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ABSTRACT

In criminal courts, judges and defendants use
different speech acts that can be important in
their success or failure in the trial process.
The judge manages the court and effective
defense is expected by the defendant depend
on appropriate speech acts. In Searle's (1969)
approach, these actions are based on five bases:
representative,  declarative, commissive,
directive and expressive. The purpose of the
research was to analyze the use of speech
acts in the conversations of court officers in
criminal courts in Iran from the perspective
of Searle. This descriptive-analytical research
method was done to compare speech acts of
judges and defendants in Iranian criminal
courts. The research data includes 35 short
films taken from an Iranian web site, a
documentary TV channel, and 20:30 program.
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These videos were recorded and transcribed. Then data were analyzed
through descriptive and inferential statistical methods. Results showed
that there was a significant difference in the speech acts between the
judges and defendants. In the courts of macro-economic cases, the
difference in speech acts between judges and defendants is less than the
acts used in courts with other crimes such as murderer and robbery. The
practical results of this research are effective in the training of judges and
the fields of legal affairs. The results of the research could be used for law
courses, court clerks, law officers and legislators of justices who practice
in the criminal courts to observe the discourse in the conversations of the
defendants.
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Extended Abstract]

In criminal courts, judges and defendants assume distinct communicative
roles, which significantly influence their efficacy within the judicial
process. The effective administration of the court by the judge,
coupled with the persuasive defense by the defendant, hinges upon the
appropriateness of their speech acts. According to Searle’s (1969) Speech
Act Theory, these speech acts can be categorized into five types: assertive,
expressive, directive, declarative, and commissive. This research employs
a descriptive-analytical methodology, utilizing a comparative approach
to analyze the discourse of judges and defendants. The primary objective
of this study is to examine the application of speech acts in courtroom
conversations among judicial actors in Iranian criminal courts as per
Searle’s classification. The literature indicates that forensic linguistics is
an emerging field within applied linguistics and legal studies, employing
linguistic tools and evidence to analyze legal discourse and playing a
crucial role in crime detection (Sobhani et al., 2022).

Numerous scholars, including Austin (1962), McMenamin (2002),
Searle (1969), and Momeni (2010), have conducted extensive studies
in this domain, which are instrumental in addressing various legal
ambiguities and challenges. Previous research in forensic linguistics has
predominantly focused on analyzing courtroom conversations. Thus, the
present study aims to provide novel insights by examining speech acts
within legal conversations through Searle’s (1969) framework. While
some Iranian researchers have explored legal discourse and analyzed
legal documents and criminal cases, there has been limited emphasis on
the role of various speech acts in dialogues among the identified groups
of judicial actors.

Recognizing this gap, the researcher aims to present a comprehensive
and innovative analysis. The uniqueness of this work lies in its thorough
examination of speech acts within a legal framework as proposed by
Searle (1969). The data for this research consists of 35 short videos
extracted from criminal court proceedings, some of which have been
broadcast on Aparat, the documentary program of the national television,
as well as the 20:30 news program. These videos were recorded,
transcribed, and subsequently analyzed using descriptive and inferential
statistical methods. The data were collected from the official television
network’s documentary program, which addresses social issues to raise
public awareness about various crimes. This series has been aired since
2017, with subsequent seasons continuing through 2023, and a fifth
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series currently in production. The findings indicate that expressive
and directive speech acts are most prevalent in courtroom discourse,
reflecting the defendant's efforts to elucidate events and the judge's
encouragement for the defendant to disclose the truth. The analyzed
segments reveal significant differences in the frequency of speech acts
between the two judicial actors, with the exception of commissive
speech acts, which were relatively balanced across both groups. This
may be attributed to the cautious approach of both the judge and the
defendant in avoiding commitments that could prove detrimental; the
judge must operate within legal constraints while the defendant seeks to
avoid self-incrimination. The effective communication of the speaker's
intent is often facilitated by a focus on the verbal actions inherent in
expressive speech acts, necessitating careful attention to sentence
structure. The practical implications of this research are significant for
the training of judges and legal practitioners, enabling them to employ
appropriate speech acts effectively. The findings are applicable to legal
education, benefiting law students and court officials, and aim to assist
law enforcement and legislative bodies in criminal justice in enhancing
their focus on effective discourse
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