, like critical discourse analysis, etc.
Stance is by its nature an interdisciplinary field, shared by different
specialists, who examine it in connection with their scholarly background
and research interests.

Still, there is an important number of constants in defining stance (or
perspective). All definitions make reference to language, conceived not as
an abstract system, but as a system which is used in interaction, in specific
contexts, by persons with a specific psychological and sociocultural
background, who intend to achieve certain results (to fulfil some specific
goals).

Different researches make reference to a similar core of features which
define stance (or perspective). Linell (2002, 43—47) identified 15 such
features. Leaving aside some partial overlap between them, one can
characterise stance (perspective) as: (1) subjective (it belongs to a certain
person), (2) relational (it concerns a certain referent or topic, but it is also

printed on 2/9/2023 2:13 PMvia . Al use subject to https://ww.ebsco.conlterns-of-use



EBSCChost -

Attitude and Stance in Discourse 5

directed towards a certain partner, who is conceived in a certain way by
the speaker), (3) indexed and grounded in discourse, without being
asserted as such (when asserted, it becomes meta-discourse), but including
some elements which guide the partner’s interpretation, (4) dynamic
(being usually only partially shared by the interlocutors, perspectives are
negotiated; they can undergo changes in and through interaction, but also
through recontextualisation), (5) associated with and subordinated to
specific activity types and discourse genres, which make speaker’s
position predictable.

Quite similar views are expressed by Englebretson (2007, 3), who
insists on the situated, pragmatic, and interactional character of stance. As
a situated activity, stancetaking is indexical for a broader sociocultural
framework. As a public activity, it can be analysed and interpreted by the
others, and accordingly it can have consequences for its authors or for the
institutions they represent (Englebretson 2007, 6).

Further researches refine the analysis of these basic features. Defining
stance from a sociolinguistic perspective, Jaffe (2009, 4) maintains that
stance is not transparent, but inferred from the empiric analysis of
interactions, in a specific social and historical context. Accordingly, stance
appears not only as socially variable, but also as both culturally grounded
and culturally variable (Jaffe 2009, 7). Stance is inherent in talk, no matter
if it concerns the form or the content of the discourse. Communicative
forms can be more or less stance saturated; neutrality is in itself a stance
(Jafte 2009, 3).

Kiesling (2009, 177) underlines the indexical nature of stance. Stances
create and reflect the context. Their indexicality is both interior (reflecting
the moment of speaking) and exterior (connected with the lasting social
contexts, and accordingly transportable from one speech event to other).
Kiesling (2009, 174) defines personal styles as repertoires of stances.
Accordingly, stancetaking is considered as “the main constitutive social
activity that speakers engage in when both creating style and style-
shifting” (Kiesling 2009, 175).

In Kiesling’s opinion, learning stances and their indexicalities is part of
learning a language. Children learn stance meaning as part of the
grammar, even before their being exposed to the full social variation in a
speech community and learning the social identity indexicalities (Kiesling
2009, 175-176).

Johnstone (2009, 31-33) expresses, in a way, similar views, when
speaking of recurrent patterns of stancetaking over time and situation,
which create styles associated with different situations and social
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identities. A recurrent use of certain forms in a certain context becomes
indexical for that context.

Coupland and Coupland (2009, 228) underline the dialogic nature of
stances, which can comply or conflict with other possible stances. This is
due to the fact that stances involve evaluation and appraisal of a given
object or situation, which can be highly individual, but sometimes are
connected with certain culture-specific (or group-specific, I can add)
ideologies.

4. The Functioning and Functions of Stance

Considering the mechanisms underlying the process of stancetaking or
perspectivation, one can notice some differences in their description.
Perspectivation is seen mostly as combining two complementary activities,
one originating in the speaker, who sets a certain perspective on a given
matter, and the other, performed by the receiver, who takes in that
perspective. Graumann and Kallmeyer (2002, 5) speak about the interplay
of these activities, but at the same time they consider them quite different
in nature. Perspective-setting is connected with language use, whereas
perspective-taking appears as a mental process.

The description of the stancetaking processes captures their
interactional nature in a more convincing way. Du Bois (2007, 162—-163)
views stancetaking as a unified act, which involves three basic activities,
simultaneously achieved in dialogue by the participants: evaluation,
positioning, and alignment in relation to a certain object. Accordingly,
even if only one of these activities is explicitly performed by a certain
speaker, all participants are able to draw inferences about the other
activities.

Du Bois’s stance triangle parallels, at a different level, some well-
known argumentative models, from the “classical” triadic model of
reasoning: thesis, antithesis, synthesis, to the model of critical discussion
in the extended theory of strategic maneuvering, proposed by van Eemeren
and his co-workers (2002, 2010). All these models involve the idea of a
possible difference of opinion, but whereas in the case of reasoning model
the approach is monologic, in the other two cases it is dialogic (the
differences of opinion between the interlocutors should be diminished
through strategic maneuvering — van Eemeren 2010, or, evaluating a
shared stance object, stancetakers position themselves, and accordingly
align with each other — Du Bois 2007).

The stance model representation in the form of a triangle, proposed by
Du Bois, reflects the fact that evaluation, as well as positioning, are
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connected with the interlocutors’ subjective value judgments, attitudes,
and feelings. When positioning themselves towards a shared stance object,
interlocutors simultaneously define either a convergent or a divergent
alignment with each other. The implicit stance alignment is crucial for the
management of the intersubjectivity in the process of dialogic action, as it
serves to calibrate the relationships between two stances. In Du Bois’s
view, alignment does not necessarily involve agreeing with the
interlocutor, but rather accepting to discuss a certain matter. Agreement is
jointly constructed and negotiated in and through interaction (Du Bois
2007, 142-144; 162-165).

Starting from the idea that language users are dialogic individuals,
some newer orientations in pragmatics conceive the hearer not only as an
interpreter of the speaker’s sayings, but also as an interlocutor, who reacts
to what is said by the speaker in an attempt to arrive at an understanding
(Weigand 2017, 174-175). Relying on the existence of some common
ground (Linell 2017, 112), participants in a dialogue continuously try to
“adapt and adjust themselves to each other” (Gee 2017, 67). Accordingly,
meaning appears as dynamic, co-constructed, “turn-based and interactive”
(Gee 2017, 68). Nevertheless, sharedness of opinions and intersubjectivity
should not be understood as complete, but as “sufficient for the current
practical purposes” (Linell 2017, 110). This is due to the fact that each
participant in a dialogue has his/her personality, biography (including a
specific cultural background), goals, and interests (Garfinkel 1967, apud
Linell 2017, 110). As a matter of fact, differences of opinion and
subjective perceptions of individuals are the basic stimulus for
communicative interaction (see also Linell 2017, 111).

The stance dialogic action can be strategically performed, depending
on the participants’ intentions and goals, but also on the general
communicative context, as well as on the norms of a certain discursive
genre in a given culture. Irony and its extreme variant, sarcasm, rhetorical
questions or quotations are some of the most commonly used strategies.
All of them are based on a particular form of speaker’s voice management,
namely double-voicedness. It involves a split between an asserting and an
interpretive voice. Double-voicedness can be explicit, as in the case of
quotation, or implicit, as in the case of irony, sarcasm, or rhetorical
questions. In the case of quotations, in the speaker’s voice, one can hear a
second voice, explicitly named or easily recognisable. The two voices can
be either consonant or dissonant regarding their evaluation and positioning
related to a certain topic, and accordingly their mutual alignment can be
either convergent or divergent. In the case of irony (and sarcasm), one can
hear the interpreting voice only; the asserting voice is silenced. Evaluation
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and positioning of the two voices are always contrasting; accordingly,
their mutual alignment is excluded. In the case of rhetorical questions,
only the asserting voice is heard, but its similarity to the majority of the
interpreting voices regarding the evaluation and positioning is taken for
granted. Accordingly, the mutual alignment between the two voices
appears as normal (Ionescu-Ruxandoiu 2012, 151-165).

The description of the main features that define stance and of its
functioning mechanisms is relevant to the complexity of its functions. Far
from being “a matter of private opinion or attitude” (Du Bois 2007, 171),
stancetaking is emblematic for the interdependence between
communication, society, culture, and ideology. As Jaffe (2009, 13) puts it,
“the individual acts of stance become indirect indexes (via language
choices; emphasis mine, LIR) of the political, social, cultural, ideological
fields of action”. As “the smallest unit of social action” (Du Bois 2007,
173), stance plays specific functions in a given community. Kiesling’s
(2009, 172-173) distinction between epistemic and interpersonal stances
reflects the bivalent nature of the concept. Stances are related both to the
content of a certain assertion (expressing the degree of the speaker’s
certainty about his/her sayings) and to socialness (expressing the
relationships with the interlocutors, which are usually socially, but also
culturally controlled). A speaker’s linguistic choices can reflect an
intention to explicitly mark his/her belonging to a certain social group or
to claim a certain social identity (Kiesling 2009, 171). Taking a certain
stance, a person implicitly construes and performs — via his/her linguistic
and discursive choices — a certain individual, social, and interpersonal
identity for him/herself (Jaffe, 2009, 24), which can be genuine or enacted
(see also Kiesling 2009, 171). His/her choices define (or redefine) the
performance situation and the communicative context, the role
relationships included (Jaffe 2009, 10-13). At the same time, they are
indirectly indexical (Jaffe, 2009, 13) not only for that person’s value
system, but also for the value system of the particular community (s)he
belongs to (Jaffe 2009, 5, 21).

As Kiesling (2009, 177) notes, the recurrent presence of certain stances
in the discourse of certain social groups makes them emblematic for those
groups. Cultural models serve to mediate the association of different
stances with different social groups (Kiesling 2009, 172).

Community-relevant values which are activated via specific stances
define a frame of interpretation of the speaker’s position for the other
interactants (Du Bois 2007, 141). Accordingly, sometimes they can
become the trigger of ideological disputes (Jaffe 2009, 5). Still, depending
on the communicative situation, the speaker can exploit this indexical
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aspect of stance (see also Coupland and Coupland 2009, 227) and
strategically construe his/her stance. (S)he can suggest the community of
values with the interlocutors (Jaffe 2009, 13), in order to avoid conflict
and/or reach a certain goal. Sometimes, construing a stance can be
manipulative.

Accordingly, among the social functions of stancetaking, one can
mention the definition of the communicative situation, which sometimes
might undergo important changes during the same communicative event.
Verschueren (2019, 304) views stance and stancetaking (perspective and
perspectivation, in his terms) as an important dimension of “contextual
indexing”, which is always intersubjectively achieved. The redefinition of
a given situation depends on the evolution of the interactive process, on
the general goals of the participants at a certain moment, as well as on
their communicative flexibility.

As a primary concern of the speakers in the interactive processes (see
Kiesling 2009, 179), stancetaking mediates the negotiation between the
participants of the variables and variants (Kiesling 2009, 191). This can
result in a redefinition of the whole communicative event, which is made
possible by a specific interplay between the interior and exterior indices of
contextualisation.

Evaluation of an object and positioning towards it, as basic
components of the stancetaking activity, are shaped by individual value
systems, but at the same time by the value system of the community the
interlocutors belong to, which defines a specific culture (Du Bois 2007,
173; Jaffe 2009, 5). Being dialogically achieved and publicly performed,
stances involve a reference system that is shared by the interlocutors (Du
Bois 2007, 171). In taking a stance, a person selectively enacts and
reproduces components of the sociocultural value system of a given
community, but also reshapes it in a specific way and to different degrees
(Du Bois 2007, 173). This happens in the case of both affective and
epistemic stances (for this distinction, see Jaffe 2009, 7). Speaker’s claims
to a particular identity and status, his/her specific manner of self-
presentation, as well as the way of evaluating the identity and status of
his/her interlocutors (or of the audience), which define the affective stance,
are grounded in a specific sociocultural value system. In the case of
epistemic stance, the speaker’s degree of certainty about the truth and
validity of his/her statements depends on the specific perception of the
relationship between knowledge and authority in a given culture as well.
This relationship has a strong impact on the evaluation of the relative
authority of the interlocutors. The interactional calibration of social roles,
reflected in the way a speaker presents him/herself, is influenced by
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his/her cultural perception about people’s preference for reliable sources
of knowledge or for a credibility based on social power, in a given
community (see Jaffe 2009, 7-8). The right cultural choice gives the
speaker the opportunity to have his/her stance unconditionally adopted by
the others or to win in the subsequent negotiation process. Cultural models
functioning in a given community mediate the association of certain
stances with particular identities (Kiesling 2009, 172). At the same time,
interpersonal stances reflect the culturally prevalent type of positioning
towards the interlocutors (Kiesling 2009, 173).

Among the sources of cultural variability, Jaffe (2009, 21) includes the
basic ideologies of personhood, as well as the way of evaluating the
relationships between the inner and the outer (social) life, in a given
society. One can invoke here Hofstede’s (1980, 1997) dichotomy of
individualistic vs collectivistic cultures, and even the dichotomy of
masculine vs feminine cultures.

Accordingly, one can recognise cultural differences of
conventionalisation regarding both the scripts of different genres and
communicative forms, and the linguistic form of expressing personal
opinions, as well as of relating and referring to others. Jaffe (2009, 22)
notes that sometimes speakers can activate some ready-made cultural
(mostly ideological) scripts, whose efficiency in imposing a certain stance
has been proved in time.

Including, as it does, an evaluative component, which — as previously
mentioned — is socially and culturally controlled, stance has an ideological
nature (Jaworski and Thurlow 2009, 198). Taking a stance involves
presenting oneself as a socially situated person, who has certain views of
the world and certain opinions on the matters under consideration. At the
same time, it involves evaluating the interlocutor(s) (and, sometimes,
audience) as against speaker’s own views and opinions. Depending on this
evaluation and, of course, on his/her communicative skills, the speaker can
insist on the similarities — when addressing in-groups — or can present
his/her views as obvious and normal, when addressing out-groups. In both
cases, this means doing some ideological work, i.e. communicating an
attitude and position either directly, or by triggering inferences. Inference
triggers can be strategically used as a resource for ideological transfer and
accordingly for the dissemination of certain ideological positions, which
are presented as normative. As Coupland and Coupland (2009, 246-247)
note, in most of the cases, stances are not fully controlled by individuals,
but they are the result of acknowledging — more or less consciously —
some normative ideologies, which become popular in a given society. At
the same time, speakers can present their own stances as largely accepted
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or as belonging to an authoritative person, in order to get credibility and
increase the chances of disseminating a certain ideology they adhere to.
Still, for some communicative contexts and discursive genres (political
discourse, for instance), expressing a stance can involve an explicit
contestation of another ideological position.

Taking a stance does not involve only displaying epistemic certainty
toward an ideological position and supporting it. Some communicative
contexts and discursive genres are based on the competition between the
interlocutors. Displaying doubt toward the validity of others’ claims and
even openly expressing disagreement with a different ideology is quite
normative in these cases. Still, in order to be efficient, a speaker’s
challenging actions should make use of arguments and the points of view
should be negotiated (for the whole problem, see Keisanen 2007, 253—
256).

The social, cultural, and ideological functions of stancetaking are
linguistically actualised in and through the dialogue between individuals
who are engaged in different types of communicative interaction.
Grammatical, lexical, semantic, and pragmatic resources are jointly
activated by the interlocutors, who create both the form and the meaning
of a discursive whole (Du Bois 2001, 8, apud Sakita 2006, 468; see also
Sakita 2006, 468-469).

Taking Ba(k)htin’s dialogism as a starting point, Du Bois (2007, 140)
considers stance a “promising testing ground to explore the potential of a
more explicit dialogic method in the context of conversational
interaction”. This method, called “dialogic syntax”, is grounded in the
direct observation of the fact that participants in a dialogue selectively
reproduce components of the previous speakers’ interventions. This kind
of parallelism shapes the ongoing flow of conversation, reflecting the
formal and functional resonance between successive stances, which are
jointly produced in interaction (Du Bois 2007, 141), or as Sakita (2006,
494) puts it, “dialogic engagement” of the interlocutors.

Still, reproducing parts of another speaker’s intervention does not
mean that stances are always coincident. One can repeat somebody else’s
words not only to express a certain similarity of views, but also to
dissociate from him/her. Resonance indicates only the abstraction of a
communicative scheme, which is re-used by the participants in an
interaction (Sakita 2006, 473, 494), and delineates a common topic.
Invoking Jakobson’s remark that vertical similarities can often express
differences, Sakita (2006, 475-479) distinguishes between two types of
dialogic parallelism: in integration and with discrepancies.
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Du Bois’s concept of dialogic syntax, as well as the phenomena of
resonance, schematisation, and extension, which instantiate it, reflect the
fact that, in communicative activity, language appears as a complex entity
whose grammatical (syntactic, in this case) aspects are closely interwoven
with its cognitive and dialogic ones (see Sakita 2006, 494).

Stance is a discourse organiser (see Johnstone 2009, 31), as it
establishes a hierarchy of the topics that are approached and of their
constitutive aspects, while marking a particular hierarchy of the speakers
and a specific system of their interpersonal relations (Johnstone 2007, 51).

Stressing the dialogic nature of stances, which are taken either in
alignment or in opposition to other stances and their supporters, Coupland
and Coupland (2009, 228) make also reference to their dependence on the
situational context, as well as on the discursive genre. One can add that
these relationships are bidirectional, as in its turn, stance organisation
becomes emblematic for certain situations and genres.

5. Expressing Stance: Formal Aspects

There is no “recipe” for a stance, as all we say, and even our silence,
represent forms of stancetaking. Still, any language provides a large
diversity of forms and structures that can be used as overt or hidden stance
markers (Graumann and Kallmeyer 2002, 4-5; for a list of possible stance
markers in Romanian, see Vasilescu 2010). They can indicate the
speaker’s attitude towards his/her own stance and/or his/her relative
position — objectively or subjectively defined — within a certain type of
social (local, professional, political, age, etc.) group, that is they can be
connected with the actional aspect of communication, but they can also
represent “reading” cues, destined to the interlocutors (and/or the
audience), who are instructed how to take speaker’s sayings and
accordingly to calibrate their own stances, that is they can pertain to the
interactional component of communication.

Speakers’ linguistic choices depend on their communicative intentions,
but also on their capacity for evaluating the basic parameters of the
communicative context, whose main component are the receiver and/or the
audience, in some cases, and the way they relate to the speaker.
Anticipating and managing stance differences between the interlocutors
call for a specific discursive rhetoric, which is not equally mastered by all
speakers. Noting the fact that stances mark individuals’ degree of
competence, authority, expertise, and compliance with different agendas,
Jaffe (2009, 14-16) considers style an important resource used by the
speaker to do relational work. She distinguishes between styling and
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stylisation: styling regards the projection of speaker’s identity by specific
linguistic choices, whereas stylisation involves the manipulation of
conventions in particular interactional contexts.

Considering the three components of Du Bois’ triangle, some specific
aspects of expressing a stance can be observed. The evaluation component
can reflect different degrees of the speaker’s personal investment in his/her
stance: heavy, marked by the use of the personal pronoun 7/ (the speaker
completely assumes his/her sayings), /ight, marked by the use of generic
pronouns or nouns: we, people, etc., or undetermined, marked by the use
of impersonal forms and structures: it is..., one..., you (impersonal).

Speaker’s positioning can also be different in nature. It can be
epistemic, deontic, or affective. Their specific markers are verbs as well as
adjectives or adverbs predicatively used, which irrespectively include
these semantic features.

As for the alignment, which reflects the interpersonal dimension of
stancetaking, linguistic markers are different, depending on its convergent
or divergent nature. The speaker can agree or disagree with his/her
interlocutor’s stance. The gradable nature of agreement and disagreement
is reflected by a complex system of possible markers. Partial or total
agreement can be directed at the content of the stance taken by the
speaker, his/her attitude towards this content — emotional aspects included
— or his/her degree of assuming its validity. There is a smooth transition
from agreement to disagreement. As Rees-Miller (2000, 1094-1095)
noticed, some forms of partial agreement can express a softened
disagreement, alongside prefacing disagreement with positive comments,
humorous expressions, use of inclusive 1% person forms, questions,
downtoners (maybe, sort of), or verbs of uncertainty (it seems). Some other
forms of disagreement, like contradictory statements or verbal shadowing,
are neither softened nor strengthened. Still, there is also aggravated
disagreement, which can be expressed by accusations or by the use of
judgmental terms directed to the interlocutor(s), differing in their degree of
severity.

Considering for the moment only cases of cooperative communication,
a speaker’s capacity for adapting his/her discourse not only to the
situation, but also to the interlocutor — in other words, his/her versatility —
can also mark specific types of alignment in stancetaking. The speaker can
preserve a certain stylistic pattern during the whole communicative
activity, which can be the signal of a consistent point of view, maintained
by a person who is not open to concessions, or (s)he can try to adapt to the
interlocutor, borrowing some components of his/her stylistic pattern,
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which reflects a more concessive attitude and becomes an important
resource of the relational work.

A specific role in avoiding conflict in different forms of
communicative interaction is played by metacommunication.
Metacommunicative activities involve specific adjustment operations
performed by the speaker in order to prevent possible misunderstandings
or distortions of his/her intentions by the receiver. These operations can
take the form of wvarious kinds of explanations, evaluations, or
justifications provided by the speaker when taking a stance. They regard
mainly the discourse organisation, the discourse content (commentaries
and evaluations), and the linguistic expression (glosses). Although
considered brackets in the communication flow (Schiffrin 1980), they are
not perceived by the participants as superfluous. The fact that, in many
cases, metacommunicative sequences proper cannot be easily
distinguished from some other discursive phenomena, such as corrections
or reported speech (Franceschini 1994, 66—68), proves their integration
within the communicative flow. As a matter of fact, some authors consider
reported speech or intertextuality as metalinguistic practices, alongside of
metalanguage proper (see Park and Takanashi 2011, 187).
Metacommunicative sequences are genuinely interactional, both when
elicited by the interlocutors, and when initiated by the speaker, as in the
latter case they are a sign of the attention given by the speaker to other’s
reactions.

Although mutual understanding does not involve identity of views
between the interlocutors, adjustment operations are a necessary part in the
process of meaning negotiation.

6. Negotiating Stances

As shown in the previous discussion, stance is not something given, but
rather, it is continuously construed and adjusted in the communicative
processes (Du Bois 2007, 171). Participants in a given form of verbal
interaction do not necessarily express similar stances, because, usually,
they have different opinions, purposes, and needs. In negotiating their
interests, interlocutors can use either cooperative — that is persuasive — or
confrontational strategies, based on differences in power (Weigand 2017,
184). They have to mediate between their self-interests and social
concerns (Weigand 2016, 360). Considering this aspect, cultural
differences (such as individualistic vs collectivistic cultures — see Hofstede
1997) should also be taken into account.
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Still, even in the case of discursive genres that are defined by
competition and an overt dissociative attitude of the speakers (like, for
example, most varieties of political discourse), a form of common ground
ought to be created by them. Commenting on her “mixed-game model”,
Weigand defines the participants in what she calls the “dialogic game” as
“dialogical individuals” (2017, 474), who successively play the parts of
speaker and hearer, and are able to adapt not only to “ever-changing
environments”, but also to each other (see also Gee 2017, 471). As
“intersubjectively oriented minds”, they should be able to negotiate
meaning (see the metacommunicative aspects of communication) and
understanding in and through dialogue (Teubert 2018, 72).

Teubert (2018, 70) considers “negotiability” as the essence of dialogue,
given the fact that participants in a dialogue are free to interpret what they
are told, to agree or disagree with their collocutors, and to propose
alternatives. In fact, their sayings make reference to a “discursively
constructed reality”, not to “discourse-external reality” (Teubert 2018, 71).

The concept of “conversational negotiation” (Fr. négociation
conversationnelle) has been previously discussed by Kerbrat-Orecchioni
(2004, 17-41). In contrast to the Genevan school of Roulet (1985), which
treats any conversation as a vast negotiation, she restricts the use of this
concept to those cases where conflict and cooperation coexist, that is when
an initial disagreement between the interlocutors is followed by their
attempts to solve it. Conversational negotiations can have an intra-
discursive and/or an extra-discursive object (Kerbrat-Orecchioni 2004,
30). The participants’ aim is to create intersubjectivity. The author notes
that conversational negotiations are implicit (Kerbrat-Orecchioni 2004,
26): metacommunicative forms or utterances are very seldom explicitly
used by the interlocutors to define this type of verbal activity. At the same
time, most of negotiations are not completed, but this fact does not affect
the continuation of the conversation. Usually, the final result of such a
negotiation is not an absolute consensus. Sometimes, absolute consensus
between the interlocutors can result in silence (Kerbrat-Orecchioni 2004,
40).

The persuasive component of the conversational negotiations reflects
the rhetorical nature of all dialogic processes (Adams 2017, 478).

Van Eemeren and Houtlosser (2002, 132) consider that reasonable
argumentation can occur in all spheres of life. Within the limits of their
pragma-dialectical theory, all varieties of debates can be reconstructed as
critical discussions, which include four stages. The confrontation stage,
involving the existence of a difference of opinion, is usually implied in the
definition of the activity type represented by a particular speech event. The
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roles of protagonist and antagonist are either freely assumed by the
participants or pre-assigned by some procedural rules. One can recognise
an opening stage of the debate, where the two different positions are
expressed, an argumentation stage, including the presentation by each
participant of pros and contras, and a concluding stage, which may or may
not bring a change in the initial position of the participants.

Strategic maneuvering, which, within the limits of this model, defines
a specific form of managing discourse in order to diminish the potential
tensions between the participants, characterises the communicative activity
of both the protagonist and the antagonist. It involves mixing, in different
forms and degrees, sound and fallacious argumentative moves, which have
a situated character and sometimes are rather difficult to distinguish from
one another (van Eemeren and Houtlosser 2002, 142). Strategic
maneuvering degenerates when reasonableness is neglected by the
participants in favour of their eagerness to be successful (van Eemeren
2010, 198).

Of course, this theoretical model is differently actualised in specific
situations, contexts, and discursive genres, depending on their nature and
complexity.

7. Methodological Perspectives in Stance Research

As a complex, multifaceted topic, stancetaking can be approached and
studied from a large variety of scholarly perspectives, whose cooperation
is required in order to get an adequate image of its forms and functioning.
Linguistics, sociology, cultural anthropology, and psychology are deeply
involved in understanding stancetaking activity.

Advocating for “a broader ethnographically-informed conception of
stance” (as against an academically-oriented one), Englebretson (2007, 2—
3) considers “a dialogue among stance researchers” and an “interplay
among ideas” necessary.

The common ground of stance researchers is represented by
approaching language — which offers the raw material for expressing
stance — not in system-functional, but rather in discourse-functional and
interactional terms (Englebretson 2007, 1). This means considering its use,
which is marked by the situational context (and the discursive genre), as
well as by the interlocutors’ communicative ability. This also means
taking into account the role of language use in shaping particular social
identities and specific subjectivities.

Most approaches of stance have an openly declared interdisciplinary
nature. In the following, we chronologically present some examples.
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Reference to speakers’ rhetorical tactics, involving others’ perspective, is
made by Shethar, in the volume edited by Graumann and Kallmeyer
(2002, 182). Sakita (2006, 494) requires bringing together cognitive
grammar and discourse, and insists on the close connection between the
syntactic, dialogic, and cognitive aspects of language use. Du Bois defines
stance as a “linguistically articulated form of social action” (emphasis
mine, LIR), which involves intersubjectivity (2007, 139). He distinguishes
between affective and epistemic subjectivity (2007, 143, 156); see also
Keisanen (2007, 253). The contributions included in Jaffe’s volume (2009)
adopt, as indicated in the title, a sociolinguistic perspective. Jaffe (2009,
24) refers to sociocultural matrices, which give social meanings to the
situated linguistic acts of stance. Johnstone speaks of communicative styles
(2009, 31), which reflect an ethos of persona or of the speaker’s self
(2009, 32), and are associated with different situations or social identities
(2009, 31). Jaworski and Thurlow (2009) discuss the ideological nature of
stance and connect it with a symbolic order in a given society and with the
social control. Coupland and Coupland use the concept of persona: “a
socially construed person image” (2009, 227), strategically projected in
dialogue via stancetaking. In another volume, Kecskes speaks of a
pragma-dialogue (2017, 79) and also of a socio-cognitive approach of
dialogue (2017, 86).

In this volume, the approach of stance is mainly pragma-rhetorical and
interactional, but also interdisciplinary: cultural anthropology and social
psychology play an important part in the analysis. There is also a specific
focus on possible applications of some key findings of stance research.

8. A Brief Overview of the Volume

The papers included in this volume are grouped into six sections. The first
section is devoted to the analysis of stancetaking in the political and
judicial discourse. The object of the second section is represented by some
online communicative forms. The third section analyses the use of some
types of linguistic markers of stance in oral conversation and in fiction. In
the fourth section, stancetaking is approached in a diachronic perspective,
considering its different oral, as well as written forms (parliamentary
debates, press, or private letters). In the fifth section, stancetaking is
viewed from the perspective of intercultural communication, whereas in
the sixth section the perspective adopted is that of applied linguistics.
Daniela Roventa Frumusani examines the public addresses delivered
by the President of Romania between March 16 and May 14, 2020. Her
analysis, both qualitative and quantitative, is focused on the stancetaking
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resources and strategies that are used to index the crisis situation triggered
by the COVID-19 pandemic. The author also uses the concept of
conversational history to bring forward the relationship between
successive presidential addresses.

In her paper, Liliana Hoindrescu analyses the persuasive force of the
epistemic markers of certainty in a corpus of debates from the British and
the Romanian parliaments, bringing forward some functional similarities
as well as differences. She notices that these markers express not only
speakers’ discursive-rhetorical commitment, but also their politically
engaged stance.

Adrian Toader discusses some image building strategies used by the
Romanian parliamentarians when approaching a topic of tragic
dimensions: the Colectiv nightclub fire in 2016. MPs claim responsibility
through group identities, blaming others and disavowing their
involvement.

Anca Gata examines quotation as a reporting speech action allowing a
person to specifically engage in an argumentative activity. She analyses
the contribution of quotations to strategic maneuvering, as a substitute of
argumentative moves. A special attention is given to official funeral
speeches, where pseudo-quotations can appear as a strategy of valuing the
deceased person.

Based on the transcript and the film of the Ceausescu’s trial
proceedings, Andrea Cristina Ghitd discusses how the players involved in
this atypical trial (the judge, the prosecutor, the defence attorneys, and the
defendants) do their acting. In her opinion, the stance differential between
them and their nonalignment are continuously escalated, as they constantly
display a hybrid, fuzzy identity.

Considering the growing role of social media in expressing political
opinions, Stanca Mada and Razvan Siftoiu analyse, in a dialogic
perspective, a post made by the former Mayor of Bucharest, Gabriela
Firea, on her Facebook page, and the comments added by other Facebook
users. The post was occasioned by a festive event, organised by the Mayor
at the National Arena in Bucharest, that triggered some unforeseen
reactions from the participants. The stances expressed in the comments
concern some aspects of the public as well as private identity of the former
Mayor and are based on a critical examination of her political
performance.

Attitude and stance as generated by the Colectiv nightclub fire in
Bucharest (2016), an event that had a strong impact on Romanian society,
are also reflected in the comments made by online news readers to a news
report dealing with this event. A corpus of these comments is examined in
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Sorina Ciobanu’s paper. They are quite different from those of the
parliamentarians, analysed by Adrian Toader (see above). The epistemic
viewpoints are rather prevalent, the authors’ comments presenting
themselves as “experts”. Their comments reflect mainly a negative
evaluation, harsh criticism, and disagreement with the report.

Andra Vasilescu tackles the problem of parentheticals. They are
defined as cognitive stancetaking devices, mapped onto discourse as
metacognitive speech acts, which have both discursive and argumentative
functions. The author notices that parentheticals disrupt the syntactic
linearisation of the discourse and dissociates between information centred,
evaluative, allocutive, (auto)reflexive, and paralocutionary units,
according to their discourse space of occurrence. She compares their forms
and functioning in oral conversations and in written texts.

A particular reformulation marker: adica “I mean, namely”, is analysed
by Adriana Costachescu in a number of excerpts from the Romanian
literature, in connection with the topic of expressing stance. The author’s
intention is to explain why such a high-cost procedure, which involves
supplementary efforts from both the speaker (production efforts) and the
hearer (processing efforts), is quite frequently used in current
communication.

Melania Roibu and Oana Uta-Barbulescu examine the positioning of the
MPs in relation to an event which took place in February 1933: the strike of
the workers from the railway workshops in Bucharest, brutally repressed by
the army. The authors analyse the indexical nature of the stance for the party
affiliation of the MPs, as reflected in their linguistic and communicative
strategic choices. Just like nowadays, the MPs try to keep a certain balance
between reasonableness and rhetorical effectiveness, but their means were
more elaborate before the Second World War than nowadays.

Mihaela-Viorica Constantinescu examines how humour can function
as a stancetaking mechanism in the Romanian humoristic press of the
second half of the nineteenth century and the beginning of the past
century. She notices that, typically, the authors align themselves with their
audience and disalign from the objects they evaluate, managing multiple
identities. Framed as entertaining performances, authors of humoristic
productions trigger an implicit intersubjective alignment of the receivers.
Nevertheless, usually, the authors try to control the audience or to
manipulate it ideologically.

Gabriela Stoica explores affective stancetaking in some letters from the
first half of the nineteenth century exchanged between a father and his son.
She points out the existence of a special form of conceptualising the filial-
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parental love, as well as a particular construal of the self, which are
culturally bound and historically dynamic.

The paper written by Lidiya Shamova and Bella Bulgarova is based on
the analysis of the sociolinguistic situation in a bilingual community:
Catalonia. The authors take into account such phenomena as code
interferences and code switching, as well as speakers’ explicit comments
on the two linguistic codes currently used in Catalonia: Catalan and
Spanish. On this basis, they describe speakers’ attitude towards both
codes, as well as some specific forms of stancetaking, connected with
bilingualism.

Masanori Deguchi’s paper provides a comparative analysis of Japanese
honorifics and of Romanian politeness pronouns. In author’s opinion, one
can notice a certain similarity between the use of the Romanian second
person politeness pronoun dumneavoastrd, which requires a plural form of
the verb, and the use of long forms of the Japanese honorifics. Both create
social distance. At the same time, third person politeness pronouns
dumnealui (masc.) and dumneaei (fem.) in Romanian resemble Japanese
referent honorifics, encoding respect for the referent rather than formality.
In both languages, politeness pronouns are used to index specific types of
stances.

Hiromasha Tanaka’s research is based on the data provided by a real-
life intercultural project involving Japanese students who used English as a
lingua franca to communicate with their Romanian partners. The author
analyses the co-construction of stance by the participants, as well as the
evolution of stancetaking practices, ranging from distancing to alignment
and commitment, from a socio-cognitive perspective.

Carmen-loana Radu’s paper provides a comparative analysis of two
school debates in Karl Popper format, organised in Romania and in the
USA respectively, on topics of interest among teenagers. The author
notices some differences in stancetaking between the two debates. Cultural
differences between Romanian and American society, that is, between a
predominantly collectivistic and a predominantly individualistic society,
can provide a partial explanation of this fact.

9. Final Remarks

Summing up, this volume presents some theoretical findings and their
practical implications connected with the expression of subjectivity and
the construction of intersubjectivity in discourse. It is meant to contribute
to a better understanding of the social and pragmatic nature of
communicative interaction, as well as of its culturally variable forms.
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Several aspects are specific to this volume when compared to other
volumes approaching the same general theme. One of them is the authors’
choice of topics, some of which refer to events with a strong impact on
political life, at the national as well as international level, such as
Ceausescu’s trial, or to events that affected everyday life all over the
world, such as the COVID-19 pandemic. Other authors refer to the same
event: the Colectiv nightclub fire in Bucharest (2016), which triggered
vehement street protests, leading to important political changes.
Accordingly, one gets a direct image of the way in which the setting — the
channel of communication included — strongly influences the stancetaking
processes.

Another particular aspect of this volume is its opening towards some
aspects regarding intercultural communication, as well as towards some
possible applications of the theory of stance in various practical activities
connected with improving communication.

One can add also the fact that stancetaking is viewed and commented
not only in synchrony, but also in diachrony, a number of articles referring
to texts from the nineteenth century or from the interwar period.

