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AXIOLOGEMES IN DEFENSE
VS PROSECUTION ENGLISH COURT DISCOURSE

JocnigeHo NUTAHHA NPO aKCioNOrYHNI BUMIpP TEKCTIB aHIIOMOBHOIO Cy4,0BOro AUCKYpcy. Y cTaTTi
OKpPEeMO PO3r/IAHYTO aKCiosioreMu, AKi BUKOPUCTOBYHOTHCA a4BOKaTaMM B AUCKYPCi CTOPOHM 3aXMCTy Ta Npo-
KYpOpamm B ANCKYPCi CTOPOHU 3BUHYBAYEHHSA, iXHIO POJib B OpraHi3aL,ii CMMCN0BOro NpoCTopy aHINiMCbKOTo
CYy40BOro AMUCKYpCY. BUOKpemneHo aHTMaKcionoremu B AUCKYPCi CTOPOHM 3aXUCTY i B AUCKYPCi CTOPOHU
3BMHYBAYeHHA.

AKTYanbHiCTb [O0CNIAKEHHA 0OyMoOB/JEHa He[OoCTaTHbOK PO3pobseHicTio Liel Temu B ymoBax
NOCTIMHOro NPOTUCTOAHHA B Cy4acHOMY iHbOpMaLiMHOMY NPOCTOPI, WO BiAOYBAETLCA HA BCiX PiBHAX i BCiX
chepax KUTTELIANBHOCTI NOAMHN, BKIOYAOYN CYA0BY AiANbHICTb. PO6OTY BUKOHAHO Ha NepeTuHiI KillbKox
HAYKOBO-/IHIBICTUYHMX NAPAANTM: KOMYHIKAaTUBHOI, KOTHITUBHOI, NParMaTU4YHOI i NIHFBOKY/1IbTYPO/IOTIYHOI.
Jlorika pO3BUTKY 3a3HaYeHWMX HANPAMKIB Cy4acCHOI JiHrBICTUYHOI HAYKM 3YMOBMJIA HOBWU3HY LbOTO
OOCNIAXKeHHA.

Po3rnaHyTo npouec CTaHOBNEHHA aKCiONOTYHOI HayKM, NpOoaHani3oBaHO NOrAAAN NPOBIAHUX YYEHUX,
O AOCNiAXKYOTb aKcionorito. BU3Ha4YeHO OCHOBHI eTanu PO3BMTKY aKCioNOrMYHOro 3HaHHA. AKLEHTOBAHO
yBary Ha NpuUKAagHOMY XapaKTepi aKCiONOriYHMUX JOCNIAXKEHD.

BM3HAYeHO TaKi Lini: NpOCTEXXNTU CTAHOBAEHHA Cy4aCHOI aKCiONOTiT, BUAINNTU XapaKTEePHI 4N1A aHrno-
MOBHOFO CYJ0BOr0 ANCKYPCY aKCiONOremMM i aHTMAKCiOIOreMm, 0XapaKTepusyBaTH ix BNIMB Ha OpraHisaLito
CMUCNOBOrO NPOCTOPY TEKCTIB Cy4,0BOr0 ANCKYPCY.

ObpaHi meToan NiHrBICTUYHOrO CNOCTEPEXKEHHA N aHaNi3y, KOTHITUBHOIO MeToAy, MeToay KpUTKY-
HOrO AMCKYPCMBHOIO, MPAarmaTMYHOro aHanidy AOMNOMOI/IM BUOKPEMUTM aKCIONOreMM | aHTHMAKCionoremm,
AKi € XapaKTepHUMKU 1A CMUC/IOBOTO NPOCTOPY aHMIOMOBHOIO CyA0BOro AMUCKypcy. TaK, akcionoremu B
QHININCbKOMY CYA0BOMY AMUCKYPCI FPYHTYHOTbCA Ha 6a30BMX aMepPMKAHCbKUX LLIHHOCTAX i npeacTaBieHi
TAaKUMW TEMATUYHUMM TPYNaMK, AK LHHICTb IIOACbKOrO UTTA, UMBINbHI AOOPOYECHOCTI, aMepuKaHCb-
Ka Mpif, pPiBHICTb yCiX Nepes 3aKOHOM, BEPXOBEHCTBO 3aKOHY. | MpaBoBMMMK aKciosioremamu: oBeaeHICTb
Nno3a BCAKMM CYMHIBOM, Ba*KKa }UTTEBA CUTyaLisa, Tpareaia.