We hope that, by presenting specific theoretical and methodological
findings as well as their practical implications, our book can help clarify
some particular aspects of stancetaking in different discursive forms,
across time and space.
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CHAPTER ONE

STANCETAKING, IDENTITY,
AND INTERSUBJECTIVITY

DANIELA ROVENTA-FRUMUSANI

1. Introduction

The present study falls within the broader concepts of stance, stancetaking,
evaluation, and intersubjective positioning (Biber and Finegan 1989;
Hunston and Thompson eds. 2000; Martin and White 2005; Englebretson
2007; Du Bois 2007; Marin-Arrese 2013, 2015; Thompson 2014). With
regard to the concept of stance, the terms “stancetaking” and
“intersubjective positioning” (Englebretson 2007; Marin-Arrese et al. eds.
2013) are discussed in order to foreground the active, socially-constructed,
audience-oriented nature of identity and relationality or strong
interdependency (“We do not ‘have’ relations, but we are relations” in
Protevi’s definition, adopted by Sampson 2017, 134).

This study explores how speech acts, modality (epistemic and affective),
interactant pronouns are used as a stancetaking resource and strategy to
index a crisis situation (Romania in a state of emergency due to the COVID—
19 pandemic). The corpus analysed here comprises the presidential
addresses delivered between March 16 and May 14 (2020), and investigates
the macro-narrative of the events in light of Du Bois’s (2007) theory of
stance and Golopentia’s (2018) concept of conversational history. The
analysis starts with a brief review of the research that has informed the
study, namely recent sociolinguistic studies on stance, highlighting stance,
identity, intersubjectivity, epistemicity, and evaluation; continues with the
Romanian COVID-19 context and the macro-narrative of the state of
emergency as reflected in the presidential addresses; and, finally, analyses
the paradigmatic tokens of the corpus using mixed (quantitative and
qualitative) methods.

This investigation seeks to determine the functioning of stance in
constructing subject positions and propositions at both the micro and the
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macro level, as well as the interpellation and implication of the public. We
maintain, like many previous studies, that stance and stancetaking should
focus both on the expression of a speaker’s stance, and on the reaction it
produces in his/her interlocutors (obvious in a face-to-face interaction, but
indirectly constructed, via the implied interlocutor who is indirectly
addressed).

The specific objectives of our analysis are the following:

1) to discuss the frequency and significance of the selected stance
markers in a specific discourse (crisis corpus);

i) to discuss the similarities and differences in the use of the selected
stance markers in each of the selected discourses;

iii) to discuss how the lexical and syntactic choices are indices of
specific modes of stancetaking and intersubjective positioning,
which constitute different styles and strategies.

From a methodological point of view, analytical perspectives in the field
of stance are quite heterogeneous, ranging from conversation analysis to
qualitative sociolinguistics (Jaffe ed. 2009) and pragmatics (Englebretson
2007; Bonnin 2019).

We propose a quantitative method, based on keyword analysis, that
represents the point of departure for the identification of stance markers
(epistemic and affective); this is followed by a qualitative analysis of speech
acts, evaluative forms, and metaphors.

We also discuss the concept of double stance (Bonnin 2019) to describe
how a speaker positions him/herself by introducing two different but not
polemic perspectives: his’her own and others’. By taking a double stance,
the stancetaker presents two related evaluations of an object or topic: one
personal and the other collective (Bonnin 2019). In fact, stance does not
involve mere textual features, but cumulative processes that exert an effect
on the reader, for whom they are brought into existence. That is why we will
discuss the “speaker in the text” as well as “the reader in the text” (infra).

2. Theoretical Frame
2.1. Stance

In the recent years, stance has become an increasingly important locus for
research within the functional (pragmatic, cognitive, sociolinguistic, and
interactional) paradigm. Stance may be indicated through established
lexical, morphological, and prosodic devices, or indexed indirectly, via
speakers’ strategic use of particular linguistic signs or interactional patterns
in the speech situation. Stance is a position that speakers assume towards
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various objects, people, concepts, ideas, etc., based on their state of
knowledge, personal beliefs, identity, sociocultural norms and values,
among various other factors.

The concept of stance has been used to describe and explain how
speakers position themselves with respect to the content and/or form of their
utterances. The concept of stance has been analysed in a wide range of
discourse practices and genres, such as political discourse (Bassiouney
2012; Ionescu-Ruxdndoiu 2018a; Ajiboye and Abioye 2019), journalistic
and media discourse (Haddington 2007; Marin Arrese 2015), organisational
discourses (McEntee-Atalianis 2013), and workplace narratives (Holmes
and Marra 2005).

In a study on social interaction, Wang (2019) asserts that a common
thread in recent analyses is the view that stancetaking is a public act with a
dialogic nature. Ochs (1993, 288) defines stance as “a display of a socially
recognized point of view or attitude”. According to Ochs (1992), it is a
domain of social meaning, which helps to constitute social reality. A stance
is viewed by numerous scholars as referring to the speaker’s position in talk
and to one’s relationship with others (e.g., Kiesling 2009).

Different terms have been put forth by different researchers to refer to
different aspects of stance and stancetaking including epistemic state,
commitment, judgment, evaluation, perspective, point of view, voice,
evidentiality, affect, attitude, subjectivity, and intersubjectivity (see Jaffe
2009, 6). Apparently diverging, they have a common denominator: “Though
not always easily separated from each other, these conceptual terms provide
useful entry points into the intricate system of stance-marking and stance-
taking” (Iwasaki and Yap 2015, 1). Our understanding of stance has
increased to a remarkable degree following a number of important
publications (Traugott 1995, 2010; Nuyts 2001; Karkkédinen 2003, 2006;
Englebretson ed. 2007; Jaffe ed. 2009; Du Bois and Kérkkdinen 2012,
among others).

Whereas earlier researchers used the notion of subjectivity to explain
lexical and grammatical constructions, at present, by focusing on grammar-
in-interaction, researchers examine a variety of constructions as a means of
encoding stance. An important shift has taken place. Earlier, subjectivity
was seen as a motivation behind grammatical patterns, but now stance is
approached as an interactional goal that grammatical resources help achieve
(Kérkkainen 2006; Iwasaki and Yap 2015).
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2.2. Identity

Identity in a social and individual perspective is one of the fundamental
concepts of the modern times (Goffman 1959; Giddens 1991; Beck 1992),
socially generated, sustained, and transformed.

Spencer-Oatey (2007) mentions that there is a number of different social
psychological theories of identity, which reflect a variety of approaches to
this issue. Identity Theory (Stryker 1987) takes a sociological approach;
Social Identity Theory (SIT) of Intergroup Relations (Tajfel and Turner
1986) and Self-Categorisation Theory (SCT) (Turner et al. 1987) both take
a psychological approach.

It is worth highlighting that stance and identity are related concepts, in
that taking a stance can contribute to identity construction. Ochs (1992)
argues that social identities (like gender) are enacted over time through
language functions, like stancetaking. Similarly, Bucholtz (2007) studied
the relationship between stancetaking and long-term identity construction,
connecting the two with time:

Stance is therefore both a subjective and an inter-subjective process, for
social identities may be built up through the habitual taking of stances, and
interactional dynamics may sediment into social relations (Bucholtz 2007,
379).

What is significant for Bucholtz in identity formation is duration: a stance
might have “temporary salience” within an interaction, but repeated
stancetaking over time “solidifies into more enduring kinds of identities”
(Bucholtz 2007, 395).

Bucholtz and Hall understand identity as fluid, temporary, and emergent
from discourse, as it “is shaped from moment to moment in interaction”
(Bucholtz and Hall 2005, 591). They include stance in the construction of
identity and define identity broadly as “the social positioning of self and
other” (Bucholtz and Hall 2005, 586). To explain the construction of
identity through interaction, Bucholtz and Hall provide a framework
involving five principles: emergence (as challenge of the classic
psychological view of identity), positionality (valuing identity relations that
arise in local contexts), indexicality (concerned with the different linguistic
means whereby identity is produced in discourse), relationality (concerned
with complementary relations active in the intersubjectively construction of
identity), and partialness (issued from the postmodern critique of master
narratives and the necessity of “partial accounts”). Their third
principle, indexicality, is the principal focus of this analysis.
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Identity relations emerge within interactions through several related
indexical processes, including: (a) overt mention of identity categories and
labels; (b) implicatures and presuppositions regarding one’s own or others’
identity position; (c) displayed evaluative and epistemic orientations to
ongoing talk, as well as interaction footings and participant roles; and (d)
the use of linguistic structures and systems that are ideologically associated
with specific persons and groups (Bucholtz and Hall 2005, 594).

As Antaki and Widdicombe (1998, 3) claim, “for a person to ‘have an
identity’ [...] is to be cast into a category with associated characteristics or
features”. However, identities are neither stable nor fixed, but rather
emergent and dynamic, and situationally negotiated in discourse (Goffman
1959; Haddington 2004; Goodwin 2007; Johnstone 2007; Evans 2016, etc.).
Moerman (1993, 85) considers that “the work of producing ethnicity and
identity involves both durable culture and momentary contingencies of
interaction”.

However, it is worth noting that one person can be described by different
categories (sex, class, status, or age) and therefore several identities can be
at play simultaneously. Moreover, particular identities are not salient or
relevant at all times, but rather several identities are potentially at work
simultaneously, whereas others never become relevant in an interactional
situation (cf. Haddington 2007).

2.3. Intersubjectivity

The perspective of dialogicality or intersubjectivity has been adopted from
conversation analysis, “calling attention to the fact that stances often emerge
as a result of joint engagement in stancetaking” (Du Bois and Kérkdinen
2012, 441).

The meaning of stance has to be construed within the broader scope of
language, interaction, and sociocultural values. This approach to the
problem brings into play several aspects of language in interaction. In
searching for the theoretical resources needed to account for the
achievement of stance, we find a complex web of interconnections, linking
stance with dialogicality, intersubjectivity, the social actors who jointly
enact stance, and the mediating frameworks of linguistic structure and
sociocultural value they invoke in doing so (Du Bois 2007, 139-140).

The second theoretical and methodological foundation of our analysis is
the dialogic perspective (Bakhtin 1981 [1934]), which is present in
sociocultural linguistics and in the associated fields of philosophy,
psychology, rhetoric, etc.

As several authors maintain, dialogicality deals with
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the ways in which the words of the current speaker engage with the words
of others who have spoken before, in ways that generate observable
consequences for the production of discourse, the interpretation of situated
meaning, and the collaborative construction of inter-subjectivity (Du Bois
and Karkdinen 2012, 443).

Many analysts point out the fact that perspective (and perspectivation)
(Graumann and Kallmeyer eds. 2002) and stancetaking (Englebretson
2007) are similar, both being based on the relativity of human knowledge,
which is reflected in communicative interaction through individual
variations in object, people or event evaluation (Graumann and Kallmeyer
2002, 1; Ionescu-Ruxdndoiu 2018a, 343). The interactional background
explains the interplay between perspective-setting and perspective-taking
(by the audience), as well as the triadic model of stancetaking (Du Bois
2007, 163).

2.4. Conversational History

Conversational history is a concept that researchers who approach
conversation from different perspectives use quite frequently.
Unfortunately, despite being based on the main findings of American
conversationalists, its circulation is limited to French-speaking academic
communities, given English-speaking authors’ “tradition” of the last few
decades of ignoring contributions in other languages (Ionescu-Ruxandoiu
2018b).

The concept was introduced by Golopentia in 1980, and enriched by the
same author in numerous studies and articles (Golopentia 2018) on the basis
of a series of text analyses (French novels and plays), as well as of
sociolinguistic and ethnological fieldwork in Romania. It was fruitfully
applied by many authors in the pragmatic analysis of a number of well-
known theatrical works.

Golopentia views conversational history as verbal interactions: a)
occurring between or shared by the same set of interlocutors; b) defining the
series thus obtained as a dynamic whole with distinctive syntactic, semantic,
and pragmatic properties; c¢) positioning conversational history as a
superordinate unit in the pragmatic hierarchy starting from speech act and
progressing beyond conversation (Golopentia 2018, 10).

The concept of conversational history as defined by Golopentia
parallels, at a different level, Bakhtin’s concept of “interior dialogisation of
discourse” (Bakhtin 1981 [1934]), which involves the meeting of two (or
more) different languages and “different subjective horizons within the
individual discourse”. Bakhtin considers that a “dialogic intervention loses
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its meaning if taken out of the mixed context of both (or all) interlocutors’
discourse, as it is an organic part of a multi-lingual whole” (Bakhtin 1981
[1934], 139, apud lonescu-Ruxédndoiu 2018b, 83).

Conversational history proves to be useful both as a theoretical and as
an analytical tool (Ionescu-Ruxandoiu 2018b, 86). As a theoretical tool, it
can be seen as a complement to Bakhtin’s concept of interior dialogisation
of discourse. As an analytical tool, it has already proved its efficiency in the
analysis of literary texts. Some additional work may be needed to make it
more fit for the analysis of authentic verbal exchanges (Ionescu-Ruxandoiu
2018b, 86). That is why we propose to include a political or everyday series
of discourses under the same label conversational history or interactional
history (cf. Vion 1992), as an enlarged version of the flow of speech (oral
or written) between the same actors (teacher/students, chief/subordinates,
doctor/patient, etc.).

2.5. Defining Stancetaking

The impetus for research on stance as a linguistic category can be traced
back to earlier works on modality and subjectivity in language (Benveniste
1971; Lyons 1977).

Stancetaking is the expression of an “attitude”, “evaluation” (Hunston
and Thompson eds. 2000), “footing” (Goffman 1981), “evidentiality”
(Chafe and Nichols eds. 1986), “hedging” (Hyland 1998), “positioning”
(Harré and van Langenhove eds. 1999; Baert 2012), “appraisal” (Martin
2000; Martin and White 2005; Hood 2019) or “judgment” of the speaker's
point of view (Englebretson 2007; Jaffe 2009). Over the last twenty years,
work on stancetaking by sociolinguists, linguistic —anthropologists,
grammarians, but also philosophers (Baert 2012, inter alii) offers a new
perspective on a number of features that had previously been considered
separately, as different ways of encoding evaluation, evidentiality,
modality, hedging, or appraisal under the umbrella of act, performativity,
and interaction.

We have been assembling an analytic toolkit of interconnected concepts and
methods designed to shed light on the various elements and processes of
stance. Key components include the concepts of evaluation, positioning, and
alignment, as well as the sociocognitive relations of objective, subjective,
and intersubjective intentionality (Du Bois 2007, 162).

Accounting for stancetaking as an act has moved the study of stance from
features of the clause (Halliday 1994; Biber 1999) to linguistic structures in
dialogue (Kérkkédinen 2006; Haddington 2007). Primarily concerned with
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structures such as choices of verbs or the syntax of turns, the study of stance
should evolve in a macro-structural temporal and discursive dimension (for
instance, sequences of discourses in a longer period of time, focused on the
same issue). In fact, users activate all the components of Du Bois’ stance
triangle by evaluating, positioning, and aligning, without the explicit
presence of another social actor.

Following ancient rhetorical tradition (Aristotle’s triad ethos—logos—
pathos), Du Bois introduced the visual representation of the Stance Triangle,
in which “[t]he stance act [...] creates three kinds of stance consequences at
once [...] [namely,] the stancetaker (1) evaluates an object, (2) positions a
subject (usually the self), and (3) aligns with other subjects” (Du Bois 2007,
163). Like many other researchers, Du Bois highlights a social perspective
on stance.

Stancetaking is considered the primary discursive mechanism by which
social identity is realised, through the shift of footing, i.e. one’s alignment
to the addressee/audience (Goffman 1981), the positioning of self
relationally, i.e. simultaneously oriented vis-a-vis oneself and others, and an
orientation towards extra-linguistic reality, i.e. physical, social, and mental
referents and their discursive representations. Stance may be predicated on
intellectual, moral, or affective grounds, but it always indexes a particular
ideological position: political, social, cultural, economic, religious, and so
on (Jaworski and Thurlow 2009). Stance expressions are also indexical of
the speaker’s subjective and intersubjective positioning (Traugott 1995;
Nuyts 2012).

We will follow Du Bois (2007, 141), who distinguishes in his stance
triangle the subjective stance (emphasising identity features and norms), the
objective stance (focused on the construction and the evaluation of the
object), and the inferpersonal one. Put otherwise, the evaluation of the
object goes through affective and/or epistemic marks, the self-positioning
means assuming roles and responsibilities, and the alignment correlates two
stances or two persons (cf. also Vasilescu 2018, 308).

2.6. Epistemic and Affective Stance

In the available literature on stance, a distinction between epistemic and
affective stance, or between evidentiality/commitment and affect, is often
made. An epistemic stance is related to the degree of certainty concerning
the object of discussion, while affective stance is related to the emotional
feelings about the object of discourse. Epistemic stances are, for instance,
certainty or uncertainty shown when answering a question, while an
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example of affective stance is happiness expressed verbally or with gestures
(Chindamo et al. 2012).

The conceptual domain of epistemicity, as Boye (2012, 2-3)
convincingly argues, comprises the “subcategories evidentiality and
epistemic modality”. Evidentiality is defined as “epistemic justification”, in
terms of notions such as “source of information”, “evidence”, or
“justification” (Boye 2012, 2-3).

The features that contribute to the intersubjective construction of the
reader—in—the text are more extensive than those initially mentioned in
Traugott (2007) and include interactant pronouns (Kim 2009), non-
declarative mood choices (Thompson 2014), evaluation (Martin and White
2005). An important component of discursive practices is the dimension of
emotion, a dimension “at least as important, if, indeed, not more important
[than mental representations]” (Bednarek 2009, 200). With the “affective
turn” of the last decade, emotion has become a significant focus in discourse
analysis and pragma-rhetoric (Kiesling 2011; Du Bois and Kérkkdinen
2012; Wetherell 2012, 2013). This trend began with Martin’s (2000) models
of evaluation, and Martin and White’s (2005, 38) appraisal model, where
the subsystem of Attitude is composed of Affect, Judgment, and
Appreciation.

Affective stance is clearly linked with the expression of affect, which is
one of the basic needs of humans as social animals (Chindamo et al. 2012).
Consequently, the expression of stance is not merely verbal. It also includes
prosody and body language. This is why, when describing stance in its
multimodal expressions, we need to study the many different means that can
be used to express stances, i.e. the different forms and amplitudes of a
gesture, movement, sound, or position of body parts.

We hold that the articulation of epistemic and affective stance in the new
“affective turn” context bridges the two pillars of communication:
information and relationships. The “double stance” or correlation between
the author—in—the text and the reader—in—the text (Thompson 2014) shows
that the implicit dialogue between previous and current stances is an
essential strategic manoeuvre in crisis communication. Bakhtin (1986)
argues that every utterance (whether a single turn in a conversation or a
longer written text) is a response to previous utterances:

Every utterance must be regarded as primarily a response to preceding
utterances [...]. Each utterance refutes, affirms, supplements, and relies
upon the others, presupposes them to be known, and somehow takes them
into account (Bakhtin 1986, 91).
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3. The COVID-19 Context in Romania and the World

The 2019-2020 coronavirus pandemic, also known as COVID-19, began
on December 12, 2019, in downtown Wuhan, China, where a group of
people contracted pneumonia of an unknown cause. Starting with February
2020, many European countries (including Romania) reported COVID-19
cases and took preventive and protective measures against the virus.

Romanian authorities also started preparing to manage the sanitary and
social crises by providing hospitals with the necessary equipment,
establishing procedures for the triage of patients screened positive, etc. and,
following the measures other countries adopted, preparing for the institution
of a state of emergency.

On March 11, 2020, the World Health Organisation declared the
coronavirus outbreak a pandemic. The first measures taken by the
Romanian authorities to combat the coronavirus pandemic were announced
on March 16, 2020 (presidency.ro, 2020) by the President of Romania Klaus
Iohannis who, on the same day, decreed a state of emergency for a period
of 30 days. In article 2, the presidential decree mentions the following:

Pentru prevenirea raspandirii COVID-19 si realizarea managementului
consecintelor, raportat la evolutia situatiei epidemiologice, pe durata starii
de urgentd este restrans exercitiul urmatoarelor drepturi, proportional cu
gradul de realizare al criteriilor prevazute de art. 4 alin. (4): a) libera
circulatie; b) dreptul la viata intima, familiala si privatd; c) inviolabilitatea
domiciliului; d) dreptul la invatatura; e) libertatea intrunirilor; f) dreptul de
proprietate privata; g) dreptul la greva; h) libertatea economica.
(presidency.ro, 2020)

In order to prevent the spread of COVID—-19 and to achieve the management
ofthe consequences related to the evolution of the epidemiological situation,
during the state of emergency the exercise of the following rights is
restricted, in proportion to the degree of fulfilment of the criteria provided
by art. 4 paragraph (4): a) free movement; b) the right to privacy; c)
inviolability of one’s home; d) the right to education; e) freedom of
assembly; f) the right of private property; g) the right to strike; h) economic
freedom.

The measures adopted in Romania during the emergency period deeply
marked all socio-economic spheres as well as the private lives. Measures
such as school closings, limits on the freedom to travel, mandatory written
declarations concerning the reasons for leaving one’s home, the right to
partial unemployment, the suspension of bank payments for firms and
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individuals unable to pay their monthly bank rates, etc. have had a major
impact on people’s life.

To determine the effect of these measures accurately, the Research
Institute of the Quality of Life (Institutul de Cercetari privind Calitatea
Vietii — ICCV) has elaborated a document, entitled The Pandemic and the
Standard of Living. Social Protection Policies (Pandemia si standardul de
viatd. Politici de protectie sociala, ICCV, April 2020), that focuses on the
social protection system during the state of emergency. If working from
home has been rapidly adopted and put into practice, life under lockdown
poses a series of difficulties, especially for children and the elderly,
deprived as they are of the possibility to socialise or to go out (ICCV 2020,
37).

A second inevitable challenge has been gaining the support of the
population for respecting strict health measures in response to the pandemic.
The #statiacasa (stavhome) information campaign, aimed at the
transmission of the basic information necessary to understand the pandemic,
“needs an improvement of the strategic communication for making isolation
and distancing more bearable for the population” (the possibility to socialise
or to go out (ICCV 2020, 40).

Researchers have emphasised that, at the international level,
governments have used two communication strategies: (1) openness and
total transparency concerning the economic and sanitary situation as well as
a decentralised communication style, and (2) centralised control over
information and the communication channels: “Romania is more in the
second category” (ICCV 2020, 40; translation our). This is why we are
interested in scrutinising the style and strategies deployed by the
presidential communication in order to gain support for concrete preventive
actions.

Whatever the angle of approach, the COVID-19 pandemic affects the
standard of living in the short and medium term:

Pentru a atenua aceasta tendinta, impusa de o situatie exceptionald, e nevoie
de masuri exceptionale; nu toate sunt populare, dar sunt imperios necesare
pentru a reveni cat mai repede la standardul de viata de dinaintea pandemiei.
(ICCV 2020, 41)

To attenuate this trend imposed by an exceptional situation, it is necessary
to adopt exceptional measures; not all are popular, but they are absolutely
necessary to return as quickly as possible to the standard of living before the
pandemic.

The state of emergency, lasting between March 16 and May 15, 2020, was
marked by numerous information and mobilisation speeches delivered by
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the President of Romania, Klaus Iohannis, at the seat of the Presidency —
Cotroceni Palace — and broadcasted. Klaus Werner Iohannis, former leader
of the National Liberal Party (Rom. Partidul National Liberal — PNL), was
elected President in 2014, and then re-elected in 2019. Iohannis is the first
Romanian president to come from an ethnic (German) minority, as he is
a Transylvanian Saxon. The government during the period under study is a
liberal one, but the Parliament was dominated by members of the Social
Democratic Party (Rom. Partidul Social-Democrat — PSD), currently in
opposition.

4. The Macro-Narrative of the State of Emergency:
28 Presidential Addresses

The chronology of the 28 presidential speeches (see Annex) is
predominantly represented by speeches referring to the internal sanitary
situation (27 out of 28), discussing also the social consequences of the
pandemic (25 out of 28), and internal politics issues (20 out of 28). The
economic dimension is present in 14 addresses, foreign policy is discussed
in 7 addresses, the legal dimension is approached in 3 addresses, and there
are also 2 addresses discussing the diaspora’s issues. Obviously, the topics
overlap, but there is a central, nuclear issue that related topics revolve
around.

From April 16 on, we notice an accentuation of the political character of
the speeches in the emergence of criticism of the Parliament and the
opposition party PSD (the Social Democratic Party). The 16 speeches of the
period April 16 — May 14 show diminished concern for the health situation
(there are only 3 speeches fully devoted to this topic). Out of the 16
speeches, 3 deal with Easter distancing measures, 6 speeches criticise
Parliament and the PSD (Social Democratic Party), 4 addresses evoke the
relaxation of pandemic control measures, 2 express appreciations for the
Government’s activities, 1 speech refers to the budgetary rectification,
another speech is more socially oriented, and another one introduces the
measures to be applied when the state of emergency was replaced by a state
of alert.

5. Data Analysis
5.1. Corpus and Methods

Adopting the dialogic concept of conversational history, defined and
applied by Golopentia in the 80’s (see Golopentia 2018), in line with an
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enlarged vision of intersubjectivity (Haddington 2004), we will approach
the narrative of the presidential discourses during the pandemic (temporal
and thematic episodes), based on the stancetaking models (Du Bois 2007).

Out of the 28 discourses of the emergency period, we selected the
following discourses according to the dominant thematic (cf. Annex) and
the narrative temporal scheme (initial, median, and final episodes): March
16, April 16, and May 14, 2020.

The macro-narrative of the conversation between the President and the
people actualises the five drumsticks of everyday narrative (Labov and
Waletzky 1967): Orientation (place, time, and situation), Complication
(series of events), Evaluation, Resolution, and Coda.

The Orientation begins with the declaration of the state of emergency,
the next episodes (March 16-31) concern budgetary, sanitary, social
measures and recommendations. With March 31, the situation becomes
more complicated, due to the sanitary crisis, quarantined cities, and a
growing number of infections (in Labov and Waletzky’s terms
Complication). Compared to the first month, when there were 10 speeches,
starting with April 14, when Easter approached, four addresses were
delivered in four consecutive days (April 14—-17): (i) the extension of the
state of emergency (April 14); (ii) the measures that the Orthodox Church
and the Ministry of Interior adopted for Easter (April 15); (iii) severe
criticism addressed to Parliament and the PSD (April 16) just before Easter;
(iv) good wishes and reconciliation message (April 17). April 16 marks the
peak of the double crisis, sanitary and political, against a general
background of discontent. But the day after Easter (April 21), the President
congratulates the authorities for their good management of the Easter
celebrations. The next five speeches criticise Parliament and the PSD’s
“toxic activity”, and the last one announces a finis coronat opus: the
measures and results of the two months’ state of emergency.

Since stance positions subjects, evaluates objects (persons or situations),
and aligns a subject with other subjects (Du Bois 2007), it is crucial in our
view to understand and explain “discourse strategies and world
representations along the lines of alignment and disalignment” (Ajiboye and
Abioye 2019). That is why we will focus on linguistic structures, as well as
on discourse strategies (contextually indexed): pronouns, speech acts, and
epistemic and affective stances (5.2.-5.5.).
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5.2. Dialogicality: The Speaker/Writer and
Addressee/Reader. Interactant Pronouns

One of the most explicit resources available to the writer/speaker to construe
the reader/addressee—in—the text — and the counterpart, the writer/speaker—
in—the text — is the use of interactant pronouns (Thompson 2014, 84). The
concept of interactant pronouns has been discussed primarily by Kim
(2009), who emphasises that

By using reader-oriented personal pronouns, the writer can evoke the
reader’s involvement in the textual interaction, i.e., encourage the reader to
accept the role of the dialogic participant, and ultimately enhance the
persuasiveness of the text (Kim 2009, 2087).

The first-person plural we has multiple referents and usually refers to a
group of at least two people that include the speaker. The inclusive pronoun
we refers to a speaker and his/her addressee or to a group that includes the
speaker and other referents, but not the addressee or a group that includes
the speaker, the addressee, and other referents. In the political discourse the
multiple functions of inclusive pronouns are used by speakers/writers to
foster alignment and disalignment (Bucholtz and Hall 2005).

As Romanian is a pro-drop language, 1** and 2" person (sg. and pl.)
pronominal subjects are usually omitted, verbal inflexion unambiguously
indicating the person. Their presence in an utterance is emphatic.
Accordingly, in our quantitative analysis, we considered both explicit and
implicit forms of expressing person. One can notice a frequent polarisation
of the interactants (verbs and pronouns: we/us/our vs you/your), which is
typical of the populist discourse. In our corpus, the / vs you positioning
appears quite frequently in all discourses (from the introductory,
explanatory first address, to the final mobilising 28" discourse as well).

Discourse First Median Final

1* person plural (we/us/our) | 13 (18%) 11 (30%) 26 (33%)
inclusive 13 11 26
exclusive 0 0 0

1*' person singular vs 2™ | 10 (14%) 2 (5,5%) 9 (11%)
person (I vs you)

1* person singular (/) 15 (20%) 6 (16,6%) 8 (10%)
3" person 34 (47%) 17 (47%) 35 (46%)
Total 72 47 78

Table 1. References to interactants in the initial, median, and final discourse
of the state of emergency
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The general discursive connotation is authorial (in the first discourse):

(1) Vreau sa spun romanilor ce inseamna instituirea starii de urgenta pe
teritoriul tarii noastre potrivit decretului pe care l-am semnat astazi.
(16.03.2020)

I want to tell Romanians what the institution of a state of emergency in
the territory of our country means.

(2) Vreau sd fie clar urmatorul lucru (16.03.2020)
1 want the following thing o be clear.

Klaus Iohannis assumes the authorial voice in a magister dixit stance. If in
the first speech there are only 13 instances of inclusive we referring to the
President and the general public, the first person I-authorial appears 15
times; see for example: Vreau sd spun romanilor ce inseamnd instituirea
starii de urgentd (“[1] want to tell Romanians what the institution of a state
of emergency [...] means”), potrivit decretului pe care I-am semnat astazi
(“[...] according to the decree [/] have emitted today™), am dispus ca (“[1]
disposed that”). Promises pronounced iteratively are also present: voi
verifica personal (“[I] will verify personally”), Eu voi rdamdne foarte
implicat in continuare (“I will continue to be closely involved”).

In most cases, the inclusive we appears as including the general public:
Natiunea noastrd trece prin momente dificile (“Our nation crosses difficult
moments”), impreund suntem increzdtori cd vom depdsi cu bine “[We] are
confident that together we will succeed”), since it explains the situation or
mobilises people for future action; but in one example it includes the
President and the Government: Sunt hotardt ca impreund cu Guvernul
Orban sd luam cele mai drastice mdsuri pentru a proteja viata si sandtatea
cetdtenilor romdni (“[I] am determined, together with Orban Cabinet, to
take the most drastic measures in order to protect the life and health of the
Romanian citizens”).

The second address we analyse (delivered before Orthodox Easter, the
most important religious event of the year for Romanians, 85% of them
being Orthodox) has half as many words as the first address and
approximately the same distribution of verbal and pronominal forms with
one exception: inclusive we is much more present, but the ethos of the
speaker fades. This seems in line with the increasing intensity of shared
values and human-interest frames (example 3), doubled by a strong critical
perspective (example 4):

(3) Dupa ce vom depasi aceasta criza, va trebui sd separdm clar ce este bine
si ce functioneazd de ceea ce nu este in reguld si nu functioneazd.
(16.04.2020)
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Once we overcome this crisis, we will have to separate what is good and
works_from what is not in order and does not work.

(4) Astazi vedem clar efectele dezastruoase ale acestui mod toxic de a gandi
si a actiona, care ne-a tinut in loc zeci de ani. (16.04.2020)

Today we can clearly see the disastrous effects of this toxic way of
thinking and acting, which has held us back for decades [critique of the
PSD, considered by the President and the National Liberal Party an
enemy of progress in Romania].

The evaluation frame now becomes more important than positioning (the
first address positioned the President as in charge of the crisis management
and of the institution of the state of emergency). We now witness a
transition phase: legal and organisational measures are replaced by a
political frame (at an abstract and concrete level as well: punishment of guilt
and of guilty people). As in fictional or everyday discourse narrative, a
significant change (Complication) occurs. In the final address, different uses
of we, either as we = I + you or we = I + they (the Government), highly
dependent on the discourse context, mark solidarity strategies, as well as a
symbol of power.

The final address doubles the we inclusive (33%), aiming to emphasise
the “traditional collective identity denotation” (Du Bois 2012, 336) and the
heroic sacrifices of the people:

(5) Impreuna am salvat vieti [...] si la fel de puternici si uniti trebuie si
continudm si in lunile urmatoare, pentru ca lupta cu acest virus nemilos
este departe de a se fi incheiat. (14.05.2020)

Together, we saved lives [...] and we must stay just as strong and united
in the following months, because the fight against this merciless virus is
far from being over.

This strategic use of inclusive we aligns the addressee “into a community of
shared value and belief” (Martin and White 2005, 95).

5.3. The Speech Acts

The hierarchy of references to interactants (/ vs we vs you) is correlated with
the distribution of speech acts (Searle 1969): representative (later named
assertive), directive, expressive, comissive, and declarations.
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Speech acts First discourse Median discourse | Last discourse
Representative 45 (72%) 29 (88%) 50 (87%)
(assertive)

Directive 7 (11%) 1 (3%) 3 (5%)
Expressive 4 (6% 2 (6% 2 (3,5%)
Comissive 5 (8%) 1 (3%) 0
Declarations 1 (1,6%) 0 2 (3,5%)
Total 62 33 57

Table 2. Speech acts in the three discourses

Representatives are by far the most numerous (over 70%), due to the
informative density and top-down direction: vreau sda spun romdnilor ce
inseamnd instituirea starii de urgenta (“[1] want to tell Romanians what the
institution of a state of emergency [...] means”). The positive assertions
consolidate the institutional position of the President (the presidency being
the highest office in the state) and restricts the opening of dialogical
discourse processes (cf. Hidalgo-Downing 2017, 70). On the contrary,
modality (infra) enables the dialogic process to take place.

It is worth noting that few speech acts (thanking) are addressed to
specified individuals (doctors and teachers) in a more concrete and
personalised manner. Declarations clarify the state of emergency and the
state of alert, and directives insist on citizens’ obligation to stay home. The
other addresses remain informative, declarative, judicial, and abstract. It is
interesting to mention as well that commands are not realised by
imperatives, but by representatives with deontic modality and inclusive we
in a softened manner (softer than direct commands). Cf. for example:

(6) Sila fel de puternici si uniti trebuie sd continudm si in lunile urmatoare,
pentru cé lupta cu acest virus nemilos este departe de a se fi incheiat.
(14.05.2020)

And we must stay just as strong and united in the following months,
because the fight against this merciless virus is far from being over.

Surprisingly, the fewest expressive acts mark the last “appraisal” speech at
the end of the state of emergency, even if their general connotation is of
implicit recognition and appreciation.

The same is true for modality, which functions either explicitly (with
adverbials: sigur “evidently”, cu toatd certitudinea “certainly”, and modal
verbs: frebuie “should”) or implicitly (impreund [...] vom depdsi cu bine
“together [...] we will succeed”).
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5.4. Modality. Epistemic Stance

As Englebretson argues, the study of stance “represents an ongoing trend
toward understanding the full social and pragmatic nature of language, as it
is used by actual speakers or writers to act and interact in the real world”
(2007, 1). Epistemic modality is one of the pragmatic categories that has
received considerable attention in the studies on stance.

A speaker may take an epistemic stance with regard to the content of
his/her speech, e.g., the speaker expresses his/her degree of certainty
towards the content through adverbs expressing certitude, doubt, modal
verbs, or stance complement clauses controlled by mental verbs: know,
think, or mean (Precht 2003).

Researchers distinguish between subjective modality, where the source
of the modality is overt, and objective modality, where the source is covert
(cf. Lyons 1977).

Modality Initial discourse Median discourse | Final discourse
Epistemic 8 4 3
Deontic 2 2 2

Table 3. Epistemic and deontic modalities

The common denominator of all the presidential addresses is the regular
alternation between epistemic constructions (as authority’s voice) and
deontic ones (decisions that must be urgently implemented):

(7) In aceasta perioadd de crizi, productia si intreaga economie frebuie sd
fie pregdtite sa sustina combaterea raspandirii infectiei cu noul
coronavirus. (16.03.2020)

In this period of crisis, [economic] production and the entire economy
must be prepared to support the struggle against the spread of the novel
Coronavirus [first discourse].

(8) De asemenea, poate, atentie, poate fi interzisa gradual, adica atunci cand
se impune, circulatia rutierd, feroviara, maritima, fluviala sau aeriana pe
diferite rute si a metroului. (16.03.2020)

It is also possible, 1 repeat, possible, for road, rail, sea or air traffic on
travel certain routes, and the subway, fo be gradually banned when
necessary [first discourse].
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The intended acceptability of the decisions, the softening of drastic
measures results from the use of mitigating syntagms, such as may be +
gradually + when necessary (8), inducing the acceptance of the population
(assumed agreement).

Moreover, the negotiation of the agreement with the reader—in—the text
is prepared by the frequent invocation of strong actions and intentions:

(9) Vreau sa transmit un mesaj special medicilor si personalului medical
care, incd de la primul caz inregistrat in Romania, au demonstrat
profesionalism si o extraordinara dedicare. (16.03.2020)

I want to send a special message to doctors, and the medical staff [...]
who have demonstrated professionalism and extraordinary dedication
[first discourse].

The direct address to specific professional categories (doctors, policemen,
or teachers) is complemented before the final sequence of the speech by an
address to the general public, including the same mitigating, supportive
constructions:

(10) Vreau sa subliniez ca ele vor avea un caracter temporar, insa sunt
necesare acum, pentru a preveni un rau mult mai mare in viitor.
(16.03.2020)

I want to stress that these measures will be of a temporary nature, but
they are absolutely necessary now to prevent much greater harm in the
Suture [first discourse].

Generally, alternating modalities (epistemic and deontic) appear in different
sequences, but sometimes they also act in the same stance (example 11), in
order to close the speech convincingly (the voice is the inclusive we):

(11) Era obligatorie instituirea unor masuri exceptionale daca voiam sa
reducem raspandirea virusului. Dar stim sigur ca fara aceste masuri,
unele foarte dure, precum carantinarea unor localitati, restrictiondri
severe de circulatie, inchiderea scolilor, suspendarea intregii activitati a
restaurantelor, magazinelor comerciale, numarul victimelor ar fi fost
mult, mult mai mare. (14.05.2020)

Instituting exceptional measures was mandatory if we wanted to reduce
the spread of the virus. But we know for certain that without these
measures, some of them very harsh, such as placing communities under
quarantine, severe restrictions on circulation, closure of schools,
suspension of all activities in restaurants and shops, the number of
victims would have been much, much greater [last discourse].
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Epistemic modality concerns the truth of the proposition, the factual status
of a proposition (factivity), and the source of evidence speakers claim to
have for or against a proposition (Marin-Arrese 2011). In our corpus,
factivity and evidentiality, based on a rhetoric of numbers and expert
knowledge (World Health Organisation), prevail and induce the presumed
agreement of the audience. Status difference in the presidential address (top-
down direction) is intensely marked by the want, need modality and
evidentials to show involvement.

5.5. Affective Stances
Martin and White (2005) conceptualise the important notion of appraisal as

the subjective presence of writers/speakers in texts as they adopt stances
towards both the material they present and those with whom they
communicate. It is concerned with how writers/speakers approve and
disapprove, enthuse and abhor, applaud and criticize, and with how they
position their readers/listeners to do likewise (Martin and White 2005, 1).

The Attitude subsystem of Appraisal deals with responses (affective or
ethical). Within Affect, it describes emotional responses (un/happiness,
in/security, dis/satisfaction, dis/inclination). Judgment deals with ethical
responses (social esteem: normality, capacity, and tenacity; social sanction:
veracity, propriety). Appreciation is related to aesthetic responses (reaction:
impact, quality; composition: balance, complexity; valuation). However,
their approach is lexical rather than grammatical.

Mode of realisation refers to options for expressing attitude, either
explicitly, as inscribed attitude, or implicitly, as invoked attitude,
determining gradual parameters. The rhetorical value of emotion is
displayed through different linguistic strategies, labels, hyperboles, and
metaphors in the first place, which operate at an interpersonal level.

The emotional dimension in language and discourse can be analysed as:
(1) inscribed affect; (ii) intensifiers; (iii) hyperbole; (iv) metaphors; and (v)
inscribed positive judgment, that enhance the figure and value of actors
(Carranza-Marquez 2017).

In general, emotion in discourse is empathic and also emphatic, mainly
through metaphors, intensifiers, and positive judgment. In our corpus,
emotion is not displayed in empathic examples or micro-narratives, but only
through negative valence, realised through strategies such as labelling, and
the use of intense adjectives (cf. also Ajiboye and Abioye 2019).
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Evaluation is mainly represented as judgment combined with
appreciation in terms of complexity, difficulty, and exceptionality of global
and local situation.

Discourse Initial discourse | Median discourse | Final discourse
Positive and neutral 12 7 6
lexemes and
syntagms
Negative lexemes 3 12 12
and syntagms
Metaphors 0 1 1

Table 4. Positive and negative evaluation

Predominantly informative at first (when declaring the state of emergency),
the determinants of the situation are mainly neutral and positive: un mesaj
special medicilor si personalului medical (“a special message to doctors and
the medical staff”), mdsuri exceptionale (“exceptional measures”),
extraordinard dedicare (“extraordinary dedication”), and the negative ones
very general (crizd globala “global crisis”, grea incercare “terrible proof™);
with the change in focus (April 16) — criticism and attack —, the lexical
choices are completely opposite (A4 lucrat mult si prost, toxic de-a dreptul
“Toxic manner of thought and action”, majoritate parlamentara lipsitd de
orice legitimitate “parliamentary majority devoid of any legitimacy”,
masuri aberante promovate de niste iresponsabili “absurd measures
promoted by some irresponsible [politicians]” — labels targeting the
members of the PSD (Social Democratic Party), which had a majority in
Parliament. Even the last speech, intended as one of reconciliation, stresses
the polarisation of the political camps on the threshold of local and
parliamentary  elections  (politicieni  iresponsabili ~ “irresponsible
politicians”, politicienii retrograzi “retrograde politicians”):

(12) In Parlament, politicieni vechi i retrograzi au incercat si dardme si
modestele instrumente pe care le aveam la dispozitie.
Am vazut de altfel chiar zilele trecute cu cdtd iresponsabilitate unii
parlamentari erau gata sa faca aproape inoperabila si legea privind starea
de alerta. (14.05.2020)

In Parliament, old and retrograde politicians tried to destroy even the
modest instruments we had at our disposal.

We have seen, moreover, in recent days, the irresponsibility of certain
MPs who were ready to render the law of the state of alert inoperable.
[final discourse].
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A positive connotation reappears in one sequence, with a positive metaphor:
este obligatoriu sa incepem resetarea “Romania must be reset”, as a unique
solution for the difficult political situation (12), and the hyperbolic address
to the Romanian people (13):

(13) Dumneavoastrd, dragi romdni, sunteti eroii acestui efort national. Va
multumesc pentru toate sacrificiile pe care le-ati facut! (14.05.2020)
You, dear Romanians, are the heroes of this national effort. Thank you
for all the sacrifices you have made [last discourse].

The inscribed positive emotional dimension is hardly present, with one
exception: Dumneavoastrd, dragi romdni, sunteti eroii (“You, dear
Romanians, are the heroes”) — mythical empathic designation; on the
contrary, the neutral “scientific” style is dominant and, in the second part of
the state of emergency, the crisis management and institutional discourse is
replaced by political considerations and persuasion. The inscribed positive
judgment enhances the value of doctors’ and teachers’ activity and
dedication. On the other hand, negative labels are quite numerous
(“irresponsible politicians”, “retrograde politicians”, “toxic manner of
thought and action”).

6. Conclusion

To summarise, the personal epistemic and moral authoritativeness that
reflects and constructs the ethos of self is enacted in Iohannis’s discourse in
several ways, on several levels: via sentence-level features associated with
precision, strong informativity, and certainty, via consistency in their
deployment across discourse practices and speech situations (cf. also
Johnstone 2009).

It is noteworthy that the President’s discourse strategy resolutely
changed during the two months: the argumentation is less empathetic,
expressive and commissive speech acts are less frequent, and there is greater
distancing, giving an impression of ineluctable necessity, which is probably
intended to justify these constraints on freedom that would ameliorate the
health crisis.

Our quantitative and qualitative analysis is in line with previous research
that stresses the new, complex evaluative strategies that privilege ethos and
pathos at the expense of logos (Ionescu-Ruxédndoiu 2018a, 471), and the
importance of intersubjectivity in relation to evaluations, as declarations of
attitude dialogically directed towards the addressee as part of a community
of shared values.

printed on 2/9/2023 2:13 PMvia . Al use subject to https://ww.ebsco.conlterns-of-use



EBSCChost -

48 Chapter One

Starting with Haddington’s (2004) large discourse category and
Golopentia’s (2018) conversational history, we conclude that a
“conversational history” is possible in different discourse genres, not only
in everyday conversations; moreover, identity, ethos, and intersubjectivity
interact and construct the writer/speaker—in—the text, and the reader/hearer—
in—the text, in search of shared knowledge and wvalues favouring
intersubjective engagement.

This macro-analysis is illuminating for deepening the intersubjective
construal of the writer and reader—in—the text (Thompson 2014), and the
appraisal system (Martin and White 2005) subsumed to the triadic model of
stance theory (Du Bois 2007).

As with editorials (Thompson 2014), that show a strong tendency to
describe a situation (often undesirable in some way) and then move
immediately to recommendation(s) or evaluation, we can also conclude that
in crisis communication positioning, evaluating, and alignment work
together with a strong emphasis on evaluation (judgment and appraisal) —
reinforced and not softened.

In line with previous studies, we hold that stancetaking is a form of
social action constituted within the broader scope of language, interaction,
and sociocultural values (Du Bois 2007).

The present study contributes to contemporary research on stance and
identity by highlighting the importance of semantic and pragmatic choices
as a resource for speakers and as an analytic category for researchers.
Further studies might continue along this line, and might also investigate
how indexed stances mark leadership style and contribute to the formation
of “metanarratives” about organisations, groups, or individuals.

We believe that identity and stancetaking co-construction in discourse
will be enriched by empirical research and the use of more diverse
perspectives (macro-narratives, dialogicality in praesentia and in absentia,
or intersubjectivity).
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ANNEX

Topics of the Presidential Speeches

—_—

March 16: declaration of state of emergency;

2. March 23: recommendations on stopping the spread of the virus and
rejecting discriminatory acts against vulnerable people;

3. March 24: introduction of traffic restrictions to stop the spread of the
Virus;

4. March 25: presentation of the first two budgetary rectification measures;

5. March 26: presentation of measures concerning the foreign policy of the
country in the context of crisis and the activity of the President on the
international level,

6. March 28: inauguration of the first military field hospital;

7. March 30: protection of vulnerable categories; importance of Romanian
producers in this crisis situation;

8. March 31: quarantine of the city of Suceava; supplying hospitals with
the necessary equipment and social protection;

9. April 6: political record: the measures adopted, the extension of the state
of emergency, and the preparation of the budgetary rectification;

10. April 8: growing number of infections; approaching Easter holiday;

11. April 14: signing of the decree extending the state of emergency and
presentation of the measures imposed by this extension;

12. April 15: first day of extended state of emergency; information
regarding the Romanian Orthodox Church — the Ministry of the Interior
agreement regarding Easter holidays;

13. April 16: information on the political struggle between the government
party and the opposition; information regarding the Easter holidays;

14. April 17: celebration of Easter; insistence on the need to respect the rules
of protection;

15. April 21: thanks to the authorities for the good management of the Easter

holidays; introduction of the idea of relaxing the measures after May 15;
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16. April 22: presentation of two measures of the release plan after May 15;

17. April 23: presentation of the European plan for economic recovery and
creation of a European fund for economic recovery;

18. April 24: inauguration of a privately-funded facility for COVID patients;

19. April 27: measures taken in the area of education and aids for the
Republic of Moldova;

20. April 28: appreciations of the activity of the Government; criticisms
addressed to the Parliament and the PSD;

21. April 29: criticism of Parliament for the tacit adoption of the Tinutul
Secuiesc autonomy law;

22.May 4: presentation of release measures; criticism addressed to the
Parliament/PSD regarding the law of compulsory Hungarian language
in Transylvania;

23.May 5: CEDO decision regarding the fact that Ms. Kovesi’s
fundamental rights have been violated; criticism against PSD; an
economic recovery plan;

24. May 7: critics of the Parliament and the PSD party;

25.May 8: budget deficit; revitalization of the Romanian economy;

26.May 9: inauguration of the Targu Mures medical support unit;

27.May 12: presentation of the release measures which will be valid from
May 15;

28.May 14 (last speech): presentation of the results of the measures taken
to manage the pandemic during the state of emergency.
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CHAPTER TWO

EPISTEMIC CERTAINTY AND METALINGUISTICS
OF TRUTH IN POLITICAL DISCOURSE

LILIANA HOINARESCU

1. Introduction

The present chapter aims to analyse several types of epistemic stance
markers that explicitly pertain to the truth of the utterances. This particular
stance or discursive attitude is interesting, because in genuine
communication truth and sincerity are viewed as essential, basic
conditions of dialogue. It has been theorised as a pre-requisite both by
Grice (1975, 46), who included the Quality (sincerity) Maxim among the
four maxims of the Cooperative Principle, and by Searle (1979, 12—-13), in
his speech act theory, where assertions are defined as speech acts that
commit the speaker to the truth of the expressed proposition'.

Accordingly, by asserting something, the speaker simultaneously
commits to the truth of what (s)he said®. Categorical assertions (lacking
any modal particle) express certainty, the indicative mood functioning as

! Grice (1975, 46): “Under the category of QUALITY falls a supermaxim — ‘Try to
make your contribution one that is true’ — and two more specific maxims: 1. Do
not say what you believe to be false. 2. Do not say that for which you lack
adequate evidence”. See also Searle (1979, 12-13): “Assertives. The point or
purpose of the members of the assertive class is to commit the speaker (in varying
degrees) to something’s being the case, to the truth of the expressed proposition.
All of the members of the assertive class are assessable on the dimension of
assessment which includes true and false”.

2 The pragmatic theory concerning truth-validity of assertions was anticipated by
the philosophical truth-redundancy theory, discussed by Tarski (1944), among
others. According to truth-redundancy theory, the predicate “is true” does not
express anything above and beyond the statement to which it is attributed. In other
terms, affirming a proposition “P is true” has the same meaning as affirming P. For
a detailed discussion, see Seymour (1989, 15), Heck (2005, 317).
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an epistemic stance marker. Conversely, explicit references to the veracity
of an utterance, which are semantically/pragmatically redundant, become a
symptom of other discursive attitudes, in most cases polemical ones.

The metalinguistics of truth® can take different expressions, from the
emphatic use of performative verbs, which implies (presupposes) factual
veracity: “/ affirm that...”, to the expressions such as “The truth is that...”,
and stance adverbs and phrases: actually, really, in fact (for a
comprehensible list of linguistic markers used in the construction of
stance, see Biber 2006, 92-93, apud Weston 2014, 105-106).

My analysis refers specifically to the epistemic markers in fact, in
reality, in truth, and the sequences the fact is, the reality is, the truth is,
this is reality, and this is the truth, in the political discourse. I will examine
their use and the possibility of their mutual substitution, as well as their
recurrence or co-occurrence in particular contexts, in order to grasp their
different functions and values. Ultimately, I am interested in determining
their persuasive and polemical/dialectical force and the extent to which
they express not only a discursive-rhetorical commitment, but also an
engaged political stance* (for the epistemic stance in political discourse,
see also Marin Arrese 2011). In order to emphasise the cognitive and
rhetorical-argumentative patterns of these structures, as well as their
intrinsic epistemic value, the inquiry has been carried out from a cross-
linguistic and contrastive perspective. Two sets of data have been
examined, namely debate transcripts in the British and Romanian
Parliament, from 2015 to 2019, 2010 to 2019, respectively. Some relevant
argumentative uses are illustrated by examples excerpted from the old
Romanian Parliament (debates between 1888-1913), when MPs were
more concerned with eloquence and displayed the ability to better exploit

3 The truth is defined here as in semantics, as propositional truth. According to
Tarski (1944, 343), who adapts Aristotle’s definition of truth to modern
philosophical terminology: “The truth of a sentence consists in its agreement with
(or correspondence to) reality”. Consequently, notions like “facts” and “reality”
become definitional terms, included into the metalanguage of truth. As Tarski
(1944, 350) states: “The vocabulary of the meta-language is to a large extent
determined by previously stated conditions under which a definition of truth will
be considered materially adequate”.

4 Here 1 adapt the concept of engagement to political discourse, a concept defined
by Hyland (2005a, 177) as “an alignment dimension where writers acknowledge
and connect to others, recognizing the presence of their readers, pulling them along
with their argument, focusing their attention, acknowledging their uncertainties,
including them as discourse participants, and guiding them to interpretation”.
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the force of rhetorical devices®. In addition, the diachronic perspective
highlights the changes of the distribution and the use of some markers in
Romanian.

The study is focused on the interpretation of the most rhetorically
elaborate examples provided by the selected data, in both institutional
contexts. Thus, it is not a statistical, but a symptomatic, qualitative
analysis, which reveals some representative and salient cases, as well as
some linguistic and cultural similarities or differences in time and space.

2. Theoretical Framework

2.1. (Epistemic) Stance

Stance is a comprehensive and complex category, expressing speaker’s
attitude in discourse, in a broad sense. The notion encompasses affective,
evaluative, epistemic, as well as dialogical components (Englebretson
2007, 17), thus involving several communicative aspects, from the
linguistic (modality, personal reference) to the pragmatic/sociolinguistic
(speech acts, implicatures, or politeness strategies), and rhetorical (valid or

3 “Parliaments vary substantially in their constitutional design and in their practical
development” (Ilie 2010, 880). By its long tradition and political effectiveness,
British Parliament can be considered a benchmark of the parliamentary system.
While the history of the British Parliament is generally well-known, a brief
description of the Romanian Parliament is necessary here, for a better
understanding of historical and cultural differences between them, which
determine some deliberative and rhetorical aspects (see also Hoindrescu 2018,
221-222). The modern Romanian Parliament was created in 1866. Its activity was
not continuous, but divided into two periods: the first lasted from 1866 to1938, and
the second from 1989 until the present-day. Political oratory flourished during first
period, when it was prized by cultural elites, whereas the second period was
profoundly affected by the communist regime imposed after the Second World
War. After 1989, the politicians had to learn and conform to the new democratic
rules and adapt their communicative skills to various institutional speeches. In
general, as many studies confirm, in post-communist countries, Parliament plays a
less important role in the policy-making process in comparison with those of
consolidated democracies (see Ionescu 2011, 307). This modest political relevance
could be associated with a less effective deliberative/argumentative activity in
plenary, since the decisions are actually taken at the governmental level. As far as
the markers of certainty are concerned, the qualitative absence of salient samples
in the present-day Romanian Parliament is in itself significant, indicating an
insufficient mastery of rhetorical means or indifference to their discursive
exploitation.
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sophistic argumentation). Stance becomes a central notion and an
analytical tool in discourse analysis, while having deep connections with
psychological, sociological, and anthropological approaches. An agreed-
upon definition of stance does not exist, researchers applying the notion in
a narrower or broader sense, depending on their analytical goals.

As Englebretson (2007, 1) claims: “Definitions and conceptions of
stance are as broad and varied as the individual backgrounds and interests
of the researchers themselves”. For example, Biber et al. (1999, 966)
define stance as the expression of a writer’s “personal feelings, attitudes,
value judgments or assessments”, while Hyland (1999, 101, apud Warchat
and Lyda 2009, 221) understands it as “the ways the writers project
themselves into their texts to communicate their integrity, credibility,
involvement, and a relationship to their subject matter and their readers”.
In turn, Aijmer (2016, 17) considers that “the notion ‘stance’ is used in
different disciplines such as linguistics, anthropology, sociolinguistics, and
discourse-functional linguistics [...] to refer to the functions of modal
elements in the communication situation”.

Englebretson (2007) undertook a corpus-based analysis, to inventory
the specific meanings that scholars ascribe to the notion and to isolate the
phenomena that are conceptualised using the term “stance”. At the end of
his investigation, he points out that stance is used to describe physical,
personal, and moral attitude/beliefs/evaluations, that it is public,
interpretable, interactional in nature, socially indexical, and consequential,
i.e. taking stance leads to real consequences for the person or institution
involved (Englebretson 2007, 6-7).

However, the most influential theoretical approach was provided by
Du Bois (2007), who proposed a unified explanatory model, able to
encompass the multiple facets of the concept. This model is articulated in
terms of a set of triangular relations among the components of stance (Du
Bois 2007, 141). Accordingly, by taking a stance, the speaker carries out a
triadic act: (1) evaluates an object, (2) positions a subject (usually the self),
and (3) aligns with other subjects. The definition that results from this
perspective is:

Stance is a public act by a social actor, achieved dialogically through overt
communicative means, of simultaneously evaluating objects, positioning
subjects (self and others), and aligning with other subjects, with respect to
any salient dimension of the sociocultural field (Du Bois 2007, 163).

Du Bois’s stance triangle will be applied in the present analysis, since it
seems more appropriate for capturing and describing the layers of
stancetaking and its dialogic complexity.
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Epistemic stance has been considered in a communicative and socio-
cultural sense as well. Along these lines, Ochs (1996, 410) understands
epistemic stance as a central meaning component of social acts and social
identities that

refers to knowledge or belief vis-a-vis some focus of concern including
degrees of certainty of knowledge, degrees of commitment to truth of
propositions, and sources of knowledge among other epistemic qualities.

(Epistemic) stance is often understood as (epistemic) modality in a
communication situation (see Aijmer 2016, 17). Some scholars include
evidentiality (i.e. the status of the knowledge contained in propositions® /
the type of evidence grounding the speaker’s claim and assessment of its
validity) as a subdomain of epistemic modality (Palmer 1986; Ochs 1996,
410, 422), while others consider it as a distinct category (see, e.g., Cornilie
2009; Wiemer 2018). For my purpose, this formal/taxonomic criterion is
less relevant than the extent to which the markers of certainty and
evidentiality are co-occurrent and mutually increase their persuasive
function. The linguistic relationship between certainty and evidentiality
should be scrutinised, as it can give information about the speaker’s real
stancetaking and his/her social legitimacy with regard to affirming the
truth’. Both epistemic modality and evidentiality are traditionally
considered proposition-oriented (Cornilie and Pietrandrea 2012, 2110).

¢ For Faller (2002, 2), evidentiality refers to the “encoding of the speaker’s (type
of) grounds for making a speech act”. For Cornilie (2009, 45), “Evidentiality is
defined as the functional category that refers to the perceptual and/or
epistemological basis for making a speech act”.

7 See Sbisa (2014, 13): “Overlaps and connections between evidentiality and
epistemic modality [...] can be explained in the light of the dynamics of illocution
by considering the ways in which preparatory conditions and commitment may
affect one another. Thus, an unsafe evidential situation may advise the speaker to
introduce mitigating epistemic modalisation into her utterance, in order not to bear
responsibility for something she is not prepared to be responsible for. Likewise, an
epistemic modalisation that reinforces the speaker’s commitment may make
preparatory conditions more demanding and suggest (by accommodation) that the
speaker’s position as regards the illocutionary procedure to be carried out satisfies
its requirements”.
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2.2. Subjectivity / Objectivity and Epistemicity

Epistemic certainty expresses the knowledge assumed by the speaker.
Knowledge requires the speaker’s epistemic certainty®. Notions such as
truth, belief, and justification (Hay 2008) are related to epistemic certainty.
However, from a philosophical point of view, epistemic certainty is rather
a subjective certainty, since it expresses speaker’s subjective assessment
regarding the truth/facts. Real facts can take different interpretations, each
speaker considering his/her version true and correct. Defining certainty is
not easy, since epistemic certainty could be understood either as a
guarantee of truth or as the most important consequence of knowing the
truth (see discussion in Croce 2014, 122). Besides, the philosophical
notion overlaps with the linguistic notion of truth-factual validity, as long
as subjective certainty is regarded as propositional knowledge. From this
perspective, the notion becomes central for an efficient interpersonal
communication’.

If subjectivity and epistemicity are interrelated from a philosophical
point of view, in political discourse their boundaries are strategically
marked. Political discourse aims at legitimisation, and an important
strategy to acquire and maintain it is based on speaker’s capacity to create
a coherent representation of reality (see Chilton 2004, 54). The
construction of a “discourse world” or “discourse ontology” entails a
metarepresentational process; to validate it, the speaker appeals to
epistemic and evidential expressions. As Chilton (2004, 111-117)
observes, one basic type of legitimising strategy in political discourse ,,is
essentially epistemic. It has to do with the speaker’s claim to have better
knowledge, recognition of the ‘real’ facts”. At the same time, political
control involves the control of information, which, in turn, implies
different types of misrepresentation (secrecy, omissions, verbal evasion,
lying, etc.) (see Chilton 2004, 46). Thus, political communication is
subjected to institutional constraints that influence the observance of

8 See Stanley 2008: “For example, according to one kind of skeptical argument,
knowledge requires epistemic certainty, and being epistemically certain of a
proposition requires having independent evidence that logically entails that
proposition. Since we do not have such evidence for external world propositions,
we do not know external world propositions. According to another kind of
skeptical argument, due to Unger (1975), knowledge requires subjective certainty,
and we are never subjectively certain of any proposition. So, we never know any
proposition”.

® For a discussion concerning the psychological processes of epistemic
stancetaking in dialogues, see Zuczkowski, Bongelli, and Riccioni (2017).
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Grice’s sincerity maxim. If direct knowledge of the facts or their
interpretation in a relevant manner becomes an important means of
legitimisation for the political actor, at the same time it is important to note
that the construction of truth is a rhetorical construction, through which the
speaker’s subjectivity tends to be presented as rationality and objectivity.

2.3. Discourse Markers / Modal Particles / Booster Markers

As many scholars have emphasised, modal particles (MPrs!®) constitute a
class of elements that intersects with and overlaps the class of discursive
markers (DMs). According to Degand, Cornillie, and Pietrandrea (2013,
3—4), who summarised the main viewpoints, it is hard to maintain the
distinction between MPrs and DMs, especially on purely functional
grounds. Both MPrs and DMs function in cognitive, social, and textual
domains and express attitude, assessments, and emotions. In my opinion,
even if DMs seem a broader category, which could include MPrs, a clear
distinction regarding their main function is indicated only by the
placement of a certain particle in the utterance. In this case, Schegloff’s
claim according to which what is critical for the interpretation of a
sequence in interaction “can be grounded in its position, not just its
composition” proves its validity (Schegloff 2007, 20).

Since the issue of a strict categorisation of DMs and MPrs remains
difficult, because of their formal and functional overlap, in my analysis the
expressions in fact, in reality, the reality is, and the truth is are considered
contextually both discourse markers and modal particles/stance (certainty)
markers. The initial position brings forward a connective function for the
markers in fact and in reality, whereas a final or sentence independent
position has only a modal function (e.g., this is the reality).

Epistemic certainty markers are also included among metadiscursive
expressions, as booster markers, “which allow writers to close down
alternatives, head off conflicting views and express their certainty in what
they say” (see Hyland 2005b, 52-53). By using boosters, the speaker’s
voice is confident, thus more convincing.

To conclude, propositional certainty is conveyed by linguistic means
and is not necessarily related to truth, viewed ideally or absolutely, or as a
strict correspondence between words and facts/reality. Certainty/booster
markers could have a rhetorical function, rather than expressing an

19T use the abbreviation MPrs instead of MPs (which is the usual one) to avoid the
confusion with the abbreviation MPs (Members of Parliament).
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ontological commitment, i.e. a genuine tendency to describe reality
objectively.

3. Analysing the Epistemic Certainty Markers

The position of the above-mentioned epistemic markers!! at the beginning
or at the end of the sequence is rhetorically important. I will start with the
markers in fact, in reality, and in truth, and conclude with predicative
expressions the fact is, the reality is, and the truth is, because they present
certain functional similitudes, and are ranked on an epistemic and
rhetorical scale from the low or neutral values to the most effective ones.
However, as the following analysis will show, a precise separation is
possible only for methodological reasons, since these markers often
intersect with each other in the same speech and are used simultaneously
to mutually increase their epistemic and rhetorical force.

In fact and in reality have been already inventoried as non-paraphrastic
reformulation markers, which express the highest distancing of the
speaker, correcting and invalidating the statement they refer to (see Roulet
1987; Rossari 1990). Thus, they can be indicators of the speaker’s
disagreement with a previous point of view and often involve a polemical
stance. While some researchers consider the pragmatic and discursive
functions of in fact and in reality quasi-equivalent, others believe that they
display significant differences (for a detailed discussion, see Rossari
1992).

3.1. In fact

The following examples capture the main functions and characteristics of
this marker. Since in the same example there can be two or more
occurrences of in fact, with different discursive values, each of them will
be registered with a subscript number, in parentheses:

(1) Mel Stride
The hon. Lady makes an entirely reasonable request for that
information. As I indicated, I am happy to provide it to her. In fact(),
divine inspiration has just arrived — I have an answer; I knew it was
lost somewhere in my mind. There have, in fact), been 12 opinions,
all of which have been supportive of HMRC. If she would care for any

T will call them as such, because this categorisation covers their pragmatic
function better.
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further information, I am happy to provide it outside the Committee.
(Hansard Debates, Column 28, 27.11.2018)

(2) Lord Alderdice

What does disbandment mean? There are some paramilitary
organisations or — who knows? — former paramilitary organisations that
say, “We’ve already gone away”. Whether people believe them or not
is another matter. There are other paramilitary organisations that
manifestly have not gone away but say that they would like to. In
Sact, every year they say they would like to, and even sometimes give
a date when they will, although it does not actually happen. There are
yet others that clearly have not the slightest intention of going away
and in factz want to continue, grow and cause us all trouble and
difficulty. (Hansard Debates, Column 241, 12.04.2016)

(3) Michelle Donelan
We have already announced the further £9 million. I completely agree
with the hon. Member about the importance of tackling this issue. In
Jact, our manifesto included a £1 billion fund for holiday activities, and
we are working on what that will encompass — [ believe it will
encompass some of these issues (Hansard Debates, Column 28,
22.10.2020).

In the examples above, in fact has significantly close values. In example
(1), the speaker refers to his previous attitude and his own reply, in order
to bring new clarifications. The reformulation introduced by in fact.),
which has a connective value, is thus intra-discursive'?, and the ironical
auto-correction: In fact, divine inspiration has just arrived, I have an
answer; I knew it was lost somewhere in my mind, has also the function of
a flimsy apology. In the second occurrence, in fact; has both a
metalinguistic and epistemic value, since the speaker introduces exact,
numeric information to confirm his previous viewpoint: There have, in
fact, been 12 opinions, all of which have been supportive of HMRC. Here,
the epistemic value is related to evidentiality, the 12 opinions mentioned
belonging to persons who could prove the truthfulness of the statement.
The second example displays two occurrences of in fact, as well. In
Jact) has a mainly connective metalinguistic function, its weak epistemic
value being reinforced by the marker actually. While in fact;) introduces a
specification, the second occurrence in the same example (2) adds
information that rhetorically strengthens the previous arguments: There
are yet others that clearly have not the slightest intention of going away

12 T distinguish here between intra-discourse (the speaker refers to his/her own
speech) and infer-discourse (the speaker refers to another person’s speech).
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and in facto) want to continue, grow and cause us all trouble and
difficulty. The cumulative construction p and in fact q is rhetorically quasi-
equivalent to a metalinguistic negation: not p, in fact q'.

In the third example, in fact includes exact, numeric information, in a
dialogical frame where agreement prevails, and thus reinforces the
speaker’s epistemic stance: / completely agree with the hon. Member
about the importance of tackling this issue. In fact, our manifesto included
a £1 billion fund. However, in the next sequence, by its subjective note,
the verb I believe reduces the degree of epistemic certainty and functions
as a mitigator: [ believe it will encompass some of these issues.

Analysing the reformulation markers en fait (“in fact”, “actually”) and
en réalité (“in reality”), Rossari (1992, 152-153) pointed out that the
foremost function of en fait (“in fact”) is connective. The viewpoint
introduced by en fait (“in fact”) creates a contrast, a distance between the
previous opinions, but does not necessary imply an opposition. Rossari
concludes that en fait (“in fact”) cannot be classified as an opposition
marker, as other researchers claim, especially Danjou-Flaux (1980, 1982).
Furthermore, Forsgren (2009, 60) points out that the connector en fait (“in
fact”), rather than marking a reformulation with a distancing enunciative
perspective, seems to introduce a development, a more or less lengthy
sequence of text. The connector has rather an interactional function of
presenting something, as a textual deictic particle. These observations are
valid in the case of examples from our English data, where the foremost
function of in fact is metalinguistic, as it introduces an informative
unit/sequence of superior rank. The epistemic certainty value of in fact is
rather weak and the speaker’s stance does not index/convey an opposition.
I insist on the (non-)cooperative aspect that in fact could create or simply
emphasise, because opposition and disagreement are attitudinal
expressions of stance, through which the speaker could evaluate an object,
position her/himself and align with other subjects (see Du Bois 2007, 163).

13 See Ducrot (1984, 217): “Jappelle « métalinguistique » une négation qui
contredit les termes mémes d’une parole effective a laquelle elle s’oppose. [...]
C’est cette négation « métalinguistique » qui permet par exemple d’annuler les
présupposés du positif sous-jacent, comme c’est le cas dans : « Pierre n’a pas cessé
de fumer ; en fait, il n’a jamais fumé de sa vie »”. One should remark the role of in
fact [Fr. “en fait”] to express a metalinguistic negation. See also Horn (1989, 63):
“[Metalinguistic negation is] a device for objecting to a previous utterance on any
grounds whatever, including the conventional or conversational implicata it
potentially induces, its morphology, its style or register, or its phonetic
realization”.
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The situation of the Romanian epistemic marker corresponding to
Engl. in fact is a little bit complicated, since, like in French, there are two
modal particles with apparently the same meaning: in fapt and de fapt
(both being loan translations of the French en fait and de fait). Like their
French correspondents, the two particles have pragmatic values that are
difficult to distinguish (see Rossari 1992). However, their diachronic
distribution is not similar, 7n fapt being used in the past, while nowadays it
is rare, if not quasi-absent. I found occurrences of in fapt only in the old
Romanian Parliament, contemporary records (2010-2019) exclusively
attesting the particle de fapt. Examples below are taken from a discourse
hold by Titu Maiorescu, an important Romanian politician and major
cultural figure of the nineteenth century. A professor, logician, and a
literary critic, Maiorescu was a member of the Conservative Party and a
founding member of the cultural and then political Society Junimea:

(4) Si astfel antidinasticii din opozitie devin adeseori lingusitorii de la
guvern, cu marele pericol cd, sub pretext de a atribui Regelui toate
meritele, i atribuie in fapt toata raspunderea si slabesc simtimantul
dinastic, de-abia statornicit dupad atitea peripetii. (Maiorescu, 16,
23.03.1888)

And thus the anti-dynastic members of the opposition often become the
flatterers of the government, with the great danger that, under the
pretext of attributing all the merits to the King, they in fact attribute all
the responsibility to him and weaken the dynastic feeling, which has
barely taken root here, after so many adventures.

(5) Daca in fapt nu este asa, sau dacd, precum aratati, calugarii [...] se
intrebuinteaza pentru alte servicii ecleziastice, aceasta ramane de
constatat in fapt; nu am avut cunostintd pana acum. Decét, d-lor
senatori, constatarea asta in fapt are partea ei delicata. (Maiorescu, 132,
20.01.1889)

If in fact this is not the case, or if, as you have shown, monks [...] are
used for other ecclesiastical services, it remains to be ascertained in
fact; 1 was not aware until now. Except, senators, this finding in fact
has its delicate side.