AHTMaKcioNloreMun B aHIiMCbKOMY Cy40BOMY AMCKYPCi NpeacTaBaeHi TaKMMW TEMATUYHUMM rpyna-
MU: BBUBCTBO, MOPOYHUIN CMOCIO KUTTA, NOABIAHE XKUTTA, iIHTEepec A0 CepiMHUX YOUBLb, 3ryHHi 3BUYKMN.

Knto4oei cno08a: akcionozema, aHmuakcionozema, cydosuli OUCKYpC, cMmucaosuli npocmip, OUCKypc
CMOPOHU 3axucmy, OUCKYPC CMOpPOHU 38UHYB8AYeHHS, 0p2aHi3auyis OUCKYpCUBHO20 MPOCMopy.

NccnepyeTca Bonpoc 06 akCMONOTMYECKOM M3MEPEHUM TEKCTOB aHI/I0A3bIMHOMO CyAebHOro ANCKYp-
ca. B ctatbe oTAENbHO pacCMOTPEHbI AKCMOIOTEMbI B AMCKYPCe CTOPOHbI 3aLLMTbl U B ANCKYPCE CTOPOHDI
0B6BUHEHMS, UX POJIb B OPraHU3aLLMmM CMbIC/IOBOIO NPOCTPAHCTBA aHMIMINCKOro cyaebHoro AmMckypca. Boige-
JIeHbl aHTMAKCMOIOTEMbI B AAMCKYPCE CTOPOHbI 3aLLUMUTbI U B ANCKYPCE CTOPOHbI 0BOBUHEHMS.

AKTYyanIbHOCTb MUCC/e0BaHMA 00ycnoBAEHa HeAOCTAaTOYHOM Pa3paboTaHHOCTbIO AAHHOM TeMbl B
YC/NI0BMAX NOCTOSAHHOIO MPOTMBOCTOAHMA B COBPEMEHHOM MHPOPMALMOHHOM MPOCTPAHCTBE, OTparKa-
IOLLLErOCA Ha BCEX YPOBHAX M BO BCex chepax KU3HeaeATeNbHOCTU Yel0BEKa, BKAOYaA cyaebHyto aes-
TeNbHOCTb. HacTosAwan paboTa BbINO/IHEHA HA NMepPeceyYeHUn HECKOIbKUX HAYYHO-/IMHIBUCTUYECKMX Ma-
pagurm: KOMMYHUKATUBHOM, KOFHWUTUBHOW, MpParmMaTUYecKOM M NMHIBOKY/AbTYPOJOrM4eckon. Jlormka
PasBUTUA 3TUX HaANpaB/eHUI COBPEMEHHOM JIMHIBUCTUYECKON HayKM obycnoBuMaa HOBU3HY AAHHOIO
nccnenoBaHums.

© M.O. Zaitseva, 2021
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PaccmaTpuBaeTca NPoLecc CTaHOBAEHUA aKCMONOTMYECKON HayKKM, aHaAn3UpPYIOTCA B3rNsaabl Beay-
LMX YYeHbIX, 3aHMMaIoLLMXCA akcmonormein. OnpeseneHbl OCHOBHbIE 3Tanbl Pa3BUTUA aKCMOOTMYECKOTO
3HaHMA. AKLLEeHTMPYEeTCA BHUMAHME Ha NPUKIAAHOM XapaKTepe akCUON0MMUYECKUX NCCAeL0BaHUM.