(6) A venit apoi proclamarea Independentei. [...] Turcia era biruitd si
alungata de la Dundre, si eram acum in fapt deslegati de ea.
(Maiorescu, 331, 5.02.1891)

Then came the proclamation of Independence. [...] Turkey was
defeated and driven from the Danube, and we were now in fact
detached from it.
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In these examples, in fapt (“in fact”) refers to factuality and its meaning is
equivalent to in truth. The marker has a metarepresentative value, helping
the speaker to construct the “discourse ontology” (see Chilton 2004, 54).
Its function is not connective, but essentially modal. These values are
similar neither to those taken from the English data, nor to those from the
contemporary Romanian political discourse, where Engl. in fact
corresponds to Rom. de fapt. Below are some examples, taken from The
Joint Session of the Chamber of Deputies and the Senate, on March 4,
2014, which record The Changing of the Structure and Political
Composition of Ponta government after the break-up of the Social Liberal
Union (USL), in February 2014:

(7) Vasile Blaga
Suntem noi astazi in fata Guvernului Ponta III, in fata unui guvern care
a rezultat din dezbateri ideologice? Nu. Suntem 1in fata unui Guvern
care vrea sa facd mult mai bine Romaniei? Nu. Spun ca vin cu acelasi
program de guvernare. De fapt, trebuie s-o spunem deschis, USL-ul s-a
rupt din cauza bataliilor pentru scaune, pentru bani si pentru putere.
(Aplauze) (CDEP, 4.03.2014)

Do we face the Ponta III Government today, a government that resulted
from ideological debates? We do not. Do we face a Government that
wants to do much better for Romania? No. They say they came with
the same governing programme. /n fact, we must say it openly, the
USL broke up because of quarrels over seats, money, and power.
(Applause)

(8) Mihai Razvan Ungureanu:
In primul rand, domnul prim-ministru Ponta vine in fata noastrd cu un
guvern buchet: doi-trei ghiocei si, in rest, mardcinii batrani ai politicii
romanesti. Va prezentati, domnule prim-ministru, in fata noastra, cu un
guvern incomplet, de fapt. (CDEP, 4.03.2014)

First of all, Prime Minister Ponta stands before us with a bouquet-
government: two or three snowdrops and, for the rest, the old thorns of
Romanian politics. You came here, Prime Minister, with an incomplete
government, in fact.

(9) Marko Béla:
Deci, stimati colegi, un scurt drept la replica. Da, nu am negat
niciodata si nu am ascuns opinia mea legatd de definitia de stat
national, in legaturd cu care o completare: prin drepturile minoritare
existente deja si incluse in Constitutie, bineinteles ca acest enunt s-a
modificat si, de fapt, s-a si anulat, dupa parerea mea, in ceea ce
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priveste un stat national al unei singure natiuni, singura cultura, singura
limba. (CDEP, 4.03.2014)

So, dear colleagues, a short right to reply. Yes, | have never denied and
I have not hidden my opinion regarding the definition of the national
state, in connection with which [I bring] an addendum: by the already
existing minority rights that are included in the Constitution, of course,
this statement has been amended and, in fact, annulled, in my opinion,
in terms of a nation-state of a single nation, a single culture, a single
language.

(10) Victor-Viorel Ponta

Stimati colegi aflati cu adevarat in opozitie,

Vreau si stiti ca nicio ordonantd de urgentd a Guvernului nu a fost
adoptata sau publicatda fard semndtura tuturor ministrilor liberali din
guvern si le multumesc pentru asta, pentru ca ordonantele pe care le-am
adoptat au avut ca scop fie angajamentele noastre internationale, fie, de
Japt, sd gasim o solutie la blocajul permanent al promulgarii legilor pe
care dumneavoastra, Parlamentul Romaniei, le-ati adoptat si pe care
presedintele Romaniei, de fiecare data, le-a refuzat. (CDEP, 4.03.2014)

Dear colleagues who are actually in opposition,

I want you to know that no Government emergency ordinance was
adopted or published without the signatures of all the Liberal ministers
in the government, and I thank them for that, because goals of the
ordinances we adopted were aimed either at our international
commitments or, in fact, at finding a solution to the permanent
deadlock in the promulgation of the laws that you, the Romanian
Parliament, adopted and that the President of Romania, each time,
refused.

In example (7), de fapt (“in fact”) occurs after a succession of rhetorical
questions. The speaker, a prominent member of the opposition, wants to
clearly underline the cause of the former coalition’s dissolution, which, in
his view, is neither ideological, nor related to better governance. In fact
has the role of ensuring the rhetorical transition to the final sequence,
which is meant to reveal the forthright truth. However, the parenthetical
metacommunicative sequence that announces the blunt statement has a
mitigating effect, first by its anticipatory character, which helps
accommodate the public to what follows, second by its deontic structure,
which implies a moral obligation from which the speaker could not evade:
De fapt, trebuie s-o spunem deschis (“In fact, we have to say it openly”).
The epistemic stance (deonticity and certainty) serves here to strengthen
the speaker’s moral political ethos (discursive image).
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In examples (8), (9), and (10), de fapt (“in fact”) has a metalinguistic
value, introducing a succinct clarification/definition (8), a
cancellation/correction (9), and a specification (10).

In their study, which adopts a perspective that combines a synchronic
approach to pragmatic implicature and scalarity on one hand, and the role
of pragmatics in semantic change on the other, Schwenter and Traugott
(2000, 7-8; 11-13) recognise three different meanings of in fact:

(1) in fact, is an adverbial [phrase] meaning “in practice, as far as can
be told from evidence, in actuality”. It answers the question “with respect
to what”. This value does not involve a scalar property, i.e. does not index
one as higher or lower on a scale than any other (Schwenter and Traugott
2000, 11). In our data, examples (4), (5), and (6) better reflect this
meaning.

(2) In fact, functions as an adversative adverb, with an epistemic
modal primary meaning. Its semantics combines aspects of the meaning of
strongly epistemic adverbs, like certainly, and adversative adverbs, like
however. In fact, signals linguistically that the proposition over which it
has scope (q) is more highly ranked than some preceding proposition on a
scale of epistemic commitment (Schwenter and Traugott 2000, 13).
Examples (1(2)), (2(2)), and (7) reflect this epistemic scalar property.

(3) In fact; signals that what follows (q) is a stronger (yet parallel)
argument for the speaker’s rhetorical purpose than what precedes (p)'.
Thus, in fact; is a type of discourse marker with sequential role
(Schwenter and Traugott 2000, 12—13). While in fact, operates on the
scale of epistemic commitment, in fact; concerns the rhetorical strength
scale. Given its property of introducing a gradual rectification, in fact; is
utilised by neo-Gricean pragmaticists for identifying linguistic scales that
license implicatures, specifically to determine that some inferences are
defeasible or cancellable (see discussion in Schwenter and Traugott 2000,
12). Example (9) from our data provides an utterance where in fact
introduces a cancellation of the scalar implicature: “bineinteles ca acest
enunt s-a modificat si, de fapt, s-a si anulat, dupa parerea mea” (“of
course, this statement has been amended and, in fact, annulled, in my
opinion”), where the participle annulled preceded by in fact cancels the
inference conveyed by the participle amended (“it was amended, not
completely changed”). Examples (2(2), (3), and (8-10) could represent in

14 “In fact indexes the expression or proposition in q as being a stronger argument
on a scale of rhetorical strength than the expression or proposition in p, thereby
strengthening the speaker’s argumentative position” (Schwenter and Traugott
2000, 12). For this argumentative perspective, see also Anscombre and Ducrot
(1983).
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facts instances, as well. However, it is worth noting that it was quite
difficult to apply this theoretical perspective to my data, as the contextual
meaning of in _fact often seems to elude a strict categorisation.

As Schwenter and Traugott (2000) outline, their approach stands in
opposition to the previous perspective of Roulet (1987) and Rossari
(1992), according to which the marker has contextually-bound uses.

Now, I shall try to systematise and use all the previous observations, in
order to better understand the functions of in fact in the context under
scrutiny.

First, in my examples, in fact; could be accurately isolated only in the
examples (4-6), which, significantly, are drawn from the old Romanian
Parliament (the second half of the nineteenth century). In fact; preserves
the meaning of the word fact, which means “act, deed, reality”; thereby it
could not be considered as a discourse marker, but only a modal, epistemic
particle. I suppose that Engl. in fact; corresponds to Rom. in fapt (< Fr. en
fait), while in fact; and in fact;, which function as discourse markers,
correspond to Rom. de fapt (< Fr. de faif), which displays a high degree of
pragmaticalisation.

Concerning modal values, in fact; (meaning “in reality, in truth,
according to the truth”) expresses the stronger epistemic certainty'>. This
is the primary use, from which the secondary discursive, connective values
derive!®, The scalar properties of in fact> and in fact; influence their
epistemic force as well. As Schwenter and Traugott (2000, 20) noticed, in
fact, rather indicates a subjective epistemic stancetaking, while in fact; has
non-epistemic values. In my opinion, a complete desemantisation of in fact
never occurred, in any of its instances, both English and Romanian
speakers retaining an intuitive perception of its primary meaning related to
the metalinguistics of truth (see further analysis).

Second, modal/epistemic and argumentative uses of in fact overlap
closely; accordingly, it is difficult to separate clear occurrences of one or
another value. In argumentative contexts, the sequence/proposition
introduced by in fact indicates a stronger epistemic commitment and
simultaneously a stronger rhetorical stance than a previous sequence.
Therefore, in fact> and in fact; are very difficult to dissociate. In my
opinion, there are two distinct values that (often) occur at the same time.

15 For Schwenter and Traugott (2000, 11-12; 21), the higher epistemic certainty
value is ascribed to in fact,. This adversative meaning is considered the epistemic
modal value par excellence.

16 See Schwenter and Traugott (2000, 15-21), for the historical evolution of the
English in fact.
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Third, the discourse marker in fact indicates a progression, a gradual
rectification, a metalinguistic and often an argumentative climax, but does
not create necessarily an inter- or intra-discursive opposition (see
especially the English examples and the Romanian examples (6) and (7)).
In the Romanian examples (7) and (8), which apparently are more
controversial, de fapt (“in fact”) brings an evaluation that justifies the clear
disapproving stancetaking, even the conflict between the party in power
and the members of the opposition party. The context in which de fapt (“in
fact”) occurs is already polemical, and the marker serves only to introduce
the highest rhetorical point. To create an opposition, as I shall show below,
in_fact must be reinforced by other discursive means (see infra, under 3.4.).
If on the epistemic, evaluative scale, in fact is rather neutral or subjective
(see examples 3 and 9), it is not an indicator of speaker’s convergent or
divergent alignment too, as it can occur in cooperative contexts, as well as
in polemical ones.

3.2. In reality / the reality is / this is the reality

In contrast to in fact, the marker in reality preserves its full semantic
value. It creates an ontological tension immediately, as it involves the
opposition between appearance and reality, which has an intrinsic
argumentative dimension. Perelman and Olbrechts-Tyteca (1971, 415)
consider this dissociation to be the prototype of all conceptual
dissociation, because of its widespread use and its basic importance in
philosophy. Appearance—reality is one of the philosophical dichotomous
pairs (e.g., means—end, accident—essence, individual-universal, particular—
general) that help describe and systematise reality. These pairs can ground
a dissociative logical schema'” and “are often introduced as data, not for
discussion, as instruments that make it possible to structure the discourse
in a manner that appears objective” (Perelman and Olbrechts-Tyteca 1971,
422).

Referring to these abstract categories is a way of legitimising a certain
point of view/stance. It is equivalent to a rhetorical and
(pseudo)argumentative strategy, because it can support both a valid and an
invalid point of view.

Examples below illustrate some characteristic uses of the marker in
reality in British Parliament:

17 “The dissociation expresses a vision of the world and establishes hierarchies for
which it endeavours to provide the criteria” (Perelman and Olbrechts-Tyteca 1971,
420). For a detailed description of dissociation as an argumentative technique, see
Perelman and Olbrechts-Tyteca (1971, 411-459).
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(11) Chris Davies

“Fairness” seems to be the word of the day — the word of English votes
for English laws. I heard it when the Prime Minister was on the steps
of Downing Street following the Scottish referendum, I heard it when
William Hague was drafting these proposals, and I now hear it every
time this Bill is mentioned: “English votes for English laws — it’s all
about fairness.” It is, after all, why we all are here — why this Chamber
exists. We are here to decide the fairest way to spend our taxpayers’
money, the fairest way to operate our public services, and the fairest
way to run our country. Fairness, fairness, fairness — but what exactly
is fair about this Bill?

Mr MacNeil

In reality, the hon. Gentleman is talking about a grievance — an English
grievance. They never finish in this place talking about Scots with a
grievance, but the reality is that the grievance is an English grievance
and they dress it up with the word “fairness”. This is grievance,
grievance, grievance on the English side.

(Hansard Debates, Column 1229, 22.10.2015)

(12) Sir William Cash

The reality is that there are declared jihadists who have been in Syria
and other parts of the Middle East. Jihadi John, as he was described, is
a very good example of a declared jihadist who came from the United
Kingdom, but I was not making a point about the United Kingdom,
although I do perceive the danger. I was referring to the fact that there
is no doubt that citizens — admittedly, they were French — who had
been to Syria and come back via routes that enabled them to get to
Paris contributed to the carnage. People can dispute that if they wish,
but the facts are clear. The reality is that real problems have to be
addressed, and that is an extremely important part of this debate.
People can have differing views, but the reality is that there are real
dangers. (Hansard Debates, Column 1337, 14.12.2015)

(13) Mr. Hammond

I am afraid that it is characteristic of the Opposition that they are able
to see the world only through the lens of inputs—

Rachael Maskell

That is the reality!

Mr. Hammond

The reality is that since 2010 we have increased the number of schools
that are good or outstanding. That means that 90% of schools are now
either good or outstanding, and that 1.9 million more children are being
taught in good or outstanding schools. That is the metric that matters to
parents and to children themselves in terms of their life chances. It is
not always just about the money; it is also about the outcomes.
(Hansard Debates, Column 750, 13.03.2018)
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(14) Lord Duncan of Springbank

The role of the Northern Ireland Civil Service is vital to the functioning
of the situation in Northern Ireland as we understand it. In reality, civil
servants have been placed in an invidious position. Without their work
we would be in a much worse position. However, the reality remains
that serious political decisions cannot really be taken by the Civil
Service. That is why we require a restored Executive now (Hansard
Debates, Column 1285, 18.03.2019).

One can notice the very mobile place of these modal and metadiscursive
markers and their alternating position during the speech. The entire speech
is organised around them, as the epistemic certainty stance constitutes in
fact the core of the speaker’s message. In other words, the speech is
construed on this opposition. At the same time, the variability of the
structures which contain the word reality: in reality/the reality is that, that
is the reality/the reality remains, certifies that the term conserves its full
referential meaning, without being affected by its simple connective value.

The logical/argumentative connectors but and however (which
indicate/infer opposition) combine with in reality to strengthen the
polemical force of the reply. Here, in reality can be considered an
argumentative connector/operator in the main. Alongside the logical
connector but, it introduces a very common argumentative scheme in
parliamentary discourse that involves two mental representations of the
discursive object: one proposed as valid and the other rejected (p, but not
@). It is both an adversative and polyphonic structure'®, which allows the
speakers to bring forward their viewpoint on a certain situation or fact as a
normative, objective one, and to reject another as invalid or incorrect (see
also Hoindrescu 2018). Using this argumentative scheme, the speaker may
express a critical view in affirmative terms, avoiding any negative
linguistic structure. Disagreeing is induced by linguistic and cognitive
structures (the connectors but and however imply a contrastive point of
view, while the appearance-reality dichotomy involves ontological and
moral assessments). The appearance-reality pair suggests an error, a
misrepresentation, and even an intentional mistake on the opponent’s part.
In the latter case, namely that of intentional distortion, the opponent’s
message is indirectly characterised as a lie, which is an intrinsic negative
evaluation whereby one denounces serious moral issues.

The affirmative construction of the statement has an important
rhetorical effect, the critical positioning of the speaker being perceived as

18 For the polyphonic structure of negative and adversative utterances, see Ducrot
(1984, 213-233).
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more objective than the one expressed by a direct refutation, in negative
terms. Thus, this structure has a mitigating value, which makes it more
rational and, at the same time, more polite/less aggressive. Besides, it can
be associated with other mitigators or hedges, as in example (14), where
the epistemic certainty is to some extent attenuated, speakers expressing
the possibility of being wrong or misunderstanding the facts: the
situation... as we understand it. As pragmatic phenomena, mitigation and
evidentiality often interact in discourse (Figueras Bates and Kotwica 2020,
3). These examples prove scholars’ claim that epistemic stance is closely
linked to argumentation and other rhetorical strategies, and also to
politeness strategies, since it can increase solidarity (positive politeness) or
expresses more distance (negative politeness) (see Lakoff 1972; Holmes
1984, apud Aijmer 2016, 18).

It is important to notice that the rhetorical construction of truth is often
achieved in the absence of actual evidentiality markers. The speaker does
not prove the source of his/her knowledge, but dialectically or polemically
affirms it. Let’s consider example (12), where the speaker’s certitude is
increased by other strong epistemic markers, which also function as
boosters: there is no doubt; people can dispute that if they wish, but the
facts are clear. The speaker’s firm epistemic commitment to the truth
makes his evaluations understood as shared knowledge between
interlocutors, common presuppositions, the veracity of which should not
be questioned. Example (11) is interesting too, since it displays another
type of subjective certainty. The dispute between the two speakers is
merely a metalinguistic one, concerning how to call a vote a “fairness” or
a “grievance”, from the Scottish and English points of view. Defining
words with an argumentative aim in mind is a common strategy in
political/parliamentary discourse (see Zarefsky 2004, 2006; Hoinarescu
2018). Rhetorical repetition (in Chris Davies’s intervention) and echoic-
mention, polemical repetition (in MacNeil’s reply) are devices for
intensifying the epistemic certainty of the speakers. However, both
definitions remain subjective, since both serve only the speaker’s
argumentative purpose. Example (13) displays a dialogical competition
regarding the speakers’ right to impose their own interpretation of reality.
In this case, the representative of the government party resorts to factual
evidence to prove the truth of his version. The use of the metrical
(numerical) argument is convincing and difficult to refute, denouncing the
intervention of the opposition as purely rhetorical.

The following examples are taken from contemporary Romanian data
and provide new insightful perspectives on the rhetorical relation between
epistemicity and evidentiality in political discourse:
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(15) Calin Popescu Tariceanu

Toatd lumea a observat ca opozitia, din pdcate, nu are niciun program
real, alternativ la Guvern, nici persoane competente care sd preia
conducerea Executivului, iar, din pdcate, noul PNL, o spun cu mult
regret, este in realitate vechiul PDL, nu are ideologie, (Aplauze) nu
mai are nicio legétura cu liberalismul — si va dati seama cu cdt regret
spun acest lucru — dar are o legatura certd. Doamna Paul, legatura de
care vreau sa va vorbesc o stifi: e legatura cu basismul. (Aplauze)
(CDEP, 29.09. 2015)

Everyone has noticed that the opposition, unfortunately, has no real
alternative programme to that of the Government, nor people
competent to take over the leadership of the Executive, and,
unfortunately, the new PNL, I say this with great regret, is in reality
the old PDL, it has no ideology, (Applause.) it has nothing to do with
liberalism — and you realise how sorry I am to say it — but it has a
definite connection. Mrs. Paul, you know what the connection I want to
talk to you about is: it’s the connection to “Basism” [political ideology
and behaviour of the former president Traian Basescu] (Applause).

In this example, the affective component of stance is very strong. The
speaker complains of the supposed lack of ideological direction in the
Liberal Party, as a result of its fusion with the Democratic Party, a new
political formation he was excluded from (therefore, the speaker has
reasons to be resentful). The subjective, affective stance, which is clearly
emphasised by different linguistic devices: din pdcate “unfortunately”; o
spun cu mult regret “l say this with great regret”; va dati seama cu cdt
regret spun acest lucru “you realise how sorry I am to say it”, is meant to
reinforce an epistemic certainty, the amplitude of the regret being
apparently directly proportional to the gravity and accuracy of the
empirical observation. In other words, emotion is a rhetorical tool for
strengthening the idea of an objective, certain evaluation, which is already
implied by the argumentative use of the appearance-reality opposition.
Epistemic and affective stance are supported by evidential markers too,
whereby the speaker emphasises the solidarity, the agreement with his
point of view of a large category of people, generically designated by
toatd lumea “everyone”. All these strategies rhetorically align the
speaker’s subjective epistemic certainty stance with the stance of a
supposed consensual majority of people; thus, the critical point of view
gains legitimacy and objectivity.

In the example below, evidentiality becomes a central device in
advocating the speaker’s correctness:
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(16) Ion Marcel Vela
Principalul argument invocat de Guvern referitor la gratierea unor
pedepse este acela al supraaglomerdrii din inchisorile romanesti si
respectarea drepturilor omului. fn realitate, suntem in fata unor politici
normative menite sd exonereze si sd faca scapati o serie de lideri care
au primit condamnari din partea instantelor roméanesti. |...]
Dovada clard a faptului cd, in realitate, coalitia PSD-ALDE nu are ca
obiectiv real solutionarea problemei supraaglomerarii din inchisori
consta in aceea ca prin legislatia propusd sunt gratiate pedepsele cu
suspendare. Aici se afld de fapt cheia acestei reglementari: stergerea cu
buretele a condamnarii unor lideri ai coalitiei aflate la guvernare.
(CDEP, 8.02.2017)

The main argument invoked by the Government regarding the
[proposed] pardon of some punishments is that of overcrowding in
Romanian prisons and of respect for human rights. In reality, we are
faced with normative policies meant to exonerate and bail out a series
of political leaders who have been convicted in Romanian courts. [...]
The clear proof that, in reality, the PSD-ALDE coalition does not have
as its real objective a solution to the problem of prison overcrowding
consists in the fact that, through the proposed legislation, suspended
sentences [i.e. that are not actually carried out] are pardoned. Here, in
fact, is the key to this new regulation: wiping out the convictions of
ruling coalition leaders.

The “clear proof”, which the speaker metadiscursively invokes to refute
the Government argumentation, is presented as a quasi-logical argument'®,
consisting in highlighting the contradiction between the opponent’s words
and facts, namely the humanitarian objectives claimed by the ruling party
and its partisans, and the biased benefits they would derive. This linguistic
structure, which associates evidential and epistemic certainty: Dovada
clara a faptului ca, in realitate (“The clear proof that, in reality”), is
almost conventionalised in Romanian. One should notice also the
alternative use of in realitate/de fapt (“in reality”/“in fact”) with
referential, factual meaning in both examples (15) and (16).

Along with the explanatory force of the appearance—reality dichotomy,
its speculative component can be also actualised in argumentation. Of
course, not every politician is able to notice this potential and exploit it

19 According to Perelman and Olbrechts-Tyteca (1971, 193), quasi-logical
arguments, “lay claim to a certain power of conviction, in the degree that they
claim to be similar to the formal reasoning of logic or mathematics”.
Argumentation based on logical contradiction and incompatibility represents a
subtype of quasi-logical argumentation.
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rhetorically. A suggestive illustration of this specific use, excerpted from
the English data is given below:

(17) Yasmin Qureshi
Although everyone is aware that, theoretically, prisoners are treated for
drug or alcohol misuse, in reality it is not happening. In reality,
substance abuse is leading to more disturbances in prison and, of
course, causing much reoffending. We are spending something like
£16 billion tackling reoffending, so something is not going right. Many
people are coming into prison because they are addicted to drugs or
alcohol. I remember from my 20 years of prosecuting and defending in
the criminal law that many of my clients and some whom I was
prosecuting, often involving domestic violence, for example, were
there because one partner was normally drunk and, in an argument,
would start hitting out at their partner.
Young people I would see, who were often committing what we would
call low-level offences — although I do not like to use that term — were
often addicted to drugs. So, for example, they might be walking past a
car with a door open or a window down, and if they saw a purse, they
would take it; or they might break a window, take a purse and run off
with it because they needed the money; or a mobile phone, which they
could sell to get money to feed their drug addiction. In the same way, if
they walked past a house with an open door and nobody seemed to be
there, they often thought it was an ideal opportunity to go in and steal. [
am not making excuses for anyone, but that is the reality of how things
happened.
Why did those people do those things? Because they were addicted and
they needed to find money quickly. They needed to sell something and
get their next fix, to use a colloquialism. Therefore, as I think everyone
knows, a lot of people who come into prison already have substance or
alcohol abuse problems, and they still have those problems when they
leave prison. It is therefore appropriate for the Committee properly to
consider this issue, so we very much support the amendment moved by
the hon. Member for Dwyfor Meirionnydd. It is one thing to say what
should happen in theory, but that is not happening in reality. In
reality, there is not enough provision in the Prison Service to deal with
substance and alcohol abuse, and we know that that causes reoffending
and violence. This really important issue needs to be addressed
(Hansard Debates, Column 19, 29.03.2017).

In example (17) the speaker brings into discussion the theory-reality
opposition to demonstrate that drug policy could be unintentionally wrong
and consecutively harmful to people involved in these programs. More
specifically, she intersects two dichotomous pairs in her speech, namely
theory—practice and appearance—reality. “Theory” is understood thus as a
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deceitful construct, an illusory appearance. The argumentation is construed
here, as in other cases where philosophical pairs have a structuring
function, through a dissociation technique®: It is one thing to say what
should happen in theory, but that is not happening in reality. In reality,
there is not enough provision in the Prison.

Old Romanian Parliament provides many instances to illustrate the
speculative force of the pair appearance—reality, as important MPs had a
deep background in philosophy and good oratorical skills. The following
example is taken from a speech delivered, in 1889, by Al. Lahovari, a
notable Romanian politician and diplomat. He led important ministries,
including the Ministry of Foreign Affairs and Justice:

(18) Toate pamanturile pe hartie au aceeasi calitate, aceeasi valoare,
aceeasi figurd, aceeasi aparentd; in realitate insd nu e de loc asa.
(Lahovari, 125, 1.03.1889)

On paper, all lands have the same quality, the same value, the same
figure, the same appearance; in reality, however, this is not the case at
all.

In Lahovari’s speech the very dichotomy appearance-reality is put into
question. The speaker suggests a more profound examination of the issue
at stake in order to avoid an unintentional error. Invoking the appearance—
reality pair is tantamount to an invitation to reflect on the very essence of
the facts/reality.

The next example belongs to Titu Maiorescu, Minister of Foreign
Affairs in office at that time:

(19) Orce ati talmaci si rastdlmaci d-voastra din acte impotriva actiunei
noastre, realitatea este cd actiunea aceasta a adus ca rezultat Pacea de
la Bucuresti (aplauze puternice, mult repetate). Fireste, dupa proverbul

20 “Argumentation leads to the dissociation of concepts if appearance is opposed
to reality. Normally, reality is perceived through appearances that are taken as
signs referring to it. When, however, appearances are incompatible — an oar in
water looks broken but feels straight to the touch — it must be admitted, if one is to
have a coherent picture of reality, that some appearances are illusory and may lead
to error regarding the real. Because the status of appearance is equivocal, one is
forced to distinguish between those appearances that correspond with reality and
those that are only illusory. The distinction will depend on a conception of reality
that can serve as a criterion for judging appearances. Whatever is conformable to
this conception of the real will be given value; whatever is opposed to it will be
denied value” (https://www.britannica.com/topic/rhetoric/Rhetoric-in-philosophy-
the-new-rhetoric).
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francez, multe cai duc la Roma, poate ar fi fost si alte mijloace de
succes. Dar ce-ar fi fost daca n-ar fi fost ce a fost (ilaritate)? Ce ar fi
fost, dacd ar fi fost ce n-a fost? (ilaritate). Aceasta duce la nesfarsitul

Realitatea se mdrgineste in ceea ce este si nu in ce ar fi putut fi;
realitatea este Pacea de la Bucuresti (aplauze), realitatea este ca am
ajuns la acest rezultat, fara a fi primejduit tara, si inaltand prestigiul
Romaniei, astfel cum recunoasteti toti ca este inaltat (aplauze).
(Maiorescu, 1130, 4.12.1913)

Whatever your interpretation and misinterpretation of the documents to
dispute our action, the reality is that this action resulted in the Peace of
Bucharest (loud, prolonged applause). Of course, according to the
French proverb, many paths lead to Rome, perhaps there would have
been other means of [achieving] success. But what if what was weren’t
what it was (hilarity)? What would there have been if there had been
what wasn’t? (hilarity). This leads to the endlessness of human
possibilities.

Reality is limited to what it is and not what it could have been; the
Peace of Bucharest is reality (applause), the reality is that we have
achieved this result, without endangering the country, and raising the
prestige of Romania, as you all acknowledge that it rose (applause).

Maiorescu thematises the philosophical pair appearance-reality to
ironically refute the inappropriate, even inept criticism of the opposition,
labelling it a simple misinterpretation. He distinguishes factual (reality)
from counterfactual history, rendering the allegation of the opposition
purely hypothetical or fictional. Due to the speculative nature of this type
of criticism in the specific political context, the orator succeeds in
ridiculing and discrediting the actions of the opposite side, and to
indirectly praise the actions of the party he represents.

The reiteration in periodic sentences of the expression realitatea este
(“the reality is...”) increases the expressive and persuasive force of the
epistemic stance in this context. One can note how an intelligent and
creative speaker can turn epistemic markers into an important resource of
political legitimacy. By invoking a state of affairs (reality), the orator
gives a note of objectivity to his speech, praise and criticism resulting
from the very nature of facts, not from a subjective assessment. This
discursive attitude is very convincing and consolidates the orator’s
credibility and reliability, as well as his intelligence ethos (discursive
image)?!.

21 For the description of these different forms of political ethos, see Charaudeau
(2005, 87-128).
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3.3. In truth... | The truth is... | This is the truth...

On the epistemic evaluation scale, expressions containing the word “truth”
are the strongest, introducing a polemical note par excellence. If the
operator (in) reality introduced the opposition appearance—reality, the
word truth comes into opposition with [lie. The truth—lie pair has
axiological and moral values. The rhetorical movement that invalidates the
opposite opinion is to make the speaker’s viewpoint objective, by resorting
to facts. The dispute moves from the political or even interpersonal level
to an abstract level, the speaker protesting against the violation of the truth
condition. Invoking truth in discourse (what one can call the
“metalinguistics of truth”) becomes a strategy for transgressing the
speaker’s subjectivity. At the same time, the appeal to the truth can sub-
textually reference an unfair practice on the opponent’s part, i.e. lying,
concealing, or omitting real data. The metalinguistics of truth (the
definition of truth) gives the discourse a more speculative turn, in the
rhetorical line of emphasising objectivity.

Interestingly, the connector in fruth is absent in the English data.
Merriam-Webster defines it “in accordance with fact” and considers it
synonymous with actually, in fact, while Oxford English Dictionary
(OED) marked it as being formal. In Romanian, the corresponding phrases
in adevarl/intr-adevar (“in truth”) are not synonymous with in fact, but
with the adverb indeed, “used to emphasize a positive statement or
answer” (OED). One could notice a certain circularity in the definition of
terms referring to facts and truth, since indeed is etymologically formed by
prep. in + deed, similar to Latin phrase in factum > Engl. in fact, Fr. en

fait, meaning “in fact, in reality, in truth”. A discussion concerning the

factors that determined the stylistic/pragmatic limitation of this strong
epistemic certainty marker in English, or factors that influenced its
semantic change in Romanian goes beyond the objectives of the present
study.

Instead, the predicative expressions The truth is... are frequent in the
British Parliament and significantly in the debates in which the subject is
the (factual) truth:

(20) Baroness Armstrong of Hill Top (Lab)
My Lords, is not the issue that there was a general consultation, which
asked, “Do you have any ideas for deregulation?”. That is how, on
licensing, the idea of deregulating liqueur chocolates came into being.
That is the issue and the truth. The truth is that the idea of carrying
out this precise measure was never put to anybody else. Health
authorities would probably never even dream that somebody would be
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daft enough to include that in the Deregulation Bill. (Hansard Debates,
Column 441, 19.11.2014)

(21) Steve Baker (Conservative Party)

My hon. Friend is, of course, right. He and I sit on the Treasury
Committee and we have heard from the Debt Management Office
about the factors propping up the current level of borrowing. Not only
has borrowing been back-stopped by the Bank of England, but bond
market traders are aware of the Chancellor’s and the Government’s
intention to balance the books, have confidence in it and, therefore,
will keep lending to us. The situation, however, is precarious and the
Labour party would put it in danger.

VAT cannot really go up. If it went up further, it would hit the poorest
hardest and that would be wrong. On income tax, perhaps Labour
would reduce the personal allowance. The truth is that the top 1%
already pay a quarter of income tax. How much further can we go? My
right hon. and learned Friend the Member for Rushcliffe (Mr Clarke)
said that the 50p rate was pointless, I think — I will have to check
whether that is what he said, but it is pointless. It is an act of spite to
pretend that the rich will pay through their income tax; all they will do
is adjust their behaviour. We put up capital gains tax and the revenues
from it went down. My right hon. Friend the Member for Wokingham
(Mr Redwood) has explained that in detail on his blog.

The truth is that the evidence shows that in this country there is a hard
limit to how much the public will pay in taxation. Depending on how
we measure GDP, it is somewhere between 35% and 40% of GDP. If
we are committed to balancing the books, we have to take overall
Government spending down to the level that people will pay in tax, and
there is a historical limit.

Labour Members have been rather hysterical about the Government
consumption chart, which shows us going back to the 1930s. This is
about balancing the books. I believe that Labour Members want to put
up capital spending, and debt interest is already forecast to overtake
education spending. There is a really tough problem here. The truth is
that hysterics on either side of the argument will not do. For example,
wealth taxes will not work. Opposition Members seem to think we will
get the rich to pay, but Denis Healey said of a wealth tax:

“I found it impossible to draft one which would yield enough revenue
to be worth the administrative cost and political hassle.”

The truth is that there is very little chance of getting out of the mess we
are in without taking extremely difficult decisions. Unlike turning
around a commercial company, we cannot cut to the bone once and
then build back up; reducing the deficit has to be taken gently, and we
have done it at an appropriate pace. The Chancellor has the right plan,
and I shall certainly back him tonight. (Hansard Debates, Column 775,
13.01.2015)
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(22) Owen Smith

It is frankly arrant nonsense to suggest that staying within the EU or
being in the customs union or the single market is in any way, shape or
form an impediment to growing our trade outside the EU. The truth is
that we have succeeded in doing that over the past 30 years from
within the EU, and other countries are doing it even as we speak. It is
utter nonsense, and we need to call it out as such and not accept the
set of lies that continues to be propagated by those who are
ideologically determined to drive Brexit through.

Finally, all I have just described as truth is completely contested. 1 fully
accept our country is still very much divided, and it is not sufficient for
the Government or for the Labour party in opposition to acquiesce, in
respecting the will of the people, to allowing our country to become
poorer, less secure and more isolated, but nor is it sufficient for us
simply to overrule the will of people. The only way we can sort this
out, the only way we can act in the national interest and secure the
agreement of the British people, is to give them the opportunity, once
we know the final terms of the deal — what is really on offer, not the
lies that have been told but the truth that is then exposed — of a final
ratifying referendum, a final say, a people’s vote, or whatever we want
to call it. That would bring this country together. Frankly, it would
save this country from a lesser future — a less secure, less prosperous
and more isolated future. [...] (Hansard Debates, Column 1105,
26.04.2018)

(23) Lord Campbell-Savours

My Lords, can the Minister establish the #7uth about a number of
reports in national newspapers that the French are turning back people
coming into France from Italy on the basis that they are claiming
refugee status? Can we find out where the truth lies?

Baroness Williams of Trafford

I am sure that I cannot point to where the truth lies at this point at the
Dispatch Box. First, do not believe everything that you read in the
papers. The truth is that the UK is a great country. Quite often, we beat
ourselves up about all sorts of things, but lots of people want to come
here. I will not pass judgment at this point in time on what France is
doing, but we are working very closely with our French partners, who
are helping us in our endeavour.

Lord Campbell-Savours

I asked a specific question: can we find out the #ruth? Are these reports
true or not?

Baroness Williams of Trafford

The answer is that I do not know but I know that we are working very
closely with our French partners. (Hansard Debates, Column 2102,
07.01.2019)
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(24) Naz Shah (Bradford West) (Lab)

The truth remains that the Home Office does not actually know how
many people were cheating. The truth remains that 35,000 people had
their visas revoked as part of the Home Office and the Government’s
anti-immigration atmosphere and hostile environment. That is the
truth. Lots of people gave evidence to the Home Affairs Committee, of
which [ am a former member, and the truth is that the concerns that my
right hon. Friend the Member for East Ham (Stephen Timms) raised
are absolutely valid. People have lost their livelihoods. They cannot
return home because of the shame and the stigma. They have no
recourse to public funds to defend themselves. They have been labelled
guilty and as cheats. That is a crying shame, and / absolutely disagree
with the Minister when she says this is not a shameful episode. We
have had Windrush and the whole hostile environment, and TOEIC is
exactly the same thing. Given that the evidence is no longer secure, is
it not right that we should not deport anybody else and not force
through any more deportations from our detention centres of students
who have found themselves the victims of the incompetence of our
Home Office and Government? (Hansard Debates, Column 1344,
24.07.2019)

It is worth noting the mobility of this structure, as in the case of the
previous expression regarding “reality”. Rhetorical variants depend on
their placement and can occur in the initial position, where the expression
introduces a predicative subordinate: the reality is (examples 11-17, 19),
remains (14), the truth is (examples 20-24), remains (11), lies (23), in the
final position: but that is not happening in reality (17), in an independent
sentence: This/that is the truth (24), this/that is the reality (17), or even in
the interrogative rhetorical variant (23). There are noticeable rhetorical-
stylistic variations between its subordinate and its independent use. The
first challenges the truthfulness of the point of view discussed, integrating
the statement in a polyphonic structure, while the independent use has a
conclusive and verdictive value. The final sequence sets a final opinion
that does not allow contradiction, so the expression has a great rhetorical
force.

Especially in example (21), which is longer, the rhetoric of truth is
very clearly developed as a polemical answer. This expression has a
discourse structuring function, and it is strategically repeated four times. In
this case, factual truth is sustained by evidence: numeric data that give the
speech scientific objectivity. The relation between truth, knowledge, and
source is balanced, as the discursive proofs are official, verifiable data.
Conversely, example (23) provides an interesting illustration of how
rhetorical construction of truth does not always depend on real facts. In
other words, the relation between truth-factual validity and evidentiality is
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not unconditional. The speaker, Baroness Williams of Trafford, cannot
give a concrete answer, based on facts, to a question, but replies with a
general statement, which cannot be rejected, as it has the value of a
political cliché: The truth is that the UK is a great country.

Example (22) develops an explicit opposition truth-lie. To make the
dissociation technique more effective, these two opposite terms are
combined with related words, like frankly (“in accordance with truth,
affirming the truth”), arrant, utter nonsense (“untrue fact”), periphrastic
constructions like truth is completely contested. Through this open, direct,
and categorical approach (the underlined qualifiers are superlatives), the
speaker supports a point of view as the correct, objective one, while
rejecting the opposite opinion as being absurd, nonsensical. It is a
rhetorical construction of truth, essentially based on attitude and emotion,
through which the speaker conveys agreement and solidarity with all those
who already share his opinion. At the same time, the discourse remains
very unconvincing for those who disagree with it for at least equally solid
reasons, who are referred to by the speaker in a very impersonal manner: /
Sully accept our country is still very much divided. The disagreement
implied by the truth-lie rhetoric and the disapproval stance rhetorically
construed through it is explicitly expressed by the speaker in example
(24): I absolutely disagree with...

3.4. Fact, Reality, and Truth

The epistemic expressions including the words fact, reality, and truth can
be co-occurrent, as they have a definitional circularity (one term enters in
the definitional scheme of the other). They complement each other in the
same sentence, as in the example below, to increase the speaker’s
certainty:

(25) Mr Campbell
No. That is the reality and the truth. That is the Tory party —
hypocritical (Hansard Debates, Column 806, 14.09.2015).

To illustrate the cognitive intersection of these words, an example from a
speech of Lahovary is also relevant. Here the orator combines the
appearance—reality and truth-lie dichotomies, to denounce a financial
transaction that could be defined as imprudent and risky, if unintentional
and inadvertent, but also dishonest and deceptive, in the case of an
intentional action. The speaker conveys severe criticism while tactfully
avoiding a personal attack:
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(26) Care a fost dobanda? /n aparentd n’a fost d-1 I. Bratianu care s’a
laudat de dibacia acestei combinatiuni, care-l facea si realizeze un
imprumut de 26.000.000 fird nici o dobanda; insd adevirul stiti,
domnilor, care este? Este ceea ce am avut onoarea sa spun, cand s’a
facut aceastd operatiune, si ceea ce am avut durerea sa constat cid s’a
implinit intocmai precum o prevazusem eu, cand spuneam ca dobanda
acestui imprumut nu va fi nici de cinci, nici de sase, nici de zece la suta
ci mult mai mare, ca va fi un agio necalculabil, care va costa
guvernului zecimi de milioane, i tarii poate sutimi. (Lahovari, 36,
13.12.1888)

What was the interest? Apparently, it was not Mr. 1. Bratianu who
boasted of the skill behind this combination, which made him take out
a loan of 26,000,000 at no interest; but do you know, gentlemen, what
the truth is? It is what I had the honour of saying when this operation
was carried out, and what I was saddened to see happen exactly as I
had predicted, when I said that the interest on this loan would be
neither five nor six, not ten percent but much higher, that it will be an
incalculable premium, which will cost the government tens of millions,
and the country maybe hundreds.

As far as facts and fruth are concerned, two examples taken from the
British and the Romanian Parliament are interesting, showing the
cognitive intersection of those categories:

(27) The Prime Minister (Mr David Cameron)

My hon. friend makes a very important point. That Select Committee
report has been held back because Labour Members of Parliament do
not want to tell the truth about our national health service; they are
only interested in trying to weaponise it. The fact is that there are more
doctors and more nurses and more operations are being carried out.
That is the truth, and it is disgraceful that Labour is trying to cover it
up, just as it did in office (Hansard Debates, Column 1430,
25.03.2015).

Here the epistemic stance implies factuality, a state of facts and its relation
with propositional truth. Fact and truth are equivalent: The fact is... That
is the truth. The epistemic value of the word fact (which, as mentioned
above, is to a certain extent desemantised, given its phraseological use) is
increased by the occurrence of the word #ruth, which helps the speaker
develop his counter-argumentative line. It is interesting to notice the
rhetoric of truth: firstly, the Prime-Minister denounces the refuse of the
opposition to provide exact information about the national health service
(do not want to tell the truth); secondly, he introduces the correction using
the expression the fact is, and afterwards he consolidates his interpretation
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firmly affirming That is the truth, while evaluating the intentional
misrepresentation as disgraceful. Construed via truth rhetoric, the
speaker’s correction seems objective and legitimates the negative
assessment and, generally, the criticism of competing stance. The speaker
clearly emphasises the moral issue of political deceit, without actually
uttering the word /lie, which has a strong emotional and insulting
component.

In Romanian as well, the connective de fapt (which corresponds to
Engl. in fact, see supra, 3.1.) should be combined with other words in
order to create an argumentative opposition, as one can see in the example
below, where the supportive word is not #ruth, but its antonym, /ie:

(28) Mircea Geoana
Este de neacceptat pentru noi — si aici nu cred ca trebuie sa fii un om de
stdnga ca sd recunosti acest lucru — ca acest buget, de fapt, sa proclame,
in mod explicit, scaderea punctului de pensie de la 43,8% in 2009, in
conditii tot de criza, in conditii de profunda recesiune, la 39% in
Romania.
De fapt, aici, in acest proiect de buget, dragii mei, si in bugetul
asigurdrilor sociale de stat, dacd vom vota un astfel de buget, ne vom
face cu totii vinovati, [...] vom fi vinovati de scdderea dramatica a
puterii de cumparare a celor mai vulnerabili dintre romani: pensionarii
si salariatii cu venituri modeste. [...]
Acest buget, de asemenea, nu acorda ceea ce s-a decis prin legi si prin
pactul national, de exemplu, pentru educatie.
Este o minciund ca exista 6% din PIB pentru educatie.
De fapt, sunt 4% pentru educatie si restul sunt venituri proprii.
Aceastd pdcdleald nu poate functiona $i nu putem sa ne permitem sa
dam afara dascili din scolile din provincie si din scolile din mediul
rural, pentru ca si asa am vorbit de prea multe Romanii in aceasta tara.
Acest buget, de fapt, siluieste bugetul educatiei si nu acorda cercetarii
si dezvoltarii un minim de resurse. (CDEP, 11.01.2010)

It is unacceptable for us — and here I do not think you have to be left
leaning to acknowledge this — that this budget, in fact, explicitly proclaims
the reduction of the pension point from 43.8% in 2009, also in crisis
conditions, in conditions of deep recession, to 39% in Romania.

In fact, here, in this draft budget, my dears, and in the state social insurance
budget, if we vote for such a budget, we will all be guilty [...] we will be
guilty of the dramatic decrease in the purchasing power of the most
vulnerable Romanians: pensioners and low-income employees. [...]

This budget also does not grant what has been decided by law and the
national pact, for example, for education.

It is a lie that 6% of GDP is allocated for education.

In fact, it is 4% for education and the rest is own income.
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This hoax cannot work and we cannot afford to lay off teachers from
schools in the province and from rural schools, because we have discussed
too many Romanias in this country.

This budget, in fact, undermines the education budget and does not
give research and development a minimum of resources.

By criticising the budget adopted by the government in office, the speaker
rejects the validity of some data of the project, while denouncing it as a lie
(Este o minciund cd existd 6% “It is a lie that there is 6% ...”) and a hoax
(Aceasta pdcaleald nu poate functiona “This hoax cannot work™). The
structures introduced by de fapt (“in fact”) amend and bring corrections to
the budget project, legitimising and rhetorically preparing the critical
stance. The appeal to the lying and deceit rhetoric to the detriment of the
objective, positive truth rhetoric, as in example (27): That is the truth,
reveals that the speaker aims to discredit his opponent, without being
concerned with mitigation devices. If the qualification is not true is rather
neutral, the assessments /ie and hoax are almost injurious and offensive,
since they imply an intentional error, the will to deceit. This negative,
unmitigated labelling is meant to enhance the critical force of the speech
by its inherent emotional component. The discourse becomes more
aggressive and loses its speculative or rational propensity induced by the
word #ruth. Truth is a philosophical category and whenever a speaker tries
to define it, the discourse acquires an objective feature. Epistemic certainty
markers and lying rhetoric serve here to indicate the clear, unconcealed
divergent alignment and adversarial stance, motivated by a moral political
view.

4. Concluding Remarks

The analysis of the epistemic markers in fact, in reality, in truth and the
sequences the fact is, the reality is, the truth is, this is reality, this is the
truth, and of their Romanian corresponding forms, based on authentic
data, rendered insights into the complex issues of the metalinguistics of
truth and its epistemic modal function. Adopting a comparative
perspective on both British and Romanian parliamentary debates (from
2010 to the present), the study tried to indicate the cognitive, rhetoric, and
argumentative patterns of these markers, as well as some linguistic and
cultural similarities and differences. To illustrate some particular
argumentative uses and the distribution of certain markers, the inclusion of
some excerpts from the Old Romanian Parliament was also considered
useful.
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The expressions in fact, in reality, the fact is, the reality is, the truth
is... are multifunctional. They have been defined as (meta-)discursive
markers, modal particles, and argumentative operators/connectors. If their
functional regime differs depending on their locutional or predicative
status, their epistemic value may display some rhetorical variation as well.

Fact, reality, and truth are semantically ranked on a scale of
abstractness; therefore, the expressions that contain them have
significantly different rhetorical force. In political discourse, the words
reality and truth are almost synonymous. 7Truth is understood as factual
conformity, correspondence between words and deeds. To invoke truth
and factual conformity in dialogue means to question the truth—factual
veracity of the previous discourse, and implicitly the sincerity, honesty,
and competence of the interlocutor regarding the interpretation of reality.
Thus, given the competitive nature of political discourse, they create inter-
discursive, polyphonic, echoic-mention structures, designed to be included
into (highly) dialectical (controversial) or argumentative/rhetorical
contexts, whereby speakers express their agreement or disagreement,
solidarity or divergent stance concerning a certain issue. However, their
contextual use depends on the speaker’s intentions, attitude, and linguistic
creativity, as they could mitigate the criticism or, on the contrary, enhance
it. British debates and old Romanian debates reveal a mitigating value,
while present-day Romanian debates display rather the tendency to clearly
emphasise an adversarial stance.

The operator in fact has the weakest value on a rhetorical/polemical
scale, because it has undergone a process of desemantisation. It is also the
least common in the examined data. It does not always indicate an
opposition, its main value being metalinguistic and connective, in both
contemporary English and Romanian. To create an opposition, in fact must
be reinforced by other discursive means, especially by an explicit rhetoric
of truth-lie. Despite its non-transparent semantic value, in both English
and Romanian, speakers intuitively associate the word fact with truth (or
its antonym /ie) and combine their notional fields whenever it is needed to
enhance the argumentative force of an utterance.

In Romanian, as in French, there are two modal particles with
apparently the same meaning: in fapt and de fapt (both being loan
translations of the French en fait and de fait), corresponding to Engl. in
fact. Their diachronic distribution is not similar, iz fapt being used in the
old Romanian Parliament, while contemporary records (2010-2019)
exclusively attest the particle de fapt. In fapt preserved its semantic value
and expresses the epistemic certainty, while de fapt is desemantised and
acquired connective values.
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In reality has a more prominent rhetorical force, because it introduces
the argumentative component of the dichotomous pair appearance—reality.
By resorting to this argumentative scheme, the speaker may express a
critical view in affirmative terms, avoiding any negative linguistic
structure. Disagreement is induced by linguistic and cognitive structures
(connectors but and however imply a contrastive point of view, while the
pair appearance-reality involves ontological and moral assessments). The
dichotomy appearance—reality can be used as an instrument to structure the
discourse in a manner that appears objective and rational, enabling the
speaker to avoid an open adversarial stance. Both British and Romanian
debates provide interesting examples in which speakers creatively exploit
the argumentative value of the operator in reality. The speculative force of
this dichotomous pair was highlighted in the older Romanian debates,
where the speakers had not only a political but also a philosophical
background.

Involving axiological and moral aspects, the expressions that contain
the word truth are rhetorically the strongest. Epistemic modifiers of this
type can thematically orient the discourse and structure it in periodic
sentences. The rhetorical movement that invalidates the opposite opinion
is to present the speaker’s viewpoint as objective, by resorting to facts.
The dispute moves from the political or even interpersonal level to an
abstract level, the speaker apparently protesting against the violation of the
truth condition. Invoking truth in discourse (what one can call the
“metalinguistics of truth”) becomes a strategy of transgressing the
speaker’s subjectivity. The argumentative structure based on truth—lie pair
is frequent in British Parliament, while Romanian Parliament provides
only examples where this opposition is conveyed through mixed
dichotomous pairs, as appearance—truth and facts—lie/hoax.

The epistemic stance related to metalinguistics of truth functions as a
strategy of political legitimisation, the binary oppositions appearance—
reality and truth—lie allowing the political actor to define him/herself in
relation to a system of values and to denounce his/her opponent as non-
conforming to this axiological and moral system.

Sources

The United Kingdom Parliament Home Page (Hansard Debates),
http://www.parliament.uk.

CDEP = Camera Deputatilor a Parlamentului Romaniei [Chamber of
Deputies of the Romanian Parliament], http://www.cdep.ro.
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Lahovari = Al. Lahovary. 1915. Discursuri parlamentare (1888-1891)
[Parliamentary  Discourses  (1888-1891)]. Bucuresti:  Editura
»Scoalelor” C. Sfetea.

Maiorescu = Titu Maiorescu. 2006. Opere, 1V, Discursuri parlamentare
(1888-1894) [Complete Works 1V, Parliamentary Discourses].
Fundatia Nationald pentru Stiintd si Artd, Bucuresti: Univers
Enciclopedic.
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CHAPTER THREE

ATTITUDINAL STANCE IN ROMANIAN
PARLIAMENTARY DISCOURSE.
THE CASE OF THE COLECTIV TRAGEDY

ADRIAN TOADER

1. Introduction

One main component of political discourse relates to the speaker’s
subjective interpretation of what transpires in the political arena. By
employing a vast repertoire of discursive options, individuals will add a
personal touch to their messages. Subjectivity in discourse allows people
to evaluate the world and express their emotions in the process. This is
mainly achieved through various means and strategies reflecting the
speaker’s linguistic and extra-linguistic competences.

In both written statements and public discourse, politicians will often
advance their points of view by making “particular linguistic choices” with
the intent of “accomplishing particular social and rhetorical actions”
(Vasilescu 2010, 368). A starting point of this analysis is to identify
instances of “self-expression” (Lyons 1994, 13) that account for a
speaker’s attitudinal stance and to discuss potential strategies of
persuasion chosen by members of Parliament (MPs hereafter) when
approaching a topic of tragic dimension.

2. Theoretical Background

From the early days of parliamentary life until today, the institution went
through a process of continuous adaptation to social and political changes.
In modern times, this legislative body was shaped by socio-historical and
cultural factors (Vasilescu 2010), as a norm-regulated environment with
specific rules and practices (Ilie 2006, 2010a, 2010b).
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MPs do not always abide by the same principles, values, and
ideological beliefs. Consequently, they can adapt to the institutional
setting and use their deliberative skills and professional affiliations to fulfil
personal or shared political agendas.

Speaking on their own behalf or as representatives of various political
factions, politicians are “purposeful beings” (Weigand 2010), in the sense
that they communicate to achieve the best possible result from the topic
they are addressing. MPs attempt to get their message across the table to
maintain, improve, or rebuild their public image as individuals or as
members of the political party they represent.

Furthermore, Parliament can be viewed as a type of confrontational
environment (Bayley 2004, 12), where speakers can use their
communicative skills to discredit various political actors. MPs create
positive selves while, at the same time, negatively present others through
rhetorical, stylistic, and pragmatic discursive strategies. This, in turn, can
help them keep or advance their positions of power. As the analysis below
shows, MPs choose to express their attitude towards a highly emotionally
charged event and use different linguistic and extra-linguistic means in this
process.

2.1. Attitudinal Stance

Within the framework of political discourse, speakers incorporate
instances of subjectivity in their messages. Politicians express a plethora
of emotions and attitudes, which might influence the degree of popularity
they attain when their actions are considered and interpreted by outsiders.
As a result, subjectivity moulds the ways a speaker discursively builds
his/her political image, “by means of a perpetual change of strategies as a
persuasive means of gaining support and admiration” (Saftoiu and Toader
2018, 34).

In language studies, emotions and attitudes are often contextualised as
affect (Goodwin 2007; Wetherell 2012; Massumi 2015). In a general
sense, the term is representative of the

emotional responses of human speech participants to phenomena (e.g.,
their misery or cheer, their disquiet or confidence, ennui or interest,
displeasure or admiration, fear or desire and so on) (Miller 2004, 280).

Expressing subjectivity can be regarded as a critical discursive resource in
politics. Firstly, it represents a way through which speakers react to
unfolded events. Secondly, a broad spectrum of emotions can be evoked to
add to the effect of an utterance, to elicit positive reactions, to help

printed on 2/9/2023 2:13 PMvia . Al use subject to https://ww.ebsco.conlterns-of-use



Attitudinal Stance in Romanian Parliamentary Discourse 97

politicians keep or accede to positions of power, to criticise and discredit
their political opponents, or simply to add flavour to one’s public image.

One school of thought that accounts for the subjective component of
both written and verbal communication concerns itself with the study of
stance or stancetaking. Simply put, this approach involves the analysis of
the speaker’s processes of self-expression, or of the way (s)he “overtly
expresses attitudes, feelings, judgments, or commitment concerning the
message” (Biber and Finegan 1988, 1). In line with this, subjectivity can
be regarded as a reflection of the speaker’s views, manifested in various
social contexts.

Investigating both written and oral instances of subjectivity, Biber et
al. (1999) provide a tri-partite classification of stance as epistemic,
attitudinal, and style. Epistemic stance refers to the degree of knowledge
and certainty of an individual “towards the truth of the propositional
content being communicated” (Bongelli et al. 2018, 29). Attitudinal stance
marks the addresser’s attitudes, evaluations, feelings, or emotions, while
style refers to “the manner of speaking which the speaker is adopting”
(Biber et al. 1999, 558).

In terms of attitudinal stance, various lexical markers can underline the
speakers’ viewpoints. The presence of adjectives (curious, angry, tragic,
etc.), nouns (outcome, result, expectation, etc.), adverbials (sadly,
amazingly, etc.), verbs (wish, love, hate, prefer, etc.), and modal verbs
(ought to, should, might, etc.) are linguistic means of expressing
subjectivity (Biber et al. 1999). Vasilescu (2010, 370-371) expands the
classification of stance markers to include morpho-syntactic elements
(voice, tense, or aspect), discourse patterns (such as code-switching,
repetition, or quoting), phonological aspects (voice quality, speech speed,
repetition, or intonation), and non-verbal stance markers (body language,
eye contact, physical contact, the use of space, facial expressions, etc.).
Nevertheless, stance is deeply embedded in how people communicate, in
the lexical and semantic choices they make, or various linguistic resources
available in discourse (such as the paraverbal and non-verbal means
employed in spoken interactions).

Stancetaking was also discussed in connection with dialogic interaction
(Kérkkdinen 2007; Du Bois 2007; Ionescu-Ruxandoiu 2012), given that
communicative exchanges between participants or directed towards an
audience have the potential of influencing how speakers take on various
viewpoints and express their emotions in the process. In addition, on a
pragmatic level, the interaction between interlocutors (particularly in oral
discourse) might elicit reactions from those involved in this process, such
as participants to parliamentary proceedings or audience members. As the
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analysis shows, attitudinal stance is a discursive component that can be
used strategically by politicians as “a prerequisite needed to influence the
opinions and attitudes of others” (Vukovic 2014, 37).

2.2. The Dynamics of Parliamentary Discourse

In what follows, I will mention some features of parliamentary discourse
to contextualise how MPs project their identity through stancetaking. The
first aspect drawn into the discussion is the setting, or more explicitly, the
structural design of Parliament as a political body of governance. In terms
of functionality, MPs conduct their affairs in a representative capacity and
should make decisions in the best interest of the citizens they represent. At
the same time, they can make use of various resources at their disposal to
achieve personal and professional goals.

If parliamentary discourse is, by design, goal-oriented and often
available to the public, a subject of inquiry into the afore-mentioned field
refers to how MPs will identify the needs and wants of an audience, and
use them to forward their own personal and shared objectives.
Consequently, “one of the core goals of political discourse analysis is to
seek out the ways in which language choice is manipulated for specific
political effects” (Wilson 1990, 410).

As part of an “individually tailored discourse” (Ilie 2010c, 202), MPs
employ a wide array of discursive strategies for negotiating their identities.
The projection of self and others is achieved through different discursive
options “ranging from lexis to pragmatics” (Wilson 1990, 410—411), as
MPs attempt to fulfil specific, deeply personal, or shared goals. By
considering the dialogical nature of stancetaking (Du Bois 2007), personal
pronouns should not be regarded solely as linguistic markers that function
in a referential capacity. As the primary goal of MPs is “to construct a
competent, trustworthy, powerful professional identity that can influence
deliberative and decision-making processes” (Vasilescu 2010, 371),
personal pronouns can be employed as mechanisms of persuasion. MPs
use [-references to speak about themselves by bringing forward aspects of
their personal and professional competences and achievements. At the
same time, MPs can choose to use the plural we to speak in a
representative capacity for their political party, ideological group, or
constituency. Furthermore, the presence of pronouns also introduces the
oppositional others “whose speech and actions we are trying to invalidate”
(Saftoiu 2015, 432). The interplay between how MPs project their selves
in discourse can be used strategically by speakers to challenge the
credibility of political opponents and to obtain a positive image perception
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as individuals or as members of political parties. Put differently, a political
figure (in this case, an MP), purposefully communicates (to achieve
personal/professional goals), with others (interlocutors) and/or with
various hearers (the audience) through the use of strategic devices (to
achieve persuasion).

Audiences hold immense power as they determine whether to accept,
reject, or remain indifferent to political messages. The multi-faceted nature
of the audience influences how speakers negotiate their identities, as MPs
striving for persuasion should discover the potential needs and
expectations of a majority and respond accordingly. Moreover, MPs can
also use their discursive competences to add to the rhetorical
craftsmanship of a message, with the intent of shaping public opinion.

Understanding why MPs communicate as goal-oriented individuals,
the channels through which they speak, the topic of the discussion, the
context in which the action takes place, or the relationship between
political parties are just some of the aspects that influence the use and
subsequent effects of attitude markers in parliamentary discourse.

3. The Colectiv Nightclub Fire

On the night of October 30, 2015, all Romanian media outlets reported
that a fire had broken out at a nightclub in Bucharest, during a concert. As
more information about the incident became available, people realised its
tragic extent. The initial report provided by the emergency services that
intervened on the night in question was staggering. In total, 27 people had
lost their lives, while 180 were injured.

In the following days, more information about the fire surfaced.
Although the club had an operating permit, experts claimed that the high
number of victims resulted from improper functioning conditions. In the
aftermath of the disaster, the injured victims were taken to local hospitals,
as public opinion was assured that they would receive proper care and that
the Romanian health system is capable of dealing with a case of this
amplitude. Several countries expressed their willingness to assist by
accepting patients in critical condition. Most of these transfers were
delayed and, as a result, the patients developed severe bacterial infections,
due to poor sanitary conditions and lack of proper medical equipment in
Romanian hospitals.

As the death toll rose, ordinary citizens responded. People took to the
streets, criticising an ineffective and out-of-date medical system and
speaking against a corrupt political class. Massive protests were held
throughout the country and even among diaspora communities. Tens of
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thousands of Romanian citizens marched together, in solidarity, for the
tragedy victims, urging that those responsible be held accountable for their
actions. The slogan corupfia ucide (“corruption kills”), uttered by
protesters or written on cardboard signs, perfectly encapsulates the
discontent of a generation that seemed to have lost faith in its political
ruling class and condemned the effects of systemic corruption that had led
to the loss of innocent lives.

To this day, the Colectiv nightclub fire is considered one of the most
tragic events in Romania’s recent history, ultimately claiming the lives of
65 people.

United by a sense of solidarity for the fire victims or by the sheer
desire to speak out against a corrupt and inefficient system, people rallied
together in what became the second-largest protest in Romania after the
fall of communism and forced the Government to resign four days after
the incident.

4. Data and Method

The corpus used for the present study consists of 23 excerpts from
speeches delivered in the Chamber of Deputies, between October 2015
and May 2020, on the topic of the Colectiv fire. The data were retrieved
from the official website of the Romanian Parliament (www.cdep.ro),
where it is available as public information. To examine the presence of
attitude markers, I analyse the linguistic content and rhetorical effects of 9
oral and 1 written official statements, taken from the corpus, on the subject
in question. The selection was based on how the subjective component of
the statements brings into play various image-building strategies, through
which MPs claim responsibility, express political accountability, criticise
and assign blame to others, or invoke non-political identities for pathetic
effect.

The process of collecting data was facilitated by keywords used to
narrow the search. Nouns such as Colectiv, incident (“incident”), tragedie
(“tragedy”), eveniment (“event”), club (“club”), or incendiu (“fire”) were
employed to this end. Furthermore, the analysis also took into account the
topic of the Romanian healthcare system, discussed in Parliament after the
disaster.

The present study involves qualitative research on the use of attitude
markers in the speeches in the Romanian Chamber of Deputies. Drawing
from the classification of attitude markers put forward by Biber et al.
(1999), 1 analyse various instances of subjectivity, discursively expressed
through nouns, verbs, adjectives, and adverbs. Moving beyond the
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conventional structure of language, the analysis also considers the
polysemy of personal pronouns that allows MPs to switch from self to
group and/or other referencing, when approaching the subject in question.
Identifying attitude and its pronominal markers (at a linguistic level) will
be further approached from a pragma-rhetorical perspective. The analysis
accounts for attack and defence strategies advanced by MPs in relation to
the Colectiv nightclub fire. The main objective is to understand how they
integrate an emotional and, at first glance, deeply personal component of
discourse in their rhetorical arsenal, to obtain favourable outcomes while
politicising a tragic incident.

Drawing from previous research on the persuasive use of pronouns in
political discourse (Saftoiu and Toader 2018), pronouns will be organised
in three distinct categories: self-referencing — which allows MPs to bring
forward both personal and professional traits and achievements, marked by
the first person, singular form, /; inclusive — used to express political
affiliation or to establish bonds with audience and/or interlocutors; and
exclusive — mainly employed by MPs to discredit political actors. I will
also consider how, through the use of 7 and the affiliative we pronouns,
MPs choose to claim responsibility, distance themselves from the event, or
advance strategies of attack against their political adversaries.

In terms of transcribing conventions, it is worth mentioning that, unlike
English, Romanian is a pro-drop language, allowing an independent clause
to lack a subject either in the form of a pronoun or a noun (phrase). The
subject may be omitted as it can be implied (deduced from context) or null
(suggested by the inflection of the verb). By taking this into account, when
providing a translation for the excerpts, some inferred pronominal
references will be marked in square brackets.

5. Data Analysis

When approaching a subject of strong emotional content, one that pushes
all political topics aside at a given time and becomes a focal point of
discussion for the general public, MPs can employ various image-building
strategies in connection to it. The analysis revealed two main tactics
employed to this extent. On one hand, MPs can choose to go on the
defensive, to protect their political standing and public image perception.
This was primarily facilitated by persuasive strategies such as claiming
responsibility for the event in question through group-references, using
dissociation strategies to distance oneself from political accountability,
and invoking instances of self that go beyond the institutional affiliation of
the MP to potentially elicit positive reactions from the audience.
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On the other hand, MPs can go on the offensive and discredit the image
of other MPs or political groups, by blaming those they regard as directly
accountable for the outcome of the fire or by raising accusations and
allegations against the whole governing system that was in power when
the event occurred. As the analysis shows, oftentimes, defence and attack
strategies are intrinsically linked, as one can be advanced by way of the
other (see, for example, section 5.2.). Parliamentarians can choose to
invoke their professional affiliation or present themselves as ordinary
citizens. Furthermore, they can use subjectivity to add force to their
claims, to paint a picture with powerful rhetorical effects, and to persuade
people that they have their best interests at heart.

5.1. Claiming Responsibility

Through attitude markers, MPs can position themselves favourably when
contextualising the tragedy. One such instance refers to how MPs connect
their political actions and decision-making policies with the Colectiv fire.
In the excerpts presented below, MPs use attitude markers to put forward a
defence strategy when claiming responsibility for the incident:

(1) Cum e si normal, fiecare dintre cei implicati in tragicul eveniment are
o lectie de invatat si masuri de luat ca acest dezastru sa nu se mai
intdmple vreodata. Dar noi, facdtorii de legi, ce am invatat din tragedia
petrecuta la acel club si, mult mai important, ce masuri vom adopta?
Cine vrem sd vind sd facd treaba in locul nostru? (Vasile Popeanga,
Social Democratic Party, oral statement, CD!, 05.11.2015)

As it is normal, each of those involved in the tragic event has a lesson
to learn and measures to take to ensure that this disaster never happens
again. But what did we, the lawmakers, learn from the tragedy at that
club and, more importantly, what measures will [we] take? Who do
[we] want to come and do the work for us?

(2) Nu pot ramdne indiferent la amploarea uneia dintre cele mai mari
nenorociri ce s-au abdtut asupra {arii in ultimele decenii poate, nu pot
suprima sentimentul de datorie morald pe care o avem fatd de semenii
nostri si fatd de noi ingine, aceea de a ne oferi un viitor sigur, un viitor
cu cat mai putine griji, o societate in care sd ne simfim protejati, pentru
a simti cd la randul nostru avem datoria de a o proteja. (Paul
Dumbravanu, National Liberal Party, oral statement, CD, 05.11.2015)

! Chamber of Deputies.
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[1] cannot remain indifferent to the magnitude of perhaps one of the
greatest calamities that has befallen the country in recent decades, [I]
cannot suppress the feeling of moral obligation that [we] have to our
fellow men and ourselves, that of ensuring a secure future for
ourselves, a future with as few worries as possible, a society where
[we] feel protected, in order to feel that in turn, [we] have a duty to
protect it.

In the first example, the MP depicts the Colectiv fire as a hard lesson that
needs to be learned by all those associated with the incident. The
attitudinal lexicon employed in this case underlines its gravity, suggested
by the adjective fragic (“tragic”) and the nouns dezastru (“disaster”) and
tragedie (“tragedy”) in reference to the nightclub fire.

At first, claiming responsibility is achieved by way of an impersonal
construction: “Fiecare dintre cei implicati in tragicul eveniment” (“Each of
those involved in the tragic event”). In this case, the demonstrative
pronoun those implies “a sense of otherness” (Campbell 2019, 20), which
can be used for signalling distance between the MP and a political faction
associated with such an outcome. In what follows, accountability is
expressed by an inclusive we, as the MP associates himself with the
category of facdatorii de legi (“lawmakers”) and highlights their
professional obligation to ensure that such an event will be avoided in the
future. The rhetorical question at the end of the fragment: “Cine vrem sa
vina sa faca treaba in locul nostru?” (“Who do [we] want to come and do
the work for us?””), can be seen as a harsh reproof through which the MP
brings into question the professional responsibilities of the state’s political
institutions and argues that these should be reflected in the attitudes and
actions of their representatives.

In the second example, the MP uses instances of self-expression to
mark his emotional responses: “Nu pot ramdne indiferent la amploarea
uneia dintre cele mai mari nenorociri ce s-au abatut asupra tarii in
ultimele decenii” (“[I] cannot remain indifferent to the magnitude of
perhaps one of the greatest calamities that have befallen the country in
recent decades”). Similar to the previous fragment, the MP’s subjectivity
is conveyed by an attitude marker, in the form of a first-person negative
construction “nu pot ramane indiferent” (“[/] cannot remain indifferent”).
At the same time, responsibility is expressed by an inclusive we, further
underlining a sense of moral obligation to the MPs and the electorate: “nu
pot suprima sentimentul de datorie morala pe care i/ avem fata de semenii
nostri si fata de noi insine” (“[I] cannot suppress the feeling of moral
obligation that [we] have to our fellow men and ourselves”). The MP
mentions ethical and professional prerequisites for parliamentary conduct

printed on 2/9/2023 2:13 PMvia . Al use subject to https://ww.ebsco.conlterns-of-use



EBSCChost -

104 Chapter Three

by arguing that their political actions should be directed toward providing
a better, safer future for those that they stand to represent.

In both examples, claiming responsibility is often disguised under an
affiliative association. MPs employ attitude markers to describe the event
in question but resort to inclusive affiliations to express accountability.
This is further suggested by a generalised we, present in both examples, as
an embodiment of an all-inclusive vilified whole, blamed, to some extent,
for the event. Group identities can potentially help the MP distance
himself/herself from the incident. Through an emotionally-charged subject
matter, an MP can express empathy and come across as someone who is
preoccupied with the matter at hand while overseeing the shared interests
of Romanian citizens as a parliamentarian.

5.2. Distancing from Political Accountability

MPs can also distance themselves from the tragedy by using dissociative
acts. In the following excerpts, MPs put forward referential strategies
(introduced by plural pronouns) to differentiate between the positive self-
representation of the we-group and the other-group’s negative depiction.
The use of personal pronouns is an intrinsic characteristic of political
discourse that can be used “to induce interpreters to conceptualise group
identity, coalitions, parties, and the like, either as insiders or as outsiders”
(Chilton 2004, 56). In line with this, some pronominal references can
attain the function of social indexicals and consequently establish in-group
and out-group relations.

(3) Anul trecut, constatam neputinciosi cu totii si ni se confirma pentru a
nu stiu cata oara, ca sistemul public de sanétate de la noi din tard nu are
capacitatea nici macar sd cazeze in spitale, d-apoi sa trateze
corespunzdtor un numar de pacienti aflati intr-o stare grava sau foarte
grava. Am crezut §i sperat cu totii cd tragedia de anul trecut va
reprezenta momentul de cotiturd in care autoritdtile romdne nu vor
mai ascunde gunoiul sub pres, ca in ultimii 26 de ani, ca lucrurile vor
intra pe fagasul normal si in cativa ani vom avea si noi un sistem de
sanatate ca afard. (Florin Gheorghe, Social Democratic Party, oral
statement, CD, 11.10.2016)

Last year, [we] all witnessed helplessly, and it is being confirmed to us,
time and time again, that the public health system in our country
doesn’t even have the capacity to accommodate people in hospitals, let
alone properly treat a number of patients in serious or in critical
condition. [We] all believed and hoped that last year’s tragedy would
represent the turning point where Romanian authorities would no
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longer sweep the garbage under the carpet, that things will return to
normal and, in a few years, we will also have a health system
comparable to the ones abroad.