BblgBMHYTbI Cneaytolme Leaun: NpocaeamnTb CTaHOB/IEHWE COBPEMEHHOM aKCMOI0MUK, BbIAEINUTb Xa-
paKTepHble AN aHTN0A3bIYHOTO CyAe6HOro AUCKYpCca akCMOAOreMbl U @aHTMAKCMONOTeMbl, 0XapaKTepPU30-
BaTb UX BAWAHWE Ha OPraHM3aL Mo CMbIC/IOBOrO NPOCTPAHCTBA TEKCTOB NPaBOBOro AUCKypca. B pesyabrate
aHanu3a GpaKTMUYecKoro matepuana yCTaHOB/IEHbl aKCMOOTeMbl M aHTUAKCMOIOrEMbl aHTI0A3bIMHOIO CY-
AebHoro guckypca, onpeaeneHa ux posib B opraH1M3aumm CMbICI0BOro NPOCTPaHCcTBa cyaebHoro Anckypca.

BbibpaHHble MeToAbl IMHIBUCTUYECKOTO HabaloaeHMA U aHaan3a, KOTHUTUBHOIO MeToda, MeToaa
KPUTMYECKOTO AUCKYPCMBHOrO aHann3a, MeToAa nparmaTMYyeckoro aHan3a rnomorau yCTaHOBUTb aKCcMO-
NIOTeMbl M aHTMAKCMONOreMbl, XapaKTepHble A/ CMbIC/IOBOrO MPOCTPAHCTBA aHII0A3bIYHOTO cyaebHoro
AWcKypca. Tak, aKkcMooreMbl B aHI/I0A3bIYHOM CyLebHOM AMCKYpCe OCHOBaHbl Ha 6a30BbIX amMepuKaH-
CKMX LEeHHOCTAX U NpeacTaBaeHbl TaKUMU TEMATUYECKUMM TPYMNNamm, Kak LLeHHOCTb Ye/I0BEeYECKOMN XKU3-
HW, rpaxkgaHckme aobpoaerenn, amepuKaHCKaa MedTa, PaBeHCTBO BCEX Nepes 3aKOHOM, BEPXOBEHCTBO
3aKoHa. M NpaBOBbIMM aKCMOIOrEMaMK: JOKA3aHHOCTb BHE BCAKOrO COMHEHMs, TPYAHAA XU3HEHHasA ch-
Tyauus, Tparegus.

AHTMAKCMONOreMbl B aMePUKAHCKOM cyaebHOM AMCKypce NpeacTaBieHbl CAeAyoWwmnumm TemaTnye-
CKMMM rpynnamu: y6uicTBO, NOPOUHbIN 06pa3 KU3HM, ABOMNHAA KU3Hb, MHTEPEC K CEPUMHBbIM ybuituam,
narybHble NpuUBbIYKM.

Kniovesbie cnosa: akcuosnozema, aHMUAKCUOA02eMd, cyOebHbIl OUCKYPC, CMbIC080E MPOCMpPaH-
€meo, OUCKYpC CMOpPOHbI 3aWUmel, OUCKYPC CMOPOHbLI 068UHEHUS, 0p2aHU3ayua OUCKYPCUBHO20 Mpo-
cmpaHcmea.

ntroduction. The phenomenon of opposition has become inherent and dominant in

contemporary society. In today’s information environment, opposition relations are

clearly expressed: speeches and debates by politicians, statesmen and lawyers. Even in
everyday life, any event, from a dress style to a violent crime, causes fierce disputes, although
in terms of common sense or, as the English say, in terms of a “reasonably prudent person”,
communicators” opinions should be aligned.

The state of confrontation and the state of opposition are also reflected at the linguistic
level, in the verbal behaviour of communicators when they resort to their direct assessment of
each other’s actions. To put the key point explicitly, these issues are being analysed in cognitive
linguistics, pragma and sociolinguistics, discourse analysis, cultural science, sociocultural science,
psycholinguistics, which illustrates the complexity of the phenomenon under study and the need
for aninterdisciplinary or synergetic approach, in modern terminology, to bridge the gap in views
on discourse by scholars representing different scientific disciplines.