(4) Caci, desi unii dintre noi, care incd mai tinem legdtura cu cei care ne-
au ales sd ii reprezentam in legislativul {arii, am tras diverse semnale
de alarma de-a lungul timpului, groasa majoritate a celor ce inca isi
mai inchipuie c@ sunt reprezentantii electoratului si ocupa aceste
scaune au preferat sa se prefaca putintel mai subrezi cu auzul. (Vasile
Popeangd, Social Democratic Party, Oral Statement, CD, 12.11.2015)

Because some of us, who still keep in touch with those who elected
us to represent them in the country’s legislature, sounded several
alarms over time, the thick majority of those who still imagine
themselves to be the voters’ representatives and hold these seats, chose
to pretend to be a little hard of hearing.

In example (3), the MP talks about Romania’s underdeveloped healthcare
system. An inclusive we is used to integrate him within a generalised
group of observers that lacked the means of generating societal change:
“anul trecut, constatam neputinciosi cu totii” (“last year, [we] all witnessed
helplessly”). At a linguistic level, this is further suggested by the adjective
neputinciogi (“helplessly”). It marks the MPs position on the issue,
allowing him to include himself within a group of bystanders with no
political power, unable to contribute to the country’s legislative process.

When referring to the Colectiv nightclub fire, attitudinal markers are
directed towards the governing body, which was liable for making
political decisions in the aftermath of the tragedy: “Am crezut si sperat cu
totii ca tragedia de anul trecut va reprezenta momentul de cotiturd in care
autoritdtile romane nu vor mai ascunde gunoiul sub pres” (“[We] all
believed and hoped that last year’s tragedy would represent a turning point
where Romanian authorities would no longer sweep the garbage under the
carpet”). In this case, the MP includes himself in a minority or an
oppositional group, one with limited power and authority, that can only
oversee the legislative process. Using a dichotomous relationship between
the ambiguous we (as an embodiment of all those who were unable to
make political changes) and an inferred they (as the Romanian authorities
responsible for bringing about change to the health care system), the MP
can distance himself from political accountability.

In excerpt (4), the dichotomous relationship between the affiliative we
and the oppositional other is structured based on divergent actions taken in
relation to the topic. The MP identifies himself as being part of the
righteous political group, the one that minds the interests of the electorate,
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and claims to have brought up, repeatedly, some of the issues that were
raised after the nightclub fire: “unii dintre noi, care inca mai tinem
legdtura cu cei care ne-au ales sd 1i reprezentam 1in legislativul tarii, am
tras diverse semnale de alarma de-a lungul timpului” (“some of us, who
still keep in touch with those who elected us to represent them in the
country’s legislature, sounded several alarms over time”).

On one hand, the lack of political accountability is associated with a
broad group of parliamentarians defined as groasa majoritate (‘“thick
majority”). On the other hand, the MP describes himself as part of a
category of elected political members of Parliament, concerned with the
interests of their constituency. The MP’s choice of contextualising
political opponents is achieved by the adjective groasa (“thick”), which
can be viewed as an unconventional way of classifying the group. Instead
of using the adjective marea (“vast”), a common form of referencing a
broad category, the MP’s linguistic option can be interpreted as an irony-
laden remark with pathetic effect. Referencing political opponents is
achieved through a figure of speech with derogatory implications. This
puts the group in a negative light as the word groasa (“thick™) can be
further associated with a Romanian saying a avea obrazul gros, meaning
to be impervious to criticism and downright rude to others. Irony is also
present in the remark subrezi cu auzul (“hard of hearing”), used to criticise
the opposing group’s inaction on the issue at hand. The MP employs irony
as a strategic means of negative image-building when referring to those
seen as culpable. He claims that they deliberately avoided the issues
brought forward by different political representatives and blatantly
disregarded their warnings. This also suggests that the status-quo of bad
political decision-making (taken after the event) is being perpetuated by
the contextualised political group. Irony contributes to the perlocutionary
effect of the utterance and can be viewed as a strategic means of
discrediting political adversaries in the process.

The analysis reveals that a positive image is primarily achieved by a
negative representation of those that held legislative power during the
Colectiv fire. Furthermore, MPs invoke group identities to potentially
relate to the electorate by showcasing themselves as victims rather than
problem-solvers, and by underlining their continuous commitment to
providing a better future for all Romanian citizens. Attitude markers can
be used for projecting self in a favourable light while, at the same time,
criticising the actions (or lack thereof) attributed to various MPs. By
putting forward a dichotomous dynamic, MPs ascribe “various degrees of
negativity to the out-groups” (Silverman 1998, 161) and further disavow

printed on 2/9/2023 2:13 PMvia . Al use subject to https://ww.ebsco.conlterns-of-use



Attitudinal Stance in Romanian Parliamentary Discourse 107

their involvement in how these issues are tackled within the legislative
body of the governing system.

5.3. Projecting Non-Political Identities

Through discourse, MPs can project identities that go beyond their
institutional affiliation. Using self and group referencing, they can bring
forward aspects pertaining (but not limited) to “ethnicity, gender, personal
beliefs, taste, attitudes, class” (Vasilescu 2010, 369). It is worth noting that
there are as many options for the speaker to build his/her public image
perception as there are ways to differentiate between individuals or
groups. In parliamentary discourse, invoking non-political identities can be
employed by MPs strategically, to attain different effects. Depending on
the topic of discussion, the type of audience, and the “variety of identities
that are particular to that politician” (Bramley 2001, 258), individuals can
shed light on diverse aspects of their lives and approach an issue from a
seemingly novel viewpoint. Changing the perspective through which an
MP addresses the electorate can add to the effect of an utterance and can
positively resonate with the receivers of a message. Depending on the
identities projected, MPs can move from their primary public role as
politicians towards a self-descriptive ascription of their stance, as
concerned citizens within the institution of Parliament. This, in turn, can
become a means of defence, which allows MPs to establish a bond with
the audience, by further distancing them from their professional roles and
obligations, and by coming across as deeply preoccupied with the event in
question.

In the following example, the MP expresses his views on how the
Colectiv tragedy influenced the decisional process of the Government
regarding the improvement of the healthcare system. The MP projects his
attitude towards the Social Democratic Party, in power before and after the
event?, criticising their inefficiency and lack of involvement, and deeming
their actions a rusine rdsundtoare “resounding shame”:

(5) Au trecut trei ani de la marea tragedie de la Colectiv, un eveniment
care a zguduit Romania si In urma caruia, spre rusinea rdsundtoare a
tuturor Guvernelor care au urmat, lucrurile si procedurile au ramas
exact la fel. In ceea ce priveste sistemul medical, nu s-a schimbat

2 During the Colectiv nightclub fire, Romania was governed by the Social
Democratic Party. Soon after, a new government of technocrats was named.
Following the 2016 Parliamentary elections, the Social Democratic Party returned
to power, forming a new government that held the office until the end of 2019.
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absolut nimic. Absolut nimic! Va spun ca un om care s-a implicat
direct in acel caz. Nu eram un om politic, nu eram un angajat al
Ministerului Sandtdtii, ci eram doar omul Pavel Popescu care a rdmas
marcat §i am ramas marcat pe viatd de ceea ce am vazut atunci. (Pavel
Popescu, National Liberal Party, oral statement, CD, 24.10.2018)

Three years have passed since the great Colectiv tragedy, an event that
shook Romania and as a result of which, to the resounding shame of all
the Governments that followed, things and procedures remained
exactly the same. With regard to the health system, absolutely nothing
has changed. Absolutely nothing! [I]'m telling you this as someone
who was directly involved in that case. [I| wasn’t a politician, [I]
wasn’t a Ministry of Health employee, [I| was simply the man Pavel
Popescu, who was scarred, and [I] remained scarred for life by what [I]
saw then.

The MP moves on to projecting his self as a regular citizen, stricken by the
amplitude of the event, expressing his discontent towards the actions of the
Government: “In ceea ce priveste sistemul medical, nu s-a schimbat
absolut nimic. Absolut nimic! Va spun ca un om care s-a implicat direct in
acel caz” (“In regard to the health system, absolutely nothing has changed.
Absolutely nothing! I'm telling you this as someone who was directly
involved in that case”). He further reiterates how the Social Democratic
Party made no significant improvements to the Romanian healthcare
system, an issue which was raised by the public opinion and played a
deciding role in the Prime Minister’s resignation.

The MP takes the stance of a regular citizen, devoid of any political
power and responsibility, personally affected by the amplitude and tragic
dimension of the tragedy. By mentioning aspects that preceded his career
in politics, the MP’s attitudinal stance reflects the view of an ordinary
citizen, self-described as “simply the man Pavel Popescu” (doar omul
Pavel Popescu), which might suggest to the audience that his advocacy for
the cause comes from a deeply-rooted self of justice rather than a political
agenda. This can help the MP establish a bond with the audience, as he
takes the stance of a non-political entity, expressing his view on the issue
at hand and blaming those that held the majority in Parliament during and
after the tragedy.

In a different case, the MP projects his image as a family man and
brings forward a hypothetical scenario, when talking about the Colectiv
fire:

(6) Sunt in primul rand tata de bdiat si ma gandesc ca va veni vremea in
care sa iasd cu prietenii la un club sa asculte muzica, sa se distreze. Si
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il vreau inapoi acasd. lar atunci vreau sd md gdndesc ca niste
Sfunctionari si-au fdcut treaba, nimic mai mult, astfel incat sa vina
intreg acasd. (Nicu Macovei, Social Democratic Party, oral statement,
CD, 31.10.2017)

First and foremost, [I] am my son’s father and [I] think that the time
will come when he will go out with friends to a club to listen to music
and have fun. And [I] want him back home. And at that point, [/]
would want to think some officials have done their job, nothing more,
so that [he] can come home unscathed.

Through an inferred self-referencing remark, the MP invokes his identity
as a father, one that, in his view, takes precedence over other identities:
“Sunt in primul rdnd tata de baiat” (“First and foremost, | am my son’s
father”). The MP projects his personal identity and puts forward details of
his private life through attitude markers, primarily suggested by the verb
gandesc (“[1] think™), used to formulate his viewpoint. The MP appeals to
the audience by underlining the value of family. At a linguistic level, the
noun functions as a hyponym that can elicit affective reactions from the
audience. This remark allows the MP to potentially obtain a positive image
perception by establishing a bond with those who identify as parents. The
MP can speak on their behalf as the voice of the citizens, who, in the same
capacity, are concerned with the recurrence of such an event. Rather than
choosing to speak as an appointed official, the MP distances himself from
his institutional role.

Employing non-political identities and using an emotionally laden
discourse to formulate standpoints can add dimension to the public image
perception of an MP and help him/her build a credible ethos. Coming
across as vulnerable and empathic, discussing the event from a personal
standpoint allows the MP to generate positive reactions from the audience,
by simply giving voice to their concerns and presenting their criticism in
front of the Romanian Parliament.

5.4. Blaming Others

MPs can also bring into play attitude markers, with great effect, to go on
the offensive by assigning blame to well-defined or ambiguously
constructed other categories. In this case, MPs make “selective use of
positive lexicals to accentuate better the positive traits attributed to the
Self” (Tekin 2010, 159) and employ negative lexicals to define the
opposing category. In some cases, MPs choose to criticise those holding
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specific government functions, deemed culpable for the tragic outcome. In
other cases, the attacks target the political party in power during the event.

The following excerpts support the claim that personal attacks can be
indicative of inter-group conflicts (Wodak 2009). In examples (7) and (8),
the political figures portrayed negatively belong to the Social Democratic
Party, while the politicians accusing them are members of the National
Liberal Party, their main political adversary. Hence, some strategies are
directed against certain political figures, while some aim to discredit entire
political groups. Thus, an event of high emotional charge for the
Romanian electorate (and for the Romanian citizens as a whole) can be
politicised with the purpose of tarnishing the public image of political
counterparts.

This can be seen in an attack strategy directed at Victor Ponta,
Romania’s former Prime Minister, who tendered his resignation following
the Colectiv street protests:

(7) Dupa ce a pierdut mandatul de presedinte al PSD, detinut inca din
februarie 2010, Victor Ponta a anuntat ieri ca isi depune si mandatul de
premier, dupa ce peste 25.000 de oameni au protestat in Bucuresti,
cerdnd demisia responsabililor pentru tragedia din Clubul Colectiv.
Acesta este finalul carierei politice a lui Victor Ponta. Luna noiembrie
se pare cd nu-i prieste premierului Victor Ponta. (Gheorghe Dragomir,
National Liberal Party, oral statement, CD, 5.11.2015)

Having lost his position as president of the SDP3, which he had held
since February 2010, Victor Ponta announced yesterday that he is also
resigning as Prime Minister, after more than 25,000 people protested in
Bucharest, demanding the resignation of those responsible for the
tragedy of the Colectiv Club. This is the end of Victor Ponta’s political
career. November does not seem to suit Prime Minister Victor Ponta.

In example (7), the MP makes a logical correlation between the actions of
the politician and the reasons behind them, by implying that the former
Prime Minister’s decision of stepping down from his position was
imposed by the collective voice of the protesters who asked for the
resignation of the Government. This might further imply that the actions of
the former Prime Minister are an expression of guilt.

Projecting the image of the former Prime Minister is achieved by an
ironic remark: /una noiembrie se pare cd nu-i prieste (“November does
not seem to suit him”), formulated as a conclusion following the aftermath
of the Colectiv tragedy. The MP mentions Victor Ponta’s failures, such as

3 The Social Democratic Party.
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the loss of his leadership position within the SDP and his resignation as
Prime Minister following the street protests, and concludes that these
encompass “the end of Victor Ponta’s political career” (finalul carierei
politice a lui Victor Ponta). By exemplifying some of the Prime Minister’s
shortcomings as a politician, such as the loss of political power and the
implicit expression of guilt, the MP projects the image of his political
antagonist as an inefficient politician and suggests that these events will
result in the end of his political career.

In example (8), personal attacks are also directed against two Health
Ministers of Romania, who are criticised for how they dealt with the
aftermath of the fire and for the lack of improvement to the Romanian
healthcare system.

(8) O spun cu toata raspunderea — doamna ministru Sorina Pintea este la
fel de indolentd si ineficienta precum colegul sau, ministrul care a
refuzat ajutorul extern si astfel a condamnat la moarte zeci de oameni,
Nicu Banicioiu — realitatea este trista, asistam la o batjocurd fard
margini la adresa cetdteanului romdn, o incompetentd ce frizeazd
bunul-simg. (Costel Alexe, National Liberal Party, oral statement, CD,
31.10. 2018)

[1] say it with the utmost responsibility — Minister Sorina Pintea is as
indolent and inefficient as her colleague, Nicu Banicioiu, the Minister
who refused foreign help and thus sentenced dozens of people to death —,
it is a sad reality, [we] are witnessing a boundless mockery at the
expense of the Romanian citizen, a degree of incompetence that derides
common sense.

The MP describes the Health Minister (in office at the time) as indolentd
(“indolent™) and ineficienta (“inefficient”), and compares her with the
former Health Minister (in office during the Colectiv fire), whose
decisions are characterised as having “sentenced dozens of people to
death” (a condamnat la moarte zeci de oameni). The speaker comments on
the ethos of both politicians and regards their actions as a blatant display
of their contempt towards the Romanian citizens: “asistam la o batjocurd

fara margini la adresa cetdteanului romdn, o incompetentd ce frizeaza

bunul-simt” (“we are witnessing a boundless mockery at the expense of the
Romanian citizen, an incompetence that derides common sense”). The MP
connects the negative implications of the event to the present and
questions the competence of both ministers. This can be seen as a negative
image-building strategy, chosen against the two political figures and their
political party, the Social Democratic Party. The Colectiv event, associated
with the wrongdoings or inefficiency of those in power at the time, is also
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linked to the present actions of the Health Minister. In this oral statement,
the MP emphasises the inaction of the Social Democratic Party (and their
appointees), by mentioning the lack of measures taken after the event. The
end result of the party’s involvement (or lack thereof) can be seen as a
form of mockery at the expense of the Romanian people.

Discrediting the image of political members in positions of power can
also tarnish the party’s image as a whole. Given this, MPs can exploit
individual vulnerabilities. They can make claims or otherwise suggest to
the audience that these particular examples are, in fact, representative of
the entire group(s) targeted through discourse. These examples further
suggest that the topic of the Colectiv nightclub fire can be politicised and
integrated into attack strategies directed towards a political party and
subsequent members, years after the incident unfolded.

Similar implicit strategies of attack against the ruling political party
can be found in the following example:

(9) Au trecut trei ani de la dezastrul Colectiv, dar in Romdnia, gestionatd
de PSD, incd se moare cu zile din cauza incompetentei si birocratiei.
Ocupati doar sd-1 salveze pe Dragnea de pugcarie, PSD-istii au ardtat
cd n-au invdfat nimic din aceastd tragedie. in continuare locatii
publice functioneaza fara autorizatii de incendiu, in continuare lipsesc
clinicile specializate in tratamentul arsilor, in continuare se moare mai
mult din cauza infectiilor din spitale decat din cauza bolilor pentru care
pacientii ajung in spital. (Sorin-loan Bumb, National Liberal Party,
written statement, CD, 14.10.2018)

Three years have passed since the Colectiv disaster, but in Romania,
managed by SDP, people are still dying before their time, due to
incompetence and bureaucracy. Concerned only with saving Dragnea
from jail, the Social Democrats showed that they have learned nothing
from this tragedy. Public businesses still operate without fire permits,
clinics specialised in the treatment of burned people are still missing,
deaths still occur from hospital infections rather than from the
diseases that brought patients to the hospital in the first place.

The political party under attack is the Social Democratic Party, whose
government resigned after Colectiv, and which returned to power in 2016.
The MP launches an accusation by claiming that they are guilty for the
untimely death of ordinary citizens, due to how they chose to govern the
country. Causality is suggested by way of attitude markers introduced by
the nouns incompetentda (“incompetence”) and birocratie (“bureaucracy”),
which are used to describe the SDP’s actions. At first, the MP builds a
negative image for the other group by questioning their competence. The
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MP moves on to further discuss their moral character: Ocupati doar sd-I
salveze pe Dragnea de puscarie, PSD-istii au ardtat cd n-au invdtat nimic
din aceastd tragedie (“Concerned only with saving Dragnea from jail, the
Social Democrats showed that they have learned nothing from this
tragedy”). To provide context, the statement refers to criminal
investigation charges formulated against the leader of the Social
Democratic Party, Liviu Dragnea, who was accused (at that time) of
embezzlement and abuse of power and was later convicted and imprisoned
for these crimes.

As seen in the example above, a list of anti-qualities is put forward to
describe the SDP. Two events are brought forward together. Both of them
are related to the party’s actions and had generated significant blowback
for the political party’s public perception. In reference to this, the events
led to the biggest protests in the country’s post-communist history, as
people challenged the actions, reasons, and integrity of the ruling party.
Referencing the Colectiv incident might constitute proof for the party’s
skewed priorities. This is achieved by suggesting that the SDP’s members
are driven by personal goals and lack any general sympathy for those who
are still losing their lives in Romanian hospitals, after years of inefficient
governing. This is further suggested by an anaphora in continuare (“still”),
employed to list all of the party’s misdoings in conjunction with the 2015
tragedy.

The MP emphasises the poor policies and decisions taken during the
Colectiv incident, and the general disinterest of the Social Democrats in
improving the Romanian healthcare system. This is also evident in the
next example, where the MP underlines the possibility that such events
might reoccur in the future:

(10) Din totalul de 64 de decedati, jumatate dintre ei au pierdut lupta cu
viata in saptamanile de dupa incendiu, din cauza complicatiilor si mai
ales din cauza infrastructurii spitalicesti de specialitate, care, in
Romaénia este slab pregatita pentru a reactiona la astfel de tragedii. Cu
toate acestea, nu am vdzut nicio mdsurd din partea Guvernului, din
partea Ministerului Sdndtatii care sa prevada investifii masive in
clinicile de arsi sau macar sa vedem un plan de investitii pe urmatorii
ani in acest domeniu. Liniste la Guvern, liniste in ministere, toatd
lumea parcd asteaptd, inconstientd, o noud tragedie! (Petru Movila,
The People’s Movement Party, oral statement, CD, 19.09.2017)

Out of a total of 64 deceased, half of them lost their lives in the weeks
after the fire, due to complications and especially due to the specialised
hospital infrastructure, which in Romania is poorly equipped to deal
with such tragedies. However, [we] have not seen any measures from
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the Government, from the Ministry of Health to provide massive
investment in burn clinics or to at least see an investment plan for the
coming years in this area. Silence in the Government, silence in the
ministries, everyone seems to be waiting, heedlessly, for a new
tragedy!

The MP brings into discussion the death toll of the Colectiv fire and claims
that half of the casualties resulted from deficient hospital infrastructure
and proper mobilisation after the nightclub fire. Delivered approximately
two years after the incident, the MP’s discourse mentions the Government
and Ministry of Health’s policies and the lack of changes after the
incident: Cu toate acestea, nu am vdzut nicio mdsurd din partea
Guvernului, din partea Ministerului Sandtatii (“However, [we] have not
seen any measures from the Government, from the Ministry of Health”).
The MP employs an inclusive we to express dissatisfaction from a position
that can be loosely interpreted. Through generalisation, the MP can invoke
his role as a concerned citizen or speak as a politician on the other side of
the fence. The adjective inconstienti (“heedless”) further adds to the effect
of the claim, and signals that not dealing with the issues and remaining
silent shapes the possibility that such events might reoccur in the future:
“Liniste la Guvern, liniste in ministere, toata lumea parcd asteaptd,
incongstientd, o noua tragedie!” (“Silence in the Government, silence in the
ministries, everyone seems to be waiting, heedlessly, for a new tragedy”).
The MP criticises the Government and subsequent ministries, unable to
learn from the mistakes of the Colectiv fire.

6. Conclusion

The presence of attitude markers in parliamentary discourse on the topic of
the Colectiv nightclub fire is indicative of various image-building
strategies. As the analysis shows, MPs formulate a base of defence or
choose to go on the offensive when approaching the topic in question. The
excerpts under scrutiny revealed that MPs claim responsibility through
inclusive remarks, express political accountability, criticise and assign
blame to others, and invoke non-political identities to come across as
deeply involved in the issue at hand.

When claiming responsibility, MPs underline the tragic dimensions of
the event and express their involvement under collective affiliations.
Rather than employing self-referencing remarks that could indicate one’s
political complicity, MPs choose to account for their actions through
group-referencing. This can be further interpreted as a diffusion of
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responsibility, allowing an MP to distance himself/herself from culpability
by sharing the blame with various political factions and their members.

When expressing political accountability, various dissociative acts
were prevalent. As the study shows, MPs go on the defensive to disavow
their involvement and wrongdoings. At a linguistic level, this is achieved
through attitude markers, as MPs use referential strategies to present
themselves as bystanders, as individuals who stood on the sidelines when
policies and actions were taken after the Colectiv incident. At the same
time, MPs go on the offensive and link bad political decision-making with
the other contextualised group. This further establishes a dichotomy
between the MP and those invoked in discourse, where the former comes
across as deeply preoccupied with the well-being of the electorate, while
the latter are regarded as accountable for the event. From a rhetorical
standpoint, the MPs’ approach can be regarded as a strategy of building a
credible ethos for the in-group, while putting the out-group in a negative
light. Subjectively describing the event can have the effect of eliciting
emotional responses from the audience, potentially adding force to the
MP’s claims, and further enhancing the negative perception of political
opponents.

When invoking non-political identities, MPs distance themselves from
their political affiliation by addressing the issue at hand as regular citizens,
concerned with the country’s future and well-being. Attitude markers
allow MPs to establish a positive relationship with the electorate by
projecting a credible ethos.

Invoking the identity of an ordinary citizen rather than a political
representative of the electorate allows an MP to potentially appeal to the
affective perception of the addressees. As such, the audience might
associate the MPs actions with someone who is personally and
emotionally invested in the issue.

When shifting blame, parliamentarians employ attack strategies to
discredit political figures or to tarnish the image of the Social Democratic
Party, in power during the nightclub fire. As shown in the examples, a
highly emotionally charged event can be politicised and used, years after
its occurrence, as a negative reminder of a party’s political track record. In
parliamentary discourse, the MPs brought into question various aspects
related to the Colectiv incident: clubs operating without fire permits,
unsanitary and poorly-equipped hospitals that added to the death toll,
inefficiency and miscommunication when dealing with medical transfers,
and lack of political reforms after the tragedy. These unfortunate and
troublesome outcomes, contextualised subjectively, are formulated against
various political counterparts by way of association. The Colectiv fire is
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also correlated with morally questionable decisions taken by the SDP,
scrutinised by public opinion, such as the party’s support for their political
leader (in connection to the 2017 criminal charges brought forward against
the head of the party, Liviu Dragnea). From a rhetorical standpoint,
referencing the 2015 nightclub fire is an appeal to pathos, as the instances
of subjectivity that resulted in the process have the potential to further
damage the image of the party. MPs use attitude stance to present aspects
of a strong negative resonance for groups and/or individuals targeted in the
speeches. At the same time, the incriminated political figures choose to
distance from the event, shift the blame towards different representatives
(and/or political factions), or attempt to build a credible ethos. Using self-
referencing remarks and attitude markers can bring to light positive
character traits, which can diminish the MP’s publicly perceived
culpability in the eyes of both audience members and MPs.

The analysis showed that MPs choose to claim responsibility through
group identities, attempt to distance themselves from political
accountability, and try to blame others in the process. Frequently, going on
the offensive and defending their public image are interdependent, as one
can be achieved by way of the other. The fragments chosen for the
analysis revealed that MPs mainly prefer to launch attack strategies when
discussing a tragic event. This might complement the process of positive
image-building (as seen in sub-section 5.2.) or be used to criticise political
opponents and their affiliated groups (as seen in sub-section 5.4.).

The present chapter brought to attention how the Colectiv fire was
contextualised in parliamentary discourse and highlighted the diverse
socio-political implications of the event in question. Its tragic dimension
generated significant public backlash against the political ruling class.
After the Romanian Revolution of 1989, no other incident had managed to
unite a broader group of discontent citizens. The Colectiv tragedy
encapsulates citizens’ desire to advocate and fight for a better governed
Romanian society, in order to ensure that a similar calamity would never
happen again.

Sources

Camera Deputatilor a Parlamentului Romaniei [Chamber of Deputies of
the Romanian Parliament], http://www.cdep.ro.
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CHAPTER FOUR

STANCETAKING IN
ARGUMENTATIVE DISCOURSE:
STRATEGIC MANEUVERING
WITH QUOTATION

ANCA GATA

...what is said by uttering a sentence
depends upon, and can hardly be severed
from, the speaker’s publicly recognizable

intentions. (Recanati 2004, 14)

1. Introduction

According to the pragma-dialectical approach to argumentation, which the
present contribution uses as a comprehensive theoretical background, two
natural tendencies are at work in argumentative discussions: one dialectical,
another rhetorical. The tension between the arguer’s intention to reasonably
defend a standpoint and his/her efforts to win the discussion is managed by
strategic maneuvers (van Eemeren 2010) consisting in choices of specific
argumentative moves, particular ways of adapting to audience demands,
and appropriate /inguistic devices of presentation of the argumentative
moves. This chapter explores how quotation is used as a linguistic
instrument meant to shape an argumentative move by concomitantly serving
as a stancetaking device. The term quotation is used throughout this chapter
with a wider meaning, covering notionally almost all instances of reported
discourse/speech, not only what is conventionally called quotes or
quotations, where the exact wording of the initial utterance is preserved.
Quotation is thus examined as a reporting speech act or action with respect
to its capacity of allowing an arguer to engage more in the underlying
argumentative process — thus illustrating stancetaking by the practice of an
engaged argumentative style — or to detach himself from the argumentative
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situation and even intention (and what has caused it) — thus illustrating a
detached argumentative style. The notion of argumentative style has been
recently introduced in pragma-dialectics (van Eemeren 2019) as a
conceptual tool meant to refine the analytical notion of strategic
maneuvering. Sections two and three of this chapter serve as a theoretical
preamble to an analysis of discourse excerpts in which quotation is shown
to contribute to strategic maneuvering by substituting for argumentative
moves such as advancing a standpoint, establishing communion with the
audience, and enhancing the arguer’s ethos. The fourth section deals with
manifestations of quotations in funeral speeches, seen both as a
circumstance in which stancetaking is obviously engaging the speaker
positively in arguing on human qualities and an opportunity for the speaker
to voice his/her own representation of reality. One discourse fragment is a
particular funeral speech that, in all likelihood, is not a genuine quote from
that funeral speech, but rather a pseudo-quote, created by the historian to
praise the character of the historical figure whom (s)he attributes the speech
to. The analysis also considers some excerpts of discourse that use quotation
or self-quotation in their various makeups with an argumentative aim.

2. The Stance Metaphor and Stancetaking in Discourse

The ordinary meaning of the word stance, “position”, was slightly adapted
by specialists in the fields of orthopedics and neurology to describe a
(normal or abnormal) upright body posture!. The word started being used as
a synonym for attitude in the sixties?, allowing anglophone researchers in
social sciences and the humanities to link it to a much more abstract
representation whose sign it has become. In the social sciences, stance has
slowly evolved into a term assigned to a dense, dynamic, and manifold
complex notion associated with the study of reality, of which subjectivity
and interactional activity are a part. The work of philosophers and cognitive
scientists may have contributed to this. An example is Dennett’s concept of
intentional stance (1987), a development of the theory of intentionality in

! For the ordinary meanings of the word stance, any good dictionary may be
consulted. Kockelman (2004, 145, note 4) reminds that in the “most mundane sense”
stance means “how a person’s body is positioned when standing”.

2 According to the Oxford English Dictionary, the figurative meaning of the word
stance, attested in the sixties and seventies, in collocations such as pro-Soviet stance,
moral stance, public stance, corresponds to “an attitude adopted in relation to a
particular object of contemplation; a policy”, being also a synonym for posture with
the same meaning. These lexicographic details may contribute to an understanding
of the “metaphorical” representation of stance I am speaking about.
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which belief, desire, expectation, and especially intention are brought to
bear as essential categories describing and explaining behaviour. Although
not directly linked to the development of the notion of stance in linguistics?,
the fortune of the term deploying further specialised abstract meanings may
be presumed to have been fostered and enhanced by the metaphorical force
it carries. A case in point is represented by van Fraassen’s developments on
empirical stance (2004).

By means of a rich category of analytical notions elaborated over the
last decades, linguists have given an overview of, or described in detail how
speakers voluntarily (pretend to) convey or hide information about their
attitude or position with respect to particular aspects of the reality, among
them interactions, their own person and actions, including linguistic,
discursive activity. Linguistic analyses of the ‘80s (Biber and Finegan 1988,
1989a, 1989b) use the word stance metaphorically, as an umbrella term, so
as to encompass an ever-growing number of language and discourse
mechanisms, as reflected in the definition proposed below:

By stance we mean the lexical and grammatical expression of attitudes,
feelings, judgments, or commitment concerning the propositional content of
a message (Biber and Finegan 1989b, 91).

The term stance, as defined above, corresponds to what Bally (1944 [1932])
conceptualised in the first part of the twentieth century under the medieval
philosophical notion of modus, as opposed to dictum*. Ducrot (1991) points
to this kinship of ideas that also extends to the concepts of illocutionary
force and speech act developed within early pragmatics. In fact, the lack of
a corresponding term for stance in French is not an obstacle in dealing with
the same phenomena discussed in the anglophone tradition under the
umbrella term stance. The francophone tradition in linguistics has discussed
stance phenomena by elaborating substantially on the notion of modus, on
the one hand, and of énonciation, on the other, as an activity, an act or
action, and its result. The notion of polyphony, reconstructed, revived, and
reconsidered by Ducrot (1991)° from Bakhtin (1984 [1963])’s and Bally’s

3 See the next sections of this study and the other chapters of the present volume, in
line with a huge literature on discourse stance.

4 That modus corresponds to stance is also apparent from the title and the content of
Karkkdinen (2003), Epistemic Stance in English Conversation, dealing with the
expression of modality in interactional settings.

5 In fact, Ducrot (1991) reminds of the notion of polyphony he had introduced in
approaching discourse phenomena relying on linguistic analytical tools. In French
linguistics and discourse approaches, other notions encompassing the same
manifestations are modalisation, modalité, or point de vue.
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(1944 [1932]) discourse perspectives on language, has been less used in
anglophone studies, which, in my opinion, have yet to solve the problem of
finding, inventing or devising conceptually acceptable equivalents for
notions such as énonciation, and the distinction dialogique vs dialogal used
in French literature on such topics.

The analytical notion stance® would thus allow to pinpoint the ways in
which a speaker of a given idiom may express his/her evaluation and grip
on reality by using linguistic tools (see also Englebretson 2007, 15), among
which modal expressions (verbs, adverbs, or adjectives), evidential
strategies, etc. Extending their approach to a wide range of phenomena,
Biber and Finegan also propose a taxonomy of twelve linguistic categories
corresponding to attitude, in which “adjectival, verbal, and modal markers
of stance™” (1989b, 911f.) are included. In this context, it is quite natural that
the term stance or stancetaking has acquired some notoriety as a kind of
derived notion and starred in monograph titles®, as is also the case of this
chapter and volume.

A more comprehensive definition of stance, which corresponds more
closely to the notion of stance as dealt with within this chapter, is
Kockelman’s (2004), viewing the various categories of stance as

¢ Bakhtin’s view on polyphony and stance remains to this day the basic reference
when approaching discourses where various speakers perform: “For the purposes of
critical thought, Dostoevsky's work has been broken down into a series of disparate,
contradictory philosophical stances, each defended by one or another character.
Among these also figure, but in far from first place, the philosophical views of the
author himself. For some scholars, Dostoevsky’s voice merges with the voices of
one or another of his characters; for others, it is a peculiar synthesis of all these
ideological voices; for yet others, Dostoevsky’s voice is simply drowned out by all
those other voices” (1984 [1963], 1).

7 Stance markers identified by Biber and Finegan (1989b, 91ff.) are: “(1) affect
markers (adverbs, verbs, and adjectives); (2) certainty adverbs; (3) certainty verbs;
(4) certainty adjectives; (5) doubt adverbs; (6) doubt verbs; (7) doubt adjectives; (8)
hedges; (9) emphatics; (10) possibility modals; (11) necessity modals; and (12)
predictive modals”. The notional domain of stance has evolved considerably in the
last thirty years, and the vast literature on linguistic or discourse stance is represented
well enough that it need not be tackled here in detail. The stance categories identified
by Biber and Finegan may have been thought to circumscribe the domain. In fact,
the vast majority of discourse phenomena that have not yet found a proper treatment
have been absorbed within this same domain. The very notion of stance — profitable
to analysis and interpretation — is somehow weakened today by the very fact of
accommodating “markers” of so many natures, some of which are grammatical
categories, and by allowing such a permeability between discourse and language
mechanisms, lexical-semantic, and morphosyntactic aspects.

8 See Englebretson ed. 2007.
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those semiotically indicated modes of evaluative and intentional
commitment that speakers take toward states of affairs, from epistemic
possibility and necessity to deontic permission and obligation, from fear and
desire to memory and disgust (Kockelman 2004, 142—143).

This perspective on stance allows to consider both first-order stances,
concerning states of affairs, and metastances, or second-order stances, i.e.
stances about stances (Kockelman 2004, 143), by means of which moral and
psychological attitudes are voiced. This is analytically relevant because both
first-order and second-order stances may serve to instantiate all types of
speech acts and result in indirect speech acts.

In all cases where stance is being dealt with in this chapter, the adopted
perspective is strictly linguistic®. This explicit mention specifically targets
the distinction between stance as a discursive analytic notion or a textual
category, which is the concern of this volume, and stance as simply
“attitude”.

3. Theoretical and Methodological Assumptions
3.1. Maneuvering Strategically in Argumentation

Pragma-dialectics provides an ideal model of critical discussion with the
purpose of providing heuristic tools for the analysis of discourse by the
strategy of maximally argumentative interpretation. This amounts to
positing, for the sake of the analysis, that a discourse sequence is
argumentative in that it advances a standpoint and defends it in order to
conclude that the standpoint at stake may be accepted within a given
context.

In the pragma-dialectical approach to argumentation, the notion of
strategic maneuvering (van Eemeren 2010) is meant to capture analytically
the arguer’s efforts to build the strongest support of a standpoint in a
particular communicative situation. A tension builds between the arguer’s
intention to reasonably defend his/her standpoint and his/her commitment
to winning the discussion, i.e. gaining acceptance from the targeted
audience. This is managed with some effort by strategic maneuvers meant
to keep the right balance between the two natural tendencies, one dialectical,
the other rhetorical. Strategic maneuvering consists in maintaining this
balance by making choices with respect to every argumentative move. It

9 Stance is used in the present context as a term assigned to a notion, as in most of
this volume, i.e. with the restrictive meaning it has been used in language sciences
for about five decades.
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manifests itself when the arguer chooses particular argumentative moves
from the topical potential available at every stage of the argumentation
process, opts for a specific kind of adaptation to audience demands, and
selects specific linguistic devices of presentation of argumentative moves.

In line with the pragma-dialectical approach to argumentation, the
analysis adopts the maximally argumentative interpretation strategy, which
treats the discourse excerpted for analysis as having an argumentative
intention and its various elements to have argumentative functions.
Consequently, from an analytical perspective, a speech act may be
considered to operate as an argumentative move, allowing a speaker to
produce a particular stream of discourse in order to advance a standpoint
and/or argumentation in its favour; in doing so, the speaker is ideally
expected to provide premises for the unfolding argumentation, to answer
critical questions, and possibly conclude successfully in favour of the bien
Jfondé of his/her argument. Although these are not obvious discourse moves,
argumentation analysts may reconstruct them as such, by considering the
argumentative potential of discourse fragments and speech acts.

Maneuvering strategically in discourse with an argumentative
component corresponds to the speaker’s efforts of balancing his/her rational
defence of his/her standpoint (dialectic concern) with a successful
presentation, so as to win the point (rhetorical concern).

3.2. Levels and Design of the Analysis

As it is based on speech transcripts and written discourse, the present
analysis does not take into account body language, paraverbal elements, and
suprasegmental features of oral discourse, which may otherwise have a role
in interpreting discourse stance. The written discourse segments are either
meant to be pronounced as speeches on various occasions or simply written
in a conversational mode, as if addressing a hearer in praesentia (e.g., blog
articles). This characteristic of the excerpts under consideration is important
because they are interactional only in part, i.e. they do not expect a reply
and, consequently, are exempt from an immediate test of critical questions
or being put to doubt.

The analysis is concerned with the identification of morphosyntactic,
lexical-semantic, and stylistic choices, the selection of specific linguistic
patterns, structures, and operations, in order to assess their impact on
patterns of argumentation and rhetorical design in connection with
stancetaking.
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3.3. Reported Discourse, Quotation, and Stancetaking

Quotation is a notion pertaining to that of reported discourse, or reported
speech, defined as “a report of something someone else has said before”
(Golato 2002, 49). Clark and Gerrig (1990, 769) provide a more
“philosophical” and more technical definition of quotation: “The
prototypical quotation is a demonstration of what a person did in saying
something”.

This means that a quotation may represent (not simply mimic, repeat, or
recall) the content and the form of an utterance, being also — somehow in
the sense of speech act theory and intentionality — a way of describing an
action performed by the original speaker in using a particular utterance.
As highlighted by Tannen (1989), quoted by Maynard (1996, 208):

‘reported speech’ is a misnomer since it is not actually ‘reported’. Instead
what is generally meant by ‘reported speech’ is, in fact, spontaneous speech
creatively constructed by the speaker at the time of talk. The overall effect
of constructed dialogue, Tannen points out, creates ‘involvement’.

This is why, in the analysis, the term quotation is preferred to that of
reported speech, by extending the former’s scope to all instances of
presentation of some other voice or discourse. Authier-Revuz (2019)
introduces the French discours autre to refer to the complex phenomenon
of reported speech. The equivalent structure in English could be other
discourse, which I will use only for immediate convenience, but also the
syntagm different/distinct discourse. 1 would rather suggest and prefer other
voice.

The “stance” adopted in this chapter with respect to quotation is similar
to that on reported discourse, viewed as not simply “a grammatical topic”,
but rather as “an interactional and social phenomenon”, since language
fulfils interactional functions, allowing speakers and listeners to
collaboratively construct context (Golato 2002, 49). As previously
mentioned, the term guotation encompasses, in this chapter, all instances in
which a speaker’s utterance or discourse is specifically reported or, in some
way, made reference to. In dealing with reported discourse and quotation, a
series of terms are used:

— aquotative or a quotative marker is an expression — prototypically a
predicative verb from the category verba dicendi — used to indicate
that (a fragment of) an utterance involves reference to a speech event
and to its content/substance (cf. also Robles 2015);

— aquoter is a speaker who quotes (Maynard 1996, 208);
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— aquotee is a speaker whose utterance or words are quoted (Maynard
1996, 208);

— a quotation strategy is the particular way or device use (direct,
indirect, or free indirect style) to present a quote, i.e. a fragment of
other discourse in order to echo a “voice” (Maynard 1996, 208).

— aquote/quotation is either a reproduced utterance (prototypically in
direct or indirect discourse) or a “reconstructed” thought (free
indirect style, more appropriate in writing, especially in fiction or
essays), including self-quotation (in which case the quotee and the
quoter are physically one and the same entity, corresponding to
distinct voices; in the wider discursive context, the quotee’s “voice”
has a particular function and plays a specific role in the initial speech
context; the quoter’s voice plays another role in the quoting context;
Maynard 1996, 208).

3.3.1. Quoting in Direct Discourse — Direct Quotation

Direct quotation, as in (a) He said: “I am tired”, and example (2a) (see the
table in section 4.1. below) is also referred to as direct speech or quoting in
direct discourse. 1t consists prototypically in reproducing verbatim some
words or discourse fragments in written form, by indicating the quoted
words or fragments with graphic symbols characterising most writing
systems and alphabets — when there are no strictly linguistic devices
(evidentials) to indicate the existence of some reported discourse instance —,
and in oral form by using an intonation, a tone of the voice as close as
possible to the original one.

The assumption Jacobson (2004, 2) departs from is that “when an author
or speaker [...] chooses to use direct discourse to report” someone’s speech,
“that choice will shape the rhetorical impact” of a particular text “differently
than if the author had not used direct discourse”. This is commonly shared
by linguists, hermeneuts, text interpreters, discourse analysts, and, as it
were, text or discourse practitioners.

3.3.2. Quoting in Indirect Discourse — Indirect Quotation

Indirect quotation, as in (b) I'm asking you if he ever made it there is usually
referred to as indirect speech or quoting in indirect discourse. The main
characteristics of this quote type are consistently dealt with in reference
books, which usually insist on their most significant and salient
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characteristics'’. Example (b), a particular case of indirect quotation since
the reporting agent is identical to the initial speaker, also points to some
more delicate aspects of reported speech analysis.

Such an utterance appears, at first sight, to have been produced because
the addressee did not hear or understand what the speaker originally uttered,
or else pretended not to hear an utterance which he was not eager to take
into account as one.

The reporting agent and the interlocutor are identical, respectively, to
those of the initial utterance, as well as the utterance content, for some
reason reproduced a second time. This impacts on the status of the speaker
and/or of the hearer, and on the form of the utterance as well. At least for
considerations of linguistic economy, the form is expected to be slightly
different (also in point of intonation, tone of the voice, etc.).

Third, the dicendi verb ask is almost certainly an “innovation” of the
same speaker with respect to making explicit the intention of the initial
interrogative utterance, which could have been something like (by) Did he
get there?, (b2) Hey, was he there?, (bs) Was he there indeed?, or even (bs)
1 imagine he never even got there, did he? (falling intonation). If this were
the case, then the way in which the initial question is reported by the same
speaker somehow modifies the initial relationship between speaker, hearer,
and even the content of the utterance, including the person referred to in it.
Reformulating it as a question by means of an explicit performative verb
ask is already a choice and a tool by means of which pressure is put on the
interlocutor. A kind of discourse rule or model process could be
provisionally extracted/deduced from here, which takes into account all the
relevant elements in the example.

The speaker’s decision to re-perform the same speech act under exactly
the same circumstances (usually with some distancing in time and/or space)
corresponds to an indirect (self-)quotation.

It may result from an initial failure of the first performance, whatever
the reason.

Making the illocutionary force of a previously performed speech act
explicit in similar conditions (by indirect quotation) ensures a greater
chance of success, but also shows the speaker’s interest in:

i. achieving his/her initially intended goal;

ii. reaffirming his/her presence as initiator of a linguistic exchange

in relationship with the hearer (who is put under pressure);
iil. a particular content element;

19 Such characteristics may be summarised as the adjustment of “the original
utterance’s indexicals to the reporting context” (Maier 2009, 134).
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iv. a particular relationship with the initial speech act performed and
the epistemic attitude attached to the utterance.

The falling intonation in (bs), presumably interpretable as an epistemic
mark of certainty (“almost/pretty certain”), acknowledges to a degree that
an answer from the hearer is not needed. However, it is reconsidered and
remodelled in reported speech in (b), by deletion of the initial mark of
“certainty” and the explicit performative ask expressing the epistemic value
“not very certain”.

This particular case is meant to show that reporting in indirect discourse
in the first person (self-quotation cases) may reveal a particular stance
towards the addressee, who — from the naming of the speech act — appears
not to have granted interest to the initial question or to the speaker.

In an actional framework, reported speech utterances are assertive
speech acts, of the form X said x. In a previous version of his speech act
taxonomy, reconsidering Austin’s expositives and verdictives classes,
Searle (1979) brings (most of) them together under the general class of the
representatives, which he later calls assertives and defines as such:

The point or purpose of the members of the assertive class is to commit the
speaker (in varying degrees) to something’s being the case, to the truth of
the expressed proposition (Searle 1979, 12 ff.; my italics).

My italics concern an important aspect of assertive speech act performance:
even when speakers “report” by announcing, predicting, or prophesying
utterances to be produced in the future or evoked as belonging to a possible
past, present, or future world (as hypothetically produced utterances, with
zero speaker commitment to truth), the assertive act of reporting still takes
place, is confronted with reality and subsequently assessed as having frue
or false content, being sincere or invalid and void of meaning.

3.3.3. Free Indirect Style

Free indirect style differs completely from the previous two categories of
quotation, to the point that it is even difficult to term it quotation. It does
not necessarily rely on an actual speech act, being a discourse strategy
specialised in giving access to a reflexive agent’s thoughts. Usually
presented in literature as specific to fiction, it may be also encountered in
journalistic discourse.

A distinction can be made between quotation used to demonstrate an
epistemic stance, like in academic, scientific, or historical discourse, and
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free indirect style used not to precisely demonstrate, but to attribute a
particular line of thought to an individual or to a(n) acting voice.

4. Quoting Strategies in Argumentation and Stancetaking
4.1. Speech Act Reporting / Reporting Illocutionary Force

Direct and indirect discourse are forms or categories of reported speech, by
means of which a speech act is reported. In some cases, a speaker may, for
various reasons, choose a descriptive, encapsulating verbum dicendi to point
to the illocutionary force of an utterance or the speech act (to be) performed,
as in [ congratulated him on his success. In such a case, the verbatim
element is missing, which may lead to the conclusion that it is neither
mandatory nor essential to reporting, and the specific speech act or the
illocutionary force is the main concern. However, the speech act or, more
precisely, the illocutionary force of the utterance is made explicit, otherwise
the reporting action/act/activity is void — is not operative. If, for
methodological reasons and for simplicity, school and foreign language
textbooks are entitled to use the term reported speech, 1 deem it more
adequate, in discourse analysis, to refer to the two kinds of quotation
discussed above as reporting a speech act, or speech act reporting. This
allows them to be treated under the same umbrella (varieties of direct and
indirect reported speech), plus subtypes and mixed types, as well as
condensed or summarising reporting activities, which could be termed
reporting illocutionary force.

Reporting only illocutionary force is tantamount to disregarding the
propositional content and the form in which it is brought about. This is the
case in (1):

(1) In my inaugural address to the American People, I pledged to strengthen
America’s oldest friendships, and to build new partnerships in pursuit of
peace. | also promised that America will not seek to impose our way of
life on others, but to outstretch our hands in the spirit of cooperation and
trust (Trump SA).

A macro reporting speech act is performed by an utterance or a series of
utterances reporting several utterances, each performing a speech act.

E.g., I promise to be there at noon. I assure you I won't be late any minute.
macro reporting speech act:

Version A. He promised to be there at noon. He said he would not be late.
Version B. He promised to be there on time/with no delay.
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While version A may be said to consist of two utterances'!, an identical or
a different illocutionary force corresponding to each, version B appears to
be the more natural one, synthesising the content of the two initial utterances
and the illocutionary forces to what is communicatively essential.

The dependence of the quote (the exact discourse fragment that is being
recalled and reproduced) and of the quotation (the act of reproducing
someone’s actual or imaginary words or utterance) from the context must
also be taken into account: “when a speaker designs a quote it is the local
context that is relevant to the speaker who is quoting, not the distant context
in which the original discourse occurred” (Golato 2002, 64).

In a journalistic report on the portal politico.eu, aimed at a comparison
between Donald Trump’s (2017) and Joe Biden’s (2021) inaugural
addresses as U.S. Presidents, the authors use several types of reporting/
quotation strategies with the intention of substantiating their findings with
probative evidence, a practice similar to those of an academic or scientific
nature, which allows one to note that most direct quotations support other
quotation strategies'? (see infra the table):

(2) Biden spoke repeatedly about the pandemic (c), warning that (b) the
U.S. is “entering what may be the toughest and deadliest period of the
virus.” (a) Trump obviously had no inkling of the COVID-19 crisis (d)
when he gave his speech four years ago, but he did still mention health
(c), saying the U.S. was (c) “ready ... to free the Earth from the miseries
of disease” (a) (Biden vs Trump IA).

The requirement of objectivity in professional journalistic accounts, similar
in this respect to that of scientific discourse, relies here on the strategy of
direct quotation (a) to provide the addressee with maximum of assertivity
and transfer information in the most reliable way, by repeating more or less
verbatim the quotee’s original piece of discourse. While Biber and Finegan
(1988) point to six semantic categories of adverbials (see note 7, above),
direct quotation may be designated a stancetaking strategy meant to support
appearances of speaker honesty, so it may be seen as a certainty marker of
stancetaking, translating into argumentative terms something like “I am
advancing this in all certainty (and I also find support and assurance in what
another has voiced)”. Since the information might be verified at any later
time by the addressee, it may be also considered a marker of actuality, i.e.

[ promise to be here at noon. I won't be late.

12 1n example (2), I have inserted references to the reporting strategies: (a) for direct
quotation, (b) for the interpretation of the original illocutionary force, (c) for
resumptive quotation and hybrid quotation, and (d) for reporting illocutionary force.
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the reported quote was actually performed — usually in a more or less remote
past — in the particular context referred to. Getting back to argumentative
styles and their relationship to the type of discourse/context they appear in,
direct quotation strategies can be considered, in the precise context of the
quoted editorial, indicators of an engaged argumentative style. This use and
such a strategy can be also seen as an instance of stancetaking, of factual
assessment of (factual) actions and behaviours, characteristic of an
argumentative discourse in search of objectivity and sound support for a
standpoint, while the quote and its content serve to meet the burden of proof,
providing the addressee himself with the basic elements for decision making
at the same time (cf. also Maier 2009).

(a) Direct quotation the U.S. is “entering what may be the
toughest and deadliest period of the
virus.” (2a)

the U.S. was “ready ... to free the Earth
from the miseries of disease.” (2a)

(a, b) supporting direct quotation by | warning that (b) the U.S. is “entering
explicating original illocutionary | what may be the toughest and deadliest
force as interpreted by the quoter period of the virus.” (2 b, a)

(c) resumptive quotation, | he [Trump] did still mention health (2¢)
summarising a discussion topic

(c) Hybrid quotation integrated to | saying the U.S. was “ready ... to
quoter’s speech by applying indirect | free the Earth from the miseries of
speech conventions (by sequencing | disease.” (2¢)

tenses, €.g., was)

(d) reporting illocutionary force I pledged to strengthen America’s
oldest friendships, and to build new
partnerships in pursuit of peace. I also
promised that America (1)

Table. Reporting/Quotation strategies,
with reference to examples (1) and (2)

4.2. Self-Quote

A self-quotation/-quote, or self-reporting, is a reporting speech act in which
a speaker is quoting himself/herself, i.e. is producing a quote of his/her own
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actual or imaginary words (pseudo/fake quote), by presumably rendering
his/her own utterance(s) in direct or indirect speech (see also Golato 2002,
49-50 ff.). According to Macaulay (1987, 22), self-quotation allows “a kind
of distancing” for the speaker to present oneself “as an actor in a scene”. In
discussing self-quotation, Jacobson (2004, 50-81) suggests the possibility
of the speaker quoting “words spoken” in the past, in the present, in the
future, in a possible world (“hypothetical words™). He also speaks of the
“rhetorical function” of self-quotations (Jacobson 2004, 77-81). In quoting
himself/herself, a speaker generally attempts to point to his/her own prior
discourse (see previous example) by investing the quote with (re)new(ed)
relevance and prioritising some formal/linguistic or content/meaning aspect
of the quote with ethical significance, as for instance in manifesting his/her
credibility by reminding the audience a fulfilled promise/obligation, etc.
The self-quote may consist in reproducing the original statement verbatim
or in summarising it, as in the previous example, by reminding only its
illocutionary force. A special, somewhat marginal case of indirect self-
quote is denying to have advanced some statement. Such a case occurs in
the last utterance presented in the media excerpt below:

(3) Two weeks ago, President Trump made news as he opened his daily
coronavirus briefing: “We’re going to put a hold on money spent to the
[World Health Organization],” Trump said. “We’re going to put a very
powerful hold on it.”

But asked 17 minutes later whether the best time to freeze aid to the
organization was during a global health pandemic, Trump falsely
claimed he had not said what he clearly just said.

“I mean, I’'m not saying I’'m going to do it, but we’re going to look at
it,” Trump said (Trump, WP).

These strategies or make-ups of the quotation act(ion) are mainly used to
support the journalists’ standpoint, i.e. in the editorial from which example
(2) is excerpted, that there are specific similarities and differences between
the two speeches. Given the context, the quotes may simply be seen as
examples supporting a standpoint by symptomatic argumentation or as
warrant/burden of proof. However, for this very reason, they may also be
regarded as indicating an engaged argumentative style, adopted by the
authors to allow the reader to consider the speeches of the two presidents
and their resemblance more closely. When the particular wording was
considered to have no impact on the force of the argument, the authors
appear to favour summarising the original speech — this is what I termed
above resumptive quotation, a strategy that may often be adopted, for
instance, in academic or scientific discourse (e.g., state-of-the-art section of
academic studies, such as PhD or master dissertations, scientific articles
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publicising research findings, etc.). I am advancing the idea that, in either
case, the quote, whether resumptive or in full form, indicates that the
speaker/arguer strongly maintains a standpoint, with quotes serving as onus
probandi and contributing to stancetaking affirmatively, clearly pleading
for the certainty of the advanced ideas. In the same way, one may consider
that explicitating the original illocutionary force in the quoter’s
interpretation (a warning in (2)b) is meant to address the audience’s most
vivid expectations by strengthening not only the authors’ argument, but also
by reconnecting the topic of the editorial to a preoccupation of the greatest
concern at the time of publication: the evolution of the SARS-COV2
pandemic.

4.3. Pseudoquotation

Pseudoquotation (see also Dubois 1989) is a strategy by means of which a
speaker attributes utterances to another speaker (including oneself at some
other moment and/or place, i.e. self-pseudoquotation) by pretending to
report an utterance that is not an actual quote'3. The speaker using
pseudoquotation makes it somehow clear that what (s)he presents as a quote
is not one: the content of the quote is “abusively” created by the very
utterance of the pseudo reported discourse, yet presented transparently in
the process as “staged”.

For the sake of the present analysis, I distinguish between the following
categories of pseudoquotation, while making use of the more convenient
terms pseudoquote'* and quote:

13 Narrower meanings of the terms pseudoquotation and pseudoquote are not used
in the current study, being irrelevant for the proposed argumentative analysis. For
instance, pseudoquote (Moss 1986, 23-24) refers to the action of “taking over”,
“speaking for” a patient when, during an intervention, a psychoanalyst uses the
pronoun ‘I’ instead of the patient, “as though he were, for the moment, the voice of
the patient”, like in the following analyst’s utterance (addressing the patient):
“...what you hear yourself saying is, uh, there’s a place for me and I'm managing
very well. I'm throwing myself into things and enjoying it. [...] so it makes me tired,
so who cares, you know? [...] I'm still enjoying it anyway. [...] And uh, I'm not
really missing uh B. particularly ...J understand how she’s missing me, but I don’t
feel I'm missing her that much — I'm all involved and I have, my life is all filled up”
(Moss 1986, 30) (my italics, A.G., for pseudoquotes in the first person).

14 Again, for simplicity reasons, the term pseudoquote may be replaced by quote in
adapted pseudoquote and invented pseudoquote, since adapted and invented sound
partially pleonastic along with pseudo-.
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a) adapted (pseudo)quote = an utterance in which some aphoristic
quote is modified, altered, so as to fit a particular communicative
situation;

b) invented (pseudo)quote in direct/indirect/free indirect speech (A
said: “...”/that..., while A has not actually uttered these words nor
produced the utterance);

¢) self-pseudoquote (Dubois 1989, 349) in direct/indirect speech.

4.3.1. Adapted Quote

1 define adapted (pseudo)quote, or pseudoquote by adaptation, as the use of
some easily recognisable phrase, an aphorism, a literary formula, a slogan,
or a popular saying within a specific cultural (communicative) context, in
identical form with the original or partially modified. The analytic literature
abounds in such examples. In the Romanian public sphere, a slogan may be
reiterated on various occasions, relying on the following initial “utterance:

(4) Moldova n-a fost a stramosilor mei, n-a fost a mea si nu e a voastra, ci a
urmagsilor vostri, si a urmasilor urmasilor vostri in veacul vecilor...
(Stefanescu Delavrancea, Apus de soare, 1909)

Moldavia did not belong to my ancestors; it belongs neither to me nor to
my heirs — it belongs aye to your heirs and your heirs’ heirs... (my
translation — A.G.).

Excerpted from a Romanian drama inspired by national history, this reply
is easily recognisable by some of the Romanians having lived during
communism, when it was constantly taught in school, and also quoted on
various occasions, either for reinforcement purposes in some official
contexts or somehow ironically in ordinary conversations. Recalling it is an
easy task, given its intrinsic rhetorical qualities, and its fit with the
ideological revival of historical characters turned into national heroes!’
during communism.

15 For the connection between history, legend, and literature, in the case of the
Moldavian governing prince Stephen the Great, see Manicuta (2004, 85), whose
study gives an idea of the way historical truth was reflected in Romanian literary
creation — poetry, fiction, or drama. Romanian literature evolved quite late, its
evolution in the nineteenth century being simultaneous with a series of historical
events that contributed to national emancipation (the 1821 and 1848 revolutionary
movements, the outcome of the Independence War, 1877-1878). In my opinion, this
may partially explain why, besides the romantic literary fashion of the time, the few
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In example (5), produced in the public sphere as title of a blog article,
the author makes use of an adapted quote criticising the Romanian
Government (RGvt, from now on) for their lack of strategy in managing the
road infrastructure. The adapted quote preserves intact the latter part of the
original:

(5) Autostrazile astea le veti plati voi, si urmasii vostri, si urmasii urmasilor
vostri, in veacul vecilor! (Glavan 2013)
You are going to pay for these highways, and so will aye your heirs and
your heirs’ heirs!

The author addresses potentially a large audience, the Romanian citizens,
by predicting a state of things extending in the future over an indefinite
period of time. It also indirectly addresses the RGvt, as the final part of the
article explicitly shows'®. From the basic illocutionary force of prediction,
a derived illocutionary force materialises in warning both the citizens and
the RGvt about the negative consequences of a dissatisfactory or suboptimal
political action (investing in highways vs in quality national roads). This is
meant to achieve a perlocutionary effect of dissuasion of the RGvt’s policy.
The use of this pseudoquote by adaptation allows the speaker to take an
epistemic stance of certainty with respect to future events, which are
introduced as part of an argumentum ad consequentiam, i.e. “if the RGvt
builds highways to the detriment of national roads, you will pay them
forever (and will be able to use neither on account of their poor quality)”.

writers of the time preferred national themes. The imaginary deeds and discourses
performed by the heroes of this literature replaced history for both the poor or
uneducated people and for members of the political class. This glorification of the
remote past — not able to compete with the present anymore — was also practiced
during communism for pragmatic reasons. It contributed to establishing a tradition
of pompous glorification of the past in the Romanian public space, which has
persisted for various reasons to this day (cf. also Alexe 2020). Since fragments of
literary origin are more present in the people’s minds than memories of history
lessons, it is easier to catch up the audience’s attention by quoting some memorable
clichés. History magazines point to clichés in the Romanian (and Moldavian)
cultural space, such as the quote mentioned above (see, for instance, Plaiasu and
Paslariuc 2020).

16 “Cel mai probabil, genul de abordare realistd a problemei sugerati de acest articol
va fi respins si constructia autostrazilor va continua. Fiecare dintre noi vom plati
prin taxe cu varf si indesat, apoi unii dintre noi vor alege sa circule tot pe DN” (“Most
likely, the kind of realistic approach to this issue suggested by this article will be
disconsidered, and highway building will continue. Each of us will pay heaps and
loads of taxes, then some of us will still choose to drive on national roads”) (Glavan
2013).
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The pseudoquote innovates morphosyntactically, semantically, and
pragmatically by a rhetorical addition, the auxiliary verb will, so as to refer
to the future as predicted based on calculus and financial scientific
measurements: the epistemic stance is set from the beginning by pointing to
a future event whose certainty cannot be better estimated other than by
financial formulae.

The “pure quote” element in the adapted quote may simply enhance “the
ongoing argumentation” (Weiss 2016, 187); if this is so, and if the properties
of the part are translated to the whole, the adapted quote becomes rather
superfluous, and has no particular influence on the argumentation; if not,
then the adapted quote becomes an additional element in the argumentation,
its function being pragma-stylistic and rhetorical since it implicitly evokes
an authority recognised by the doxa. The adapted quote in (5) may be more
effective rhetorically since the original quote is easy to reconstruct. The
ethos of the speaker is concomitantly enhanced through at least three
outcomes of the very rhetorical effectiveness: 1) the speaker may be credited
with supporting national values and thus be assigned a place in a long line
of predecessors acting as patriots, at least by the words if not by the deeds;
2) quoting a classic phrase makes him appear educated, well-read, witty; 3)
the cliché is apparently avoided because of both the general interest of the
issue he addresses (the lack of highways or quick and safe roads in
Romania) and the irony resulting from the reverted global meaning of the
original quote: while Stephen the Great was presumed to protect the legacy
to be passed on by Moldavians to their heirs, Romania’s citizens are in the
position of bequeathing the future generations huge debts caused by
inappropriate strategies and political decisions of building unnecessary
infrastructure.

The title of a political statement in the Deputy Chamber in the Romanian
Parliament in (6) could be intended to evoke the same cliché-quote,
although in a less obvious way. If this is the case and the speaker’s intention
is to use the cliché rhetorically, the linguistic pattern of the original quote is
reversed, with an affirmative statement in the first part and a negative one
in the latter, to attack the political opponent:

(6) Guvernul Romaniei este al fiecarui roman, nu al candidatului Iohannis
(Cojocaru, 4.09.2019, written'”)

17 As a rule, the Deputies’ political statements are deposed in written form with the
Chamber’s Secretariat. Most of them are read/pronounced in front of the audience,
but for particular reasons, a deputy may sometimes not (be able to) read his/her
statement. For the examples of the type “political statement”, mention is made if it
was available only in written form.
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Government belongs to every Romanian, not to the candidate Iohannis.

Like the original, the pseudoquote is based, in this case, on an opposition
between the Social Democratic government and the National Liberals’
candidate for the Romanian Presidency, the President-elect, Klaus Iohannis.

4.3.2. Invented (pseudo)quote

The excerpt below displays several metacommunicative elements among
which an imaginary quotation, marked as such by quote marks:

(7) Daca indraznesti sa deschizi discutia despre durata lor de amortizare, vei
fi imediat catalogat drept inapoiat, pentru ca ,, nu are sens sd ne gandim
in cdt timp se amortizeazd autostrada”, ea este... scuzati expresia, un
bun public. (Glavan 2013)

If you dare open a discussion about their amortisation period, you will,
without delay, be labelled retrograde, since “if is pointless to think of
how long it takes for a highway to yield a return”, it is ... if I may, a
public asset [emphasis mine — A.G.].

The larger context this fragment is excerpted from is a financial and
economic blog. In this article, the blog’s author, an academic in the field of
finance and economy at a Romanian university, acts as a protagonist in a
difference of opinion, advancing the standpoint that building highways in
Romania is, on the whole, a faulty strategy. Throughout most of the article,
he adopts a detached, scientific stance, making use of scientific arguments
and aiming at a “virtual” resolution of the no less virtual difference of
opinion between him and the Romanian Government. The italicised quote
in (7) appears, or is presented, as the Government’s comment concerning
the protagonist’s standpoint. By “inventing” this argument — which can also
become a standpoint on its own in the argumentative discussion — and
assigning it to the government, the speaker is easing the way for a counter-
argument in his own specialty: finances. The italicised quote has also the
purpose of presenting the government as virtually unwilling to have a
discussion on the topic, by discrediting the topic (it is pointless) and thus
limiting in this way the protagonist’s freedom of approaching the topic by
submitting it to a critical examination.

In what follows, I show that pseudoquotation may involve some
rhetorical gain, by leaving the argument unchanged while moving the
attention of the audience towards the stylistic contribution of the “quote”
and to its content. Another gain comes from the speaker’s pretended
authority which (s)he shows off: (s)he appears as an omniscient character,
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capable of finding, storing, and remembering an indefinite number of
utterances virtually belonging to as many other speakers as possible.

4.4. Stancetaking with Quotation in Funeral Orations

Funeral orations have been seen as instances of the political genre (Williams
2018), which allows their interpretation from the perspective of rhetoric,
argumentation, and discourse analysis.

In 431 BC, during a traditional ceremony at the end of the first year of
the Peloponnesian war, Pericles allegedly pronounced a “formal public
eulogy” to honour the dead, who had heroically defended their land. This
famous panegyric, known as “Pericles’ Funeral Oration”, which often
serves as example of an exceptionally well achieved rhetorical and political
speech, is quoted by Thucydides in his History of the Peloponnesian War.
However, some historians maintain that this text was crafted by Thucydides
himself and included in his History, long after Pericles’ death, with the
intention of restoring both Pericles’ political image and the citizens’ belief
in the Athenian superiority over Sparta and other threats; controversies
between historians and/or philologists concerning the originality or
authorship of this speech also mention Pericles’ wife as the composer of the
text!8, In spite of these conjectures and disagreements, the speech remains
one of the master rhetorical discourses, regularly quoted for its force both
by communicators and by public speaking trainers, and by researchers in
social sciences. It has also become a model for modern orators on similar
occasions and particular public events. On the other hand, Thucydides
appears to have included a different speech from the one Pericles
pronounced in his History. This is a disguised, forged, or pseudo-quotation
(see also Moss 1986; Dubois 1989) meant to ensure Pericles’ notoriety as a
historical personality, to exhort Athens’ citizens to continue on the same
path, and allows Thucydides to present himself, the History’s author, as an
authoritative historian. Like other speeches reported by Thucydides,
Pericles’ oration shows the historian’s stance on the particular historical
(and rhetorical) situation, while also exposing his “philosophy of rhetoric”,
i.e. “how discourse is utilised to mediate and frame military and social
situations” (Banister 2015, 15):

Thucydides’ account of Pericles’ speech reflects what Thucydides believed
the situation demanded and the historian admits that even of the speeches he

18 For a summary of historical details, authorship theories, and the significance of
this speech in rhetorical studies, see References section of this chapter (Bosworth
2000; Asimopulos 2011; Samson 2011).
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personally listened to, it was “difficult to carry them word for word in one’s
memory” (Thucy. 1.22) (Banister 2015, 27).

In 2018, during Republican Donald Trump’s Presidency, the former
Democratic US President Barack Obama pronounced a speech on the
occasion of Senator John McCain’s funeral, his 2008 Republican counter-
candidate, who had himself asked Obama to deliver this eulogy in due time.
Reportedly successful and “moving” for some, but “provocative”,
“controversial”’, and “quite disgusting” for others (Williams 2018),
Obama’s speech cannot pretend to absolute originality. Funeral speeches
have been long considered by rhetoricians, communication analysts, and
scholars in the humanities as belonging to the 2500-year-long tradition of
“deeply political rhetorical genre” (Williams 2018), inaugurated by the
Funeral Oration attributed by Thucydides to Pericles, but most likely
devised by the historian himself to disguise his own admirative, confidence
stance towards Athens’s glorious past and heroism. A rhetorical device in
former President Obama’s above-mentioned eulogy is quotation. In (8a) a
passage is quoted from Hemingway’s For Whom The Bell Tolls". In (8b) a
repetition of the same quote is used towards the end of the eulogy. And a
partial, or what could be called a “disguised”, quote from Roosevelt’s Man
in the Arena Sorbonne address is also produced:

(8) a. Others this week and this morning have spoken to the depths of his
[McCain’s] torment, and the depths of his courage, there in the cells of
Hanoi, when day after day, year after year, that youthful iron was
tempered into steel. It brings to mind something that Hemingway wrote
in the book that Meghan [McCain’s daughter] referred to, his favorite
book: “Today is only one day in all the days that will ever be. But what
will happen in all the other days that ever come can depend on what you
do today” [...]. (Obama, 01.09.2018)

b. More than once during his career, John drew comparisons to Teddy
Roosevelt. And I'm sure it’s been noted that Roosevelt’s “Man in the
Arena” oration seems tailored to John. Most of you know it: Roosevelt
speaks of those who strive, who dare to do great things, who sometimes
win and sometimes come up short, but always relish a good fight — a
contrast to those cold, timid souls who know neither victory nor defeat.
Isn’t that the spirit we celebrate this week? That striving to be better, to
do better, to be worthy of the great inheritance that our founders
bestowed.

So much of our politics, our public life, our public discourse, can seem
small and mean and petty, trafficking in bombast and insult, in phony

19 As mentioned in Meghan’s (2018) eulogy. Meghan is McCain’s daughter.
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controversies and manufactured outrage. It’s a politics that pretends to
be brave and tough, but in fact is born of fear.

John called on us to be bigger than that. He called on us to be better than
that.

“Today is only one day in all the days that will ever be. But what will
happen in all the other days that will ever come can depend on what you
do today.”

What better way to honor John McCain’s life of service than, as best we
can, follow his example? (Obama, 01.09.2018).

While quoting in academic discourse may have an informative, pedagogical
function, public speaking or political discourse are expected to use
quotation to give both credibility and engage the speaker with or against the
audience or a third party.

By positioning himself in line with Hemingway and Roosevelt?’, whom
he quotes, Obama is also taking stance with respect to his own framing of
particular actions and the personality he is evoking. In order to honour
McCain’s memory, Obama (or his rhetor) chooses, with Hemingway,
Roosevelt, and also Meghan McCain, to point to the future, concentrating
less on the politician McCain’s deeds and more on political actions to come
depending on everyone’s involvement in public life. He makes the eulogy
sound more like part of a political campaign than recall McCain’s
contribution to America’s politics. By mentioning and explicitly or
implicitly quoting Hemingway and Roosevelt, Obama is also merging other
speakers’ view into his own (others this week and this morning), aiming at
communion of thought and feeling with them, McCain’s family, close
supporters, and with the larger audience.

As Williams (2018) reminds us, “for nearly 2500 years, funeral orations
have been used to influence public opinion and endorse political agendas”,
so they are argumentative and not simply macro-expressive speech acts of
condolences. As was the case with Pericles’ oration, when the speaker is a
political figure, (s)he may take the opportunity to direct the speech towards
future political action or one’s own benefit, especially in terms of public

20 The part of the famous passage in The Man in the Arena speech quoted is: “The
credit belongs to the man who is actually in the arena, whose face is marred by dust
and sweat and blood; who strives valiantly; who errs, who comes short again and
again, because there is no effort without error and shortcoming; but who does
actually strive to do the deeds; who knows the great enthusiasms, the great
devotions; who spends himself in a worthy cause; who at the best knows in the end
the triumph of high achievement, and who at the worst, if he fails, at least fails while
daring greatly, so that his place shall never be with those cold and timid souls who
neither know victory nor defeat” (Roosevelt, Arena).
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image and representation. In some respects, doing politics today is being
prepared for any internal or external threat to the state. During ancient wars,
a funeral speech could be also used as a means of exhortation:

The desire to inspire emulation in the audience is forefront in the mind of
the funeral orator because he cannot make his primary purpose to recount
events and actions, which the audience does not believe they can match, or
the oration will create “envy” and “incredulity” in the listeners (Thucy.
2.35.2). In short, effective epideictic in war contexts must promote
identification with both the acts being performed and the individuals who
performed them (Banister 2015, 21).

This remark shows that, in political argument, communion with the
audience is or should be sought by the speaker by evoking both
representative characters and their deeds, including words or thoughts.
Recalling such acts or individuals under a discursive form may involve
quoting what such representative characters themselves have said, wanted
to say, pretended to have said, or maintained about persons and actions. The
fact that the quote from Hemingway is repeated verbatim, and twice present
in the speech, should have some significance. Clark and Gerrig (1990, 794),
for whom quotation is demonstration, point to the distinct functions of direct
quotation, meant for the addressee to be “engrossed”, i.e. transferred, in the
quotee’s world, which in this case appears to be not that of the author
Hemingway, but that of his hero in For Whom The Bell Tolls. Robert Jordan
admits sacrifice from the beginning of his mission, and the content of his
thoughts is rendered in free indirect style. In it, the voice of an overarching
character, an alter ego of the author or even of the reader/audience, may be
heard. This layered experience of voices enhanced by Obama’s repetition
of the quote is supposed to “reenact” the “demonstrated” event, and give the
larger audience (political supporters and opponents) the possibility of
“reexperiencing” (Clark and Gerrig 1990, 794), on behalf of the character,
a heroic deed. It is also significant that Obama recalls his former opponent’s
wish for him to pronounce a eulogy at the funeral.

In academic and scientific discourse, quotation works as an argument
from authority, usually supporting the speaker’s standpoint, by providing
the audience good grounds for admitting a statement as valid, correct, or
true and granting the speaker credibility. In political discourse, the function
of quotation is to focus the audience’s attention towards a particular line of
action and simultaneously encouraging, exhorting them to act in a very
specific manner, indicated either by the quotation or by some necessary
deduction resulting from the quote contents.
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Both Thucydides’ quote of Pericles’ funeral oration for the war victims
and Obama’s eulogy for McCain are instrumental, along with other
rhetorical devices, in presenting the quotee (original speaker) and the quoter
as engaged with a particular idea, creed, or action, which is illustrative of
an engaged argumentative style.

5. Final Remarks

Quotation is seen in the present chapter as a complex interactional and
rhetorical phenomenon, disguised in many forms, and occurring not only in
conventionalised discourse, such as the academic and scientific genres, but
also in public and, more specifically, political discourse. For instance, the
editorial under discussion, by means of excerpts (2), by its topic and analytic
concern may have a contribution in shaping political discourse by serving
as an instrument with a normative component in public speech design. By
examining several manifestations of quotation, the study offers proposals
for possible categories of reported discourse to be taken into account for a
taxonomy or an inventory of quotation strategies with impact on the
argumentative style makeup. The analysis has had in view to identify formal
and structural characteristics of quotations and to correlate these with their
rhetorical function or role at the basic level of the utterance and at the
superordinate level of a discourse fragment.

When a quotation was examined, a distinction was made between
formal, structural, and content elements belonging to the quote (the
repeated, or quoted, stream) and the same types of elements belonging to
the quotation act.

In ordinary communicative situations a quote reviving a slogan may
simply serve to make fun of someone or something in everyday contexts,
with no historical or political allusion; an adapted pseudoquote of the
original aphoristic quote, as in excerpt (4) above, may also serve to make
reference to the quote itself, seen as a cliché.

Section four considers funeral speeches as an instance where the orator
is given a heavy emotional task, mainly to evoke the personality of the
deceased. Consequently, they are rather exemplary pieces of rhetoric, in
which the speaker appears to favour evocations of others’ discourses, which
is the case in the last two examples under discussion. Although cultural
traditions may differ in various respects, such speeches appear, as a general
rule, to recall to the memory of the audience the positive actions of the
person to whom they are dedicated. However, an interesting example in
point is the first one, which is taken from a famous funeral oration, which
commemorates the dead at war. Attributed to Pericles and quoted by
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Thucydides in his History, the funeral oration might well be a pseudo-
quotation, whose purpose might be not so much to restore the historical
facts, but to plead in favour of Pericles’ good nature. In other words, the
quote is created by the quoter, being fake and allowing the quoter to take
stance with respect to a character presented as a quotee in a deceiving
manner. Although distinct from the following excerpts, which occasion real
quotes, in the three cases quotation is instrumental for the speaker to take
stance and use an engaged argumentative style.

Acknowledgments: I am deeply grateful to the editors of this volume, for
their immeasurable patience, and to the anonymous readers of the initial
versions of this chapter for their extremely useful comments and efforts to
get this project achieved. Part of the documentation for this chapter was
possible owing to a short-term scientific mission (STSM) at the University
of Heidelberg, in July-August 2020, in the framework of the Cost Action
(CA17132) European network for argumentation and public policy
analysis. Special thanks go to Vahram Atayan, STSM supervisor at the
University of Heidelberg, Marcin Lewinski (New University of Lisbon),
CA main coordinator, and Mariusz Urbanski, STSM administrator (Adam
Mickiewicz University of Poznan).

Sources

Biden vs Trump IA = Journalist Column by Cornelius Hirsch and Giovanna
Coi. January 20, 2021. “Biden and Trump’s inauguration speeches
compared. Length, style and content — how US President Joe Biden’s
inauguration speech compares to those of his predecessors”.
https://www.politico.eu/article/joe-biden-donald-trump-presidential-
inauguration-speeches-compared/.

Cojocaru 2019 = Cojocaru, Petru-Bogda, Declaratie politica [Political
Statement], Camera Deputatilor [Romanian Deputy Chamber],
4.09.2019. http://www.cdep.ro/pls/steno/steno2015.stenograma?ids=
8080& idm=1,024&idl=1.

Glavan 2013 = Glavan, Bogdan. 2013. Logica economiei [ Economic Logic],
December 6, 2013, Accessed July 26, 2020.https://logec.ro/autostrazile-
astea-le-veti-plati-voi-si-urmasii-vostri-si-urmasii-urmasilor-vostri.

Meghan 2018 = McCain, Meghan. 2018. Eulogy for Her Father, John
McCain. Transcript, September 1. Accessed April 2, 2020.
https://www.townandcountrymag.com/society/politics/a22892378/meg
han-mccain-eulogy-for-john-mccain-full-transcript/.

printed on 2/9/2023 2:13 PMvia . Al use subject to https://ww.ebsco.conlterns-of-use



144 Chapter Four

Obama 2018 = Obama, Barack. 2018. “Eulogy for John McCain.”
(‘Morning Briefing” Column.) The New York Times, September 1.
Accessed April 2, 2020. https://www.nytimes.com/2018/09/01/us/
politics/barack-obama-john-meccain-funeral-eulogy.html.

Roosevelt, Arena = Roosevelt, Theodore. 1910. Citizenship in a Republic,
or The Man in the Arena, Sorbonne Speech, April 23. Theodore
Roosevelt Center at Dickinson State University. Accessed July 26, 2020.
https://www.theodorerooseveltcenter.org/Learn-About-TR/TR-
Encyclopedia/Culture-and-Society/Man-in-the-Arena.aspx.

Stefanescu Delavrancea, Apus de soare = Stefanescu Delavrancea, Barbu,
Apus de soare. 1909. Bucuresti: Editura Librariei SOCEC.

Thucydides, History = Thucydides, “Pericles’ Funeral Oration.” In History
of the Peloponnesian War (Book 2.34-46). Internet Ancient History
Sourcebook. Accessed April 2, 2020. https://sourcebooks.fordham.edu/
ancient/pericles-funeralspeech.asp.

Trump, SA = Trump, Donald. 2017. Speech to the Arab Islamic American
Summit. Remarks as prepared for delivery. Issued on May 21. White
House. Accessed April 2, 2020. https://www.whitehouse.gov/briefings-
statements/president-trumps-speech-arab-islamic-american-summit/.

Trump, WP = Rieger, J.M. 2020. Watch Trump deny saying things about
the coronavirus that he definitely said. Accessed September 16, 2020.
In The Washington Post, April 21, 2020.
https://www.washingtonpost.com/politics/2020/04/21/watch-trump-
deny-saying-things-about-coronavirus-that-he-definitely-said/.

References

Alexe, Dan. 2020. “Cdci Moldova n-a fost a mea: Tentativd de
dezintoxicare colectiva. Jurnal de corespondent.” [“Cdci Moldova n-a
fost amea: An Attempt to Collective Detoxification. A Correspondent’s
Journal”] Radio Europa Liberd, Moldova, 16 februarie 2020. Accessed
April 2, 2020. https://moldova.curopalibera.org/a/caci-moldova-n-a-
fost-a-mea-tentativa-de-dezintoxicare-colectiva/30437272.html.

Asimopulos, Panajiotis. 2011. “The Authenticity of Pericles’ Funeral
Oration in the European Historical Thought.” Facta Universitatis
Series: Philosophy, Sociology, Psychology and History (UDC 808.51)
10 (2): 233-239.

Authier-Revuz, Jacqueline. 2019. La représentation du discours autre.
Principes pour une description. Berlin/Boston: Walter de Gruyter.

EBSCChost - printed on 2/9/2023 2:13 PMvia . All use subject to https://ww:. ebsco. con terns-of - use



EBSCChost -

Stancetaking in Argumentative Discourse 145

Bakhtin, Mikhail. 1984 [1963]. Problems of Dostoevsky’s Poetics, edited
and translated by Caryl Emerson. Introduction by Wayne C. Booth.
Minneapolis/London: University of Minnesota Press.

Bally, Charles. 1944 [1932]. Linguistique générale et linguistique
frangaise. Second edition. Berne: Francke.

Banister, John P. 2015. “Epideictic Memories of War: Reconceiving the
Classical Funeral Oration as Exigence-Driven Discourse.” Master diss.,
Graduate Theses and Dissertations Digital Repository, 14325, Towa
State University. https://lib.dr.iastate.edu/etd/14325.

Biber, Douglas, and Finegan, Edward. 1988. “Adverbial Stance Types in
English.” Discourse Processes 11: 1-34.

Biber, Douglas, and Finegan, Edward. 1989a. “Drift and the Evolution of
English Style: A History of Three Genres.” Language 65 (3): 487-517.

Biber, Douglas, and Finegan, Edward. 1989b. “Styles of Stance in English:
Lexical and Grammatical Marking of Evidentiality and Affect.” Text &
Talk 9 (1): 93-124.

Bosworth, Brian. A. 2000. “The Historical Context of Thucydides’ Funeral
Oration.” The Journal of Hellenic Studies 120: 1-16.
doi:10.2307/632478.

Clark, Herbert H., and Gerrig, Richard J. 1990. “Quotations as
Demonstrations.” Language 66: 764—805.

Dennett, Daniel C. 1987. The Intentional Stance. Cambridge, MA: MIT
Press.

Dubois, Betty Lou. 1989. “Pseudoquotation in Current English
Communication: ‘Hey, She Didn't Really Say It’.” Language in
Society 18 (3): 343-359.

Ducrot, Oswald. 1991. “Charles Bally and Pragmatics.” Diacritics 21 (4):
2-19.

Englebretson, Robert. 2007. “Stancetaking in Discourse: An Introduction.”
In Stancetaking in Discourse: Subjectivity, Evaluation, Interaction,
edited by Robert Englebretson, 1-26. Amsterdam/Philadelphia: John
Benjamins.

Englebretson, Robert, ed. 2007. Stancetaking in Discourse: Subjectivity,
Evaluation, Interaction. Amsterdam/Philadelphia: John Benjamins.
Golato, Andrea. 2002. “Self-Quotation in German. Reporting on Past
Decisions.” In Reported Discourse: A Meeting Ground for Different
Linguistic Domains, edited by Tom Giildemann, and Manfred von

Roncador, 49-70. Amsterdam/Philadelphia: John Benjamins.

Jacobson, Rolf A. 2004. Many Are Saying: The Function of Direct
Discourse in the Hebrew Psalter. London/New York: T&T Clark
International.

printed on 2/9/2023 2:13 PMvia . Al use subject to https://ww.ebsco.conlterns-of-use



EBSCChost -

146 Chapter Four

Karkkdinen, Elise. 2003. Epistemic Stance in English Conversation. A
Description of Its Interactional Functions, with a Focus on ‘I think’.
Amsterdam/Philadelphia: John Benjamins.

Kockelman, Paul. 2004. “Stance and Subjectivity.” Journal of Linguistic
Anthropology 14 (2): 127-150.

Macaulay, Ronald K.S. 1987. “Polyphonic Monologues: Quoted Direct
Speech in Oral Narratives.” IPrA Papers in Pragmatics 1 (2): 1-34.
Maier, Emar. 2009. “Japanese Reported Speech: Against a Direct—Indirect
Distinction.” In New Frontiers in Artificial Intelligence, edited by
Hiromitsu Hattori, Takahiro Kawamura, Tsuyoshi Idé, Makoto Yokoo,
and Yohei Murakami (Lecture Notes in Computer Science, 5447), 133—
145. Berlin, Heidelberg: Springer. https://doi.org/10.1007/978-3-642-

00609-8 13.

Maynard, Senko K. 1996. “Multivoicedness in Speech and Thought
Representation: The Case of Self-Quotation in Japanese.” Journal of
Pragmatics 25 (2): 207-226. https://doi.org/10.1016/0378-2166(94)00097-2.

Manicutda, Cornelia. 2004. ,Stefan cel Mare. Evocare istorica si mit
romantic.” [“Stephen the Great. Historical Evocation and Romantic
Myth’] Codrul Cosminului 10: 79-91.

Moss, Donald. 1986. “Pseudoquotes in Interventions.” Journal of the
American Psychoanalytical Association 34 (1): 23-46.

Plaiasu, Ciprian, and Paslariuc, Virgil. n.d. “Cliseele istorice folosite in
descrierea lui Stefan cel Mare.” [“Historical Clichés Used to Portray
Stephen the Great”] Historia, online edition. Accessed July 26 2020.
https://www.historia.ro/sectiune/general/articol/cliseele-istorice-
folosite-in-descrierea-lui-stefan-cel-mare-video.

Recanati, Frangois. 2004. Literal Meaning. Cambridge: Cambridge
University Press.

Robles, Jessica S. 2015. “Quotatives.” In The International Encyclopedia of
Language and Social Interaction, edited by Karen Tracy, Cornelia Ilie,
and Todd Sandel, 1272-1279. Boston: John Wiley & Sons.

Samson, Steven A. 2011. “Thucydides: The Funeral Oration of Pericles
Study Guide.” Faculty Publications and Presentations: 395. Helms
School of Government, Liberty University. Accessed April 2, 2020.
https://digitalcommons.liberty.edu/gov_fac pubs/395

Searle, John R. 1979. Expression and Meaning: Studies in the Theory of
Speech Acts. Cambridge: Cambridge University Press.

Tannen, Deborah, 1989. Talking Voices: Repetition, Dialogue, and Imagery in
Conversational Discourse. Cambridge: Cambridge University Press.

printed on 2/9/2023 2:13 PMvia . Al use subject to https://ww.ebsco.conlterns-of-use



Stancetaking in Argumentative Discourse 147

van Eemeren, Frans H. 2010. Strategic Maneuvering in Argumentative
Discourse. Extending the Pragma-Dialectical Theory of Argumentation.
Amsterdam/Philadelphia: John Benjamins.

van Eemeren, Frans H. 2019. “Argumentative Style: A Complex Notion.”
Argumentation 33: 153-171.

van Fraassen, Bas C. 2004. The Empirical Stance. New Haven: Yale
University Press.

Weiss, Daniel. 2016. “Analogical Reasoning with Quotations? A Spotlight on
Russian Parliamentary Discourse.” Journal of Pragmatics 155: 101-110.

Williams, Lucy. 2018. “The McCain Eulogies Fit a Long, Classic Tradition of
Political Funeral Orations.” (Analysis, in ‘Monkey Cage’ Column) The
Washington ~Post, September 4. Accessed March 29"  2020.
https://www.washingtonpost.com/news/monkey-cage/wp/2018/09/04/the-
mccain-eulogies-fit-a-long-classical-tradition-of-political-funeral-orations/.

EBSCChost - printed on 2/9/2023 2:13 PMvia . All use subject to https://ww:. ebsco. con terns-of - use



EBSCChost -

CHAPTER FIVE

THE LAST CHRISTMAS.
STANCETAKING IN THE TRANSCRIPT
OF CEAUSESCU’S POLITICAL TRIAL

ANDREA CRISTINA GHITA

In the dialogic shop of stances, there is a rule:
If you take it, you own it.
(Du Bois 2007, 173)

1. Introduction

The aim of this chapter is to examine the transcript of Ceausescu’s political
trial drawing on the robust methodology provided by Du Bois’ (2007)
discourse-functional theory of stance. Du Bois opens his seminal study with
a founding statement: “One of the most important things we do with words
is take a stance” (Du Bois 2007, 139). The adapted reformulation of this
statement sums up the controlling argument of the present study: One of the
most important things participants in Ceausescu’s trial do with words is
take a stance. The attempt to approach the trial proceedings as a fertile site
for stancetaking produced in the unfolding development of the verbal
interaction proves to be an interesting enterprise. As a key historical event, the
trial was included in the narrativisations of the 1989 Romanian anti-communist
revolution. It is incontestable that the trial was legally abused and politically
instrumentalised for power legitimation. Scholars and observers of the trial
have consequently produced a series of stigmatising conceptualisations of the
summary trial as a show, a farce, a masquerade, an obscene simulacrum, a
melodramatic epic, a staged reality show, a fabricated media production, a
legal disaster, a legal lynching, a felony through justice, a juridical circus
or mini-extravaganza. It is becoming increasingly difficult to de-familiarise
these ossified labels and to shed new light on the material (the videotape
and the journalistic transcriptions of the trial). The participants who took
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part in the trial (the presiding judge, the prosecutor, the defence lawyers,
and the defendants: the dictator Ceausescu and his wife) were memorialised
and vilified as bad characters unable to communicate coherently. Authors
who took a closer look at the proceedings noticed that the trial was both a
judicial failure and an interactional fiasco, “a shouting match of mutual
incomprehension — a dialogue between the deaf” (Siani-Davies 2005, 139).
The dictator was stigmatised as the theatrical commodity of the show trial,
“an autistic individual, shut out in his [...] clichés” (Cesereanu 2009, 1). Du
Bois’ triangular model of stance offers the potential to revisit the trial as a
stance-rich speech event and environment in which the co-participants are
dynamically engaged in the joint achievement of stance construction. The
interactional surface of the proceedings exhibits the adversarial action (the
dialogue), while the socio-cognitive layer displays the pervasiveness of
stancetaking mechanisms and strategies that are intersubjectively coordinated
(the dialogicity). The predetermined verdict that vitiated the legally
dysfunctional trial is a catalyst for the stancetakers’ adaptive activity and for
the stance exchanges emerging in the moment-to-moment production of turns.
The ultimate aim of this chapter is to re-purpose and to de-politicise the
transcript of the trial' and to present it as a valuable material that might
inspire further interactional research.

The chapter is structured as follows: section 2. contextualises the trial;
section 3. provides a presentation of Du Bois’ theory of stance (2007)
insisting on its conceptual framework; section 4. accommodates Du Bois’
stance model and examines the speaking subjects (4.1.), the stance objects,
(4.2.), and the mechanisms and strategies of alignment (4.3.); section 5.
presents the conclusions of the chapter.

U All the illustrative examples in this chapter have been checked in the available
journalistic transcriptions, based on the videorecorded proceedings of the trial
(Marcu 1991; Ardeleanu, Savaliuc, and Baiu 1996; Cartianu 2010). I have used
Cartianu’s (2010) clean verbatim transcription as a reference for being the most
accurate. The journalistic transcription methodologically limits the analysis to the
linguistic and discursive encoding of stance. An ideal multimodal transcription of
the trial will allow the investigation of the “stancestacking” phenomena (Dancygier
2012), the multiple bodily articulators (co-speech behaviours) recruited in the
expression of stance. Throughout the chapter, the examples are provided in the
original language (Romanian), and then rendered into English. Identities of the
speakers have been anonymised, with the exception of the Ceausescu’s.
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2. Ceausescu’s Trial — Contextualisation

When studying Ceausescu’s trial, historians insisted on the predetermined
verdict as the main flaw of this act of improper justice. Unlike Stalinist trials
meticulously planned and staged as a drama of didactic legality (Vasiliev
2014, 337) in the communist Romania of the fifties, this political trial was
conducted in extreme conditions that challenged both the accused (the
dictatorial couple) and the legal professionals involved in carrying out
justice?. This study emphasises the difficult task of participating in a trial
under uncontrollable, unpredictable, improvised, and insecure
circumstances. In such an environmental niche, verbal interaction becomes
literally a battlefield. The very act of taking stance is not only expected, but
it is also aggravated and tests the stancetakers’ adaptive strategies and their
“exceptional agility at managing the dialogic play of stance and
counterstance” (Du Bois 2007, 171). For this particular trial, it is not only
the pre-determined verdict that interferes with the participants’ behaviour,
actions, and decisions. The whole context of the 1989 anti-communist
revolution, whose victory was uncertain at the very moment when the trial
was taking place, is heavily loaded and marked by exceptionality and
urgency. All the participants in the trial internalise the loaded circumstances
from their perspective (according to the knowledge accessible to them) and
they all approach their tasks under the pressure of undefined, ongoing events
that literally threaten their lives, while forcing them to dramatically “shape
and respond to the multiplex consequences which flow from [their] actions”
(Du Bois 2007, 171). For all parties involved, to complete the assigned task
of participation in such a trial required them to mobilise energies,
knowledge, and abilities in a do-or-die situation, symbolically similar in its
experiential intensity to an initiation on a road of trials’.

2 With the exception of the prosecutor, none of the legal professionals knew that on
Christmas Day 1989 they were brought to Targoviste UM 01417 military base to put
the dictator Ceausescu and his wife on trial. They were vaguely informed about
“some” terrorists’ trial. Once they locally discovered their mission, they were
instructed about the pre-established verdict (the death sentence), and also about the
limited time afforded for the trial itself (no more than an hour).

3 T refer here to Joseph Campbell’s Monomyth (1972 [1949]). In this popular model for
a mythical story or “thriller”, the hero’s journey approaches critical stages when the
experience of trouble, obstacles, difficulties, adversities is totally beyond control. By
choosing to enter the ordeal in the abyss and to reach the nadir (the ultimate point), the
hero proves his/her willingness to let go of his/her old, un-evolved identity and to face
the greatest challenge of his/her radical transformation. Analogically, the participants’
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The legal professionals cannot be likened to actors in a predetermined
show of justice. Their participation takes the form of a real task assigned via
manipulation and forced exposure to action in deliberately unclear
conditions. In no time, the makers of the trial are supposed to find a
“working” identity for themselves, which requires them to strategically
oscillate between their old, but stable institutionalised identity (the legal
role), and their circumstantially unregulated and unstructured identity (the
political role). The anomic circumstances of the event (the disintegrated
order of the revolution) contribute to an atmosphere in which justice proves
to be ostentatiously confused with revenge, while the institutional roles of
legal professionals can be confused with revolutionary missions. In the
absence of “normal” legal procedures, the only materiality of justice
consists of talking — using words, language, and utterances that replace the
proper criminal investigation. The analysts of legal discourse generally
recognise the logocentrism of the courtroom proceedings (Bens 2018, 336),
but, during the trial under examination, the institutional framework is
suspended and the participants no longer have neither the constraints nor
the protection of their rigid canonical roles, so the language loses its usual
ritualistic predictiveness and emerges without any clear direction.

3. Revisiting the Trial - New Methodological Lens.
Du Bois’ Stance Triangle (2007)

Stance theories can methodologically facilitate the reinvention of the trial as an
object of study. These theories, rooted in fields like sociology, anthropology,
and discursive psychology, place stance at the heart of human interaction.
Stance is developed in the socio-cognitive space created by verbal interaction
(arising from it), and at the same time it is a property of verbal interaction (it is
reified in it). In parallel with the production and the understanding of the talk-
in-interaction, speakers simultaneously express their relationships with the
other speaker/s, with the talk itself, with the topic or the object of the talk
exchange. These relationships — subjective, objective, and intersubjective — are
shaped by language, and they also shape language during the verbal
interaction. More than this, these relationships are shifting and

solid identities before the trial (Ceausescu and his wife — the leaders of Romania; the
members constituting the tribunal and the panel of judges — all experienced
professionals) are forcefully tested and in danger to be disintegrated by an
unclassifiable #rial. By this analogy with the monomyth, the implication that the
participants can be equated with heroes is acceptable if we think of the trial in terms of
an experience of initiation.
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intersubjectively negotiated by the speakers engaged in the here-and-now of
the verbal interaction. Du Bois (2007) proposes a visual metaphor in order to
organise his theory and to make it applicable and manageable. The equilateral
triangle diagram shows both the key conceptual entities and the mechanism of
stancetaking. The main idea of this geometrical choice is to symbolise the
universality of stance (it is present in any verbal interaction or instance of
language use) and its versatility. The two stance subjects and the stance shared
object are placed in the corners of the triangle. The entities are inter-related, as
shown by the three congruent sides of the triangle representing three
relationships based on three acts: evaluation and positioning corresponds to the
subject-object relationship, while alignment corresponds to the subject-subject
relationship.

The main reason for choosing Du Bois’ stance triangle for the study of
Ceausescu’s trial lines in the way the model views the social dimension of
stance as an act. The “sociality of stance” is fundamental to the theorist’s
definition of subjectivity and intersubjectivity from a socio-cognitive
perspective. According to Du Bois, “even the mildest and most innocent
utterance acts may activate the issue of stance alignment between dialogic
participants” (2011, 55). In dialogic interaction, stance is “dynamically
constituted by the participants”, who invoke “a shared framework for co-action
with others” (Du Bois 2007, 171). The weak understanding of stance as a social
act concerns the impossibility of its being private, simply because stance “is
something you do — something you take [...] in the public arena” (Du Bois
2007, 171). The strong understanding of stance as socially relevant places the
engagement presupposed by the stancetaking in the immediate reality where
“consequences flow from our actions” and where the social actors take
ownership and responsibility for their stance acts. Social actors play games in
which they can exchange stances in a “combinatorial explosion of resonance
relations” (Du Bois 2007, 172), but these games are neither gratuitous, nor
suspended in a fictional void. Responsibility for the stance act “is serious
business”, ratified within the stancetaking community of discourse and
counted “as negotiable coin in the currency of reported discourse” (Du Bois
2007, 173). This means that the community keeps a record of “who took which
stance” (Du Bois 2007, 173). Stance narratives are characterised by social
penetration, being open-ended in their social dissemination, and by durability,
being remembered over time. The accountability of stance creates a resistant
attachment between the stance act and the stance actor “with a name, a history,
an identity” (Du Bois 2007, 173). In order to further alert the stancetakers to
the severity of stance activities, Du Bois designs an explanation that juxtaposes
the business analogy (stance as business, stance as currency) with the game
analogy (stancetakers as gamers). We are notified that “as players in the
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language-game of stance, we’ve all got some skin in the game” (Du Bois 2007,
173). Once we engage in acts of stance we actually play with sociocultural
values that shape the life of a largely invisible community of discourse.
Vigilance is required during this game in which we are advised to “know where
the other players stand, who they stand with, and where they’re headed” (Du
Bois 2007, 173). The more sensitive side in the stancetaking game is the
howness of the act, “how it is played, who plays well and fairly” (Du Bois
2007, 173). On the last wrapping up page of his study, Du Bois insists on
leaving the readers with the take-home message that draws attention to “the
force of social action” (2007, 174), particularly to the ambivalent social
potential of stance — to construct and to destruct, to be dialogically created and
to be individually owned. In the socially risky game of discourse (Du Bois,
2011, 63), the actors’ identities can be scarred by “the sedimentations of co-
opted intersubjectivity”, by “the inscription of stances taken” (2011, 77). Du
Bois’ (2007) view on the social dimensions of stancetaking does not take into
account a possible recycling or a revision of acts.

4. Accommodating Du Bois’ Triangular Stance Model
4.1. The Speaking Subjects

The videorecorded material of the trial presents a limited number of people
crammed together in a small garrison classroom, improvised as the place of
the “ultimate lawlessness”. The military establishment becomes the
instrumental ground for authoritarian justice aimed at putting an end to the
loyalists’ fight for rescuing Ceausescu, at directing the revolutionary events
to a final victory, and at legitimising the new power. The typically
controlled seating of a classroom with desks in rows is reorganised in a
flexible arrangement with a new space syntax (Hillier 1996). The result of
the conversion is an overcrowded courtroom. Without any rehearsal, the
participants occupy their congested seats in a disciplinary manner: the two
defendants are isolated in a corner in a “zero mobility” position (Popovici
2012, 97); two sides of the classroom are occupied by the panel of judges
(five people) and, respectively, by the representatives of the people (five
people); the two defence lawyers and the court reporter share a desk, while
the prosecutor sits alone (most probably using the small teacher’s desk). We
cannot see the cameraman, who inserts himself in that place in the room
allowing him to focus on the dictatorial couple, and the paratroopers, who
obey the order to guard the door of the makeshift courtroom (one
paratrooper from the inside, two others from the outside). The task assigned
to the eighteen people in the room is to conduct a trial and to reach the
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predetermined verdict within sixty minutes. The trial takes place literally
behind closed doors. This was not the presiding judge’s decision, but the
general’s strategy* to buffer the trial from any disruption that might
compromise the event, and to maximise its security. The scarcity of the
resources (place and time allocation) together with the difficulty of the task
(the last-minute assignment with almost no preparation time) lead us to
conceptually depict the situation in the Goffmanian terminology of “total
institution” (Goffman 1961). The classroom in the garrison is like a prison
where the defendants, the legal professionals, and the representatives of the
new power are forced to cohabitate. For a limited amount of time, they share
the same place controlled by the same impersonal and imperative authority
of the revolution in whose service the trial takes place. The institutionalised
pressure (a total institution) replaces the institutional setting (a regular trial
courtroom) and triggers the participants’ adaptively distorted approach to
justice and truth.

What I have described so far portrays not only a physical layout, but the
rigid and fixed participation framework of the trial that refers to the pre-
established instances — the tribunal of the people, the court martial, and the
panel of judges. This participation framework is observable from the
exterior and does not point out the salient features of the participation
dynamics. The trial is a climactic episode of the tele-revolution (Mustata 2012)
and it maximises participation. A synthetic situation (Knorr Cetina 2009)° is
created and attaches a participation extension to the trial. The courtroom has
an extended territoriality (Knorr Cetina 2009, 63) in which synthetic
participants emerge and upgrade the participation loop. The mediated massive
participant called “the people” is connected to the event and changes the
interactional order that is obviously detectable in the videorecorded trial. From
this far-out mode, the complete picture of the participation framework
subsumes the mediated response presence (Knorr Cetina 2009, 74) of a
physically unseen interactive party. The tele-trial mobilises the people who
distantly invade the courtroom through the portal of the video-camera and
make the trial “witnessable” not through the co-present sight and hearing, but

4 General Stinculescu had the mission of organising the court and the firing squad
for the execution. He had been the first Deputy Defence Minister under the
communist regime and had helped the dictator and his wife escape by helicopter on
December 22. During revolution he switched sides and became the new Minister of
Defence.

3 Tadapt Knorr Cetina’s definition of a synthetic situation: “an environment augmented
and temporalized by fully or partially scoped components — in which we find ourselves
in one another’s and the scopic components’ response presence, without needing to be
in one another’s physical presence” (Knorr Cetina 2009, 69).
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through the mechanism of attentional integration, activated by “observation
and projection” (Knorr Cetina 2009, 64). At the other end of the synthetic
situation, the sequestered participants who are in the courtroom anticipate the
delayed telepresence of the people (the awareness that the video footage of the
trial will be broadcast later during the day) and rely on the people’s scoped,
augmented version. At the time when the trial takes place (it starts at
approximately 1 PM) a situational hybrid is created. It joins, on the one hand,
the physical reality of the garrison room at Targoviste where eighteen enclosed
individuals conduct a trial, and, on the other hand, the synthetic scoped reality
that absorbs those millions of people for whom the political trial represents a
crucial event of their lives, affiliated with the common destiny of the nation.
They are at their homes sensorily attuned to the highly emotionally laden
events coming into existence without a clear precise direction. The scoped
tele-participants are physically distant, but at the same time cognitively and
emotionally present in the event. They are not detached observers of the trial
as they “may somatoviscerally, gesturally (motorically), and verbally”
(Niedenthal 2007, apud Knorr Cetina 2009, 78) manifest themselves being
plugged into the screen reality of the TVs, where they embody their
temporalised participation in the trial, “thereby clarifying the situation to
themselves and enhancing [their] response presence” (Knorr Cetina 2009,
78). The tele-participants keep their participative accreditation until the very
end of the Romanian tele-revolution, the trial being the turning point in the
unfolding of the revolutionary situation. The participation framework
discussed so far is externally pre-established and is characterised by fixity
and rigidity. It is also situationally imposed on both the participants placed
in the courtroom, who cannot evade their assigned roles, and on the scoped
synthetic participants, who are glued to their television sets. In the
improvised courtroom, the physical arrangement coincides with the
distribution of responsibilities and duties. The trial proceedings alter this
participative structure.

The participation status represents the next level in the unpacking of the
trial in its situational encounter. When participation is foregrounded as an
analytic concept, the term refers to “actions demonstrating forms of
involvement performed by parties within evolving structure of talk” and
also to “the interactive work that hearers as well as speakers engage in”
(Goodwin and Goodwin 2004, 222). In the case of Ceausescu’s trial, the
understanding of involvement and engagement should operate with adapted
typologies that construct the particular types of participants implicated in
this exceptional speech event embedded in the 1989 revolution. The
extended territoriality of the trial hosts a collective participation in a
“national social gathering”. Nobody can afford to disengage from the
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emerging transformation of the political regime and from the nation’s
common course of action. No matter of their status in the “coordinated task
activity” of the revolution, all the participants are percipients who share the
same condition of being saliently connected to the event, and also the same
propensity for recipiency. They might be communist party hardliners,
reformers, terrorists, loyalists, Ceausescu’s extended family, civilians,
demonstrators, ordinary people, or army officers. Irrespective of their
attachments or ideologies, they are all ratified as participants, as they receive
and perceive the event with a similar cognitive involvement, being in a
constant state of alertness and in a mediated cognitive proximity to the
garrison in Targoviste. I have looked for “analytically coherent” categories
(Goffman 1981, 129) that do not discriminate between the multiple
participants’ level of engagement. This goes against the standard analytical
models of participation (Goffman 1981; Clark 1996; Goodwin 1999) that
structurally differentiate between participants who engage/disengage, who
attend/disattend, who are fully focused/partially focused, who are
ratified/unratified at a particular moment of the talk as a situated action. I
have identified three main categories of participants depending on the task
responsibilities that they bear in the interactional format of the trial: A.
framers, B. players, and C. observers (Scollon 1996)°. This configuration
of the participation statuses de-emphasises hierarchies. The interactive
positions are functional layers or dividers that are partially established
during the trial to secure the court proceedings and to allow the trial to take
place as a communicative event.

A. The framers of Ceausescu’s trial are a few members of the National
Salvation Front, a group “endowed with a real political touch” and
determined to get involved “in the organisation of the new power structure
in order to avoid the extension of chaos in the country” (Scurtu 2010, 81).
They are the ones who have decided the verdict of the trial in advance. It is
also their decision to videorecord the trial and then to release it to the public.
During the trial proceedings, they are under pressure in Bucharest and from

¢ In order to avoid category proliferation and fragmentation (Goodwin and Goodwin
2004, 225), I have opted for Scollon’s model of social-interactive roles or discourse
identities “which are expected to be taken up by the participants [...] in a discourse
system” (Scollon 1996, 1). There are asymm