Thus, even a brief description of the challenges facing modern linguistics suggests the
relevance of the topic of research. Futher, we consider it appropriate to analyse, on the one
hand, the theoretical foundations of axiology as a relevant area in linguistics, and, on the other
hand, to establish axiologemes/antiaxiologemes in the English court discourse as well as their
influence on the organisation of the semantic space of texts of court discourse. This study sheds
light on the issues stated above, that is the purpose of the article. In order to achieve this, the
following objectives have been identified: to follow the development of modern axiology, to
identify the axiologemes and antiaxiologemes specific to the English court discourse, and to
describe their influence on the organisation of the semantic space of texts of court discourse.

To undertake the research, we identified and described the axiologemes used by the
prosecutors (Eugene L. Miller, Bryan D. Freres, James B. Nelson) and the defense lawyers (George
F. Taseff, Sabelieth R. Ock, Robert L. Polltucker, Julie C. Brain). These are the opening statements
that were made by the prosecutors and defense lawyers during the Brendt A. Christensen
Trial (2019). Mention should be made of the following methods that were used here to achieve
the aim: linguistic observation and analysis, as well as cognitive method, critical discourse
analysis method, pragmatic analysis method.

The interdisciplinarity of scientific knowledge has expanded the problem field of the
humanities themselves and has led to the need for a new philosophical approach to Language.
Therefore, the mutual influence of philosophical disciplines and linguistic disciplines in
contemporary humanities discourse is justified in this situation. For example, the interpenetration
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of axiology and linguistics made possible the emergence of a new discipline — linguoaxiology;
today we can talk about the axiology of culture, the axiology of politics, the axiology of art, etc.

Recent researches analysis. The central concept of axiology is the concept of value,
interpreted from the perspective of psychology, sociology, logic, structuralism, phenomenology,
existentialism, hermeneutics, and theology. The interpretation of the concept, the attitude to
value as a subjective or objective phenomenon, brings together and at the same time alienates
the representatives of different sciences.

The problem of the subjective-objective nature of values remains relevant throughout the
twentieth century and up to the present day. It comes as no surprise that in the seventies there
was a controversy in the philosophical milieu after the publication by John L. Mackie his book
“Ethics: Inventing Right and Wrong” [Mackie, 1990]. The author argues that there are no objec-
tive values, arguing his point of view by pointing to the singularity of such objects. Therefore,
there is no any possible way to know them. According to him: “The claim that values are not
objective, are not part of the fabric of the world, is meant to include not only moral goodness,
which might be most naturally equated with moral value, but also other things that could be
more loosely called moral values or disvalues — rightness and wrongness, duty, obligation, an ac-
tion’s being rotten and contemptible, and so on. It also includes non-moral values, notably aes-
thetic ones, beauty and various kinds of artistic merit” [Mackie, 1990, p. 16].

The American philosopher H. Putnam suggests moving away from the dichotomous prob-
lem of subjectivity-objectivism that hinders the development of philosophical thought. His the-
ory has come to be called the philosophy of consciousness, the author of which uses the cog-
nitive values of coherence and functional simplicity to explain that at least some values denote
the properties of the things to which they apply, not just human feelings, using these terms [Put-
nam, 1981].

In the twentieth century, the understanding of value as a phenomenological or ontologi-
cal phenomenon began to be actively understood. Max Scheler and Nicolai Hartmann developed
the phenomenological approach to the concept of value. According to Max Scheler, values are
objective qualitative phenomena, independent of the consciousness of the person and of the ob-
jects in which they are. “Scheler’s ethics was the first to be built upon a foundation of materi-
al values objectively given a priori, to encompass both values and morals, and to apprehend the
content of goods and virtues in their manifold gradations by the light it cast on Aristotle’s virtue-
ethics from a phenomenological perspective” [Blosser, 2011, p. xiii]. Thus, Max Scheler establish-
es a hierarchy of values, distinguishing between high and low order values:

1. A series of values of pleasant and unpleasant, pleasure and pain. These are the relativi-
ties of the sensual organisation of living beings.

2. The range of values of vital feeling — state (feelings) of health and pain, strength and fa-
tigue. The response instincts are courage, fear, the impulse for revenge, anger.

3. A range of spiritual values, their specialness, detachment from the whole sphere of the
corporeal, detachment from the world around, are in turn divided into three kinds:

a) aesthetic;

b) the just and the unjust;

c) values of pure knowledge [LLenep, 1994, p. 91].

Being aware that the main problem of our time is an acute socio-ecological, socio-cultural,
anthropological crisis on a global scale, scientists see a way out of this difficult situation of human
development in the search for new principles of being, on the basis of which it would be possible
to implement a profound psycho-spiritual transformation of humanity.

Gradually the focus in axiology shifts to applied sciences: sociology, in particular, sociology
of culture and sociology of management, psychology. So it may be said that there is a certain ten-
dency consisting in a consistent transition from abstract and ideal ideas about the essence of be-
ing values to their humanization and, on the other hand, from linking evaluations of significance
with a cognitive and purposively acting individual. By developing specific philosophical theories,
the problem of value was considered by philosophers from one perspective or another. This pro-
cess led to an intensive penetration of axiology into the social sciences.

Today, the transfer of axiological issues not only into the social, but also into the legal sphere
are taking place under the sign that, according to M.M. Bakhtin, all elements of being-existence
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are permeated with value, and therefore the person is its value centre [baxtnH, 1986, p. 130].
On the other hand, an individual and society, as a whole, are experiencing enormous information
pressure, being constantly under conditions of a changeable and conflictogenic society. This pro-
cess determines, as K.V. Gorobets notes, the emergence of scientific knowledge “...on the deep
axiological problems of being” [Fopobeu, 2013, p. 12].

In modern conditions of dynamically developing social relations, along with the trans-
formation of all spheres of society, the legal discourse acquires new contours. Changes in
the system of information and communication interactions are reflected not only in the for-
mation of new public institutions, but also in the transformation of already well-known in-
stitutions. Also, in the manifestation of the need for transition from the directive, subject-
object model of information relations to the subject-subject model, in which the informa-
tion consumer takes an active position in the sphere of legal communications. These chang-
es have necessitated new approaches to the interpretation of Law, including the need for an
axiological approach. The axiological study of Law is of great scientific, practical and moral
importance by drawing attention to the spiritual aspects of the law and its ideals. Without
the axiological approach, it is impossible to identify the purpose of law in human, social and
cultural development and understand its specific nature.

Modern legal scholars, stressing the axiological orientation of law, rely in particular on the
outstanding German legal scholar G. Radbruch, who believed that “Law can only be understood
within the framework of categories relating to value. Law is an element of culture, i. e. a fact be-
longing to the category of values. The concept of law cannot be defined other than as a “given”,
the meaning of which lies in the implementation of the idea of law” [Radbruh, 2004, p. 16]. The
scholar establishes three aspects of the consideration of law: 1) the concept relating to value, i.
e. as a cultural fact, which is the essence of legal science; 2) evaluative consideration, i. e. the ap-
proach to law as a cultural value. “This is characteristic of the philosophy of law; and 3) finally, a
metaphysical approach to the treatment of law from the perspective of its essence or lack there-
of. This is the task of religious philosophy of law” [Radbruh, 2004, p. 16].

Itis necessary, in our opinion, to pay attention to the problem of legal values, as the attitude
to this issue has become literally fundamental for legal philosophers. For example, V.S. Nerse-
syants states that law forms its own values, which are then applied and recognised in various
spheres of society: “justice is a legal category and characteristic of law. Moreover, only law is
just” [HepcecaHu, 2005, p. 28]. It is possible to partially accept the point of view of the scientist,
as in law there are such values, the sphere of existence and formation of which is only law — it is
justice, court, human rights, legal culture, legal thinking, and legal consciousness. However, the
elimination of legal values from universal human morality is probably an extreme.

Obviously, the complete identification of universal human values, on the one hand, and
legal values, on the other hand, is also extreme, as the question arises about the role of law as
such in society and the state. In this connection, N.N. AlekseeVv’s axiological approach to the
values of law and universal values cannot be overlooked. He perceives law as a sphere of in-
tellectual attitude towards values, but at the same time, he perceives law as a phenomenon
that is valuable per se, that is, law is valuable and must recognise value. Recognition of value
for N.N. Alekseev is predominantly a legal act, the essence of which lies in the transfer of legal
phenomena from the moral sphere to the legal sphere. Thus, law is effective and real when it
carries recognized values — values that act not from the outside, at the level of external impo-
sition, but from within, that is, become an internal moral imperative of each individual person
[Anekcees, 1999, p. 70-71].

Mention should be made of V. Ponomareva’s definition of values: “values are drawn from
the life and reflection of society as a whole, have a moral character, but also have their own spe-
cific forms in the sphere of law” [[MloHomapeBa, 2006, p. 37]. Law is a reality peculiar only to man.
It is an anthropogenic reality (created by man and existing only in human interpretation) and at
the same time independent of him as an individual social subject. Thus, from the perspective of
legal ontology, one of the aspects of understanding the law is the communicative aspect, i. e. un-
derstanding it as a system of relations, the subjects of which transmit legal information through
the exercise of their rights and obligations in the process of social interaction. In this sense, law
is one of the most important forms of social communication.
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It is the communicative nature of law that A.V. Polyakov’s integrative concept that com-
bines different approaches to its textual reading is focused on. This concept treats law as a specif-
ic form of communication that has its own characteristics compared to other variants of commu-
nicative action. The values on which the legal system relies are not “absolute and self-sufficient,
but are part of the general system of hierarchically organised social values, deriving their func-
tional meaning and specific content from them. All attempts to present these and similar values
as law-forming values mean an uncritical confusion of law as it is and law as it should be from the
point of view of certain social ideals” [Monakos, 2004, p. 46].

Communicative relations imply not just an exchange of information, but a conscious com-
municative process aimed at carrying out joint productive activities between interlocutors. Inter-
locutors, in order to achieve communicative success during productive activities, must be orient-
ed towards achieving the desired outcome at the cognitive, semantic, pragmatic and communi-
cative levels [Monakos, 2004].

At the cognitive level, the human mind processes, filters and interprets external informa-
tion, taking into account the cognitive abilities of the individual, which results in the selection
of certain lexical units and syntactic structures (semantic level), expressed in the form of state-
ments with a certain communicative intent (pragmatic level), which ultimately creates a certain
type of discourse (communicative level). The external factor in this process is, in this case, the
professional environment within which social communication takes place.

Results and discussion. In the first place, itis necessary to define an axiologeme. Axiologemes
in our understanding are expressed by linguistic means that convey the meaning perceived by
the representatives of a given culture as an undeniable value. The choice of certain axiologems
can determine the communicative success or communicative failure of the sender of the speech
in court. The analysis of the texts of American court discourse has revealed that the axiologemes
used by interactants in the judicial process convey basic American values: the American dream,
the rule of law, equality of all before the law, freedom and democracy, civic virtues and justice.

It is interesting to note that the prosecutor and the lawyer rely on the same axiologemes,
with the axiologemes in the discourse of the defense becoming a “mirror” reflection of the
axiologemes in the discourse of the prosecution. In addition to these axiologemes, the parties in
court also use so-called legal axiologemes. Let us illustrate this by using factual material.

To highlight the axiologemes of English court discourse, let us analyse the case file of US
v. Christensen (2019). The defendant, Brendt A. Christensen, was arrested on 30 June 2017 on
suspicion of kidnapping Yingying Zhang, a Chinese national. The prosecution was represented by
three prosecutors Eugene L. Miller, Bryan D. Freres, James B. Nelson and four lawyers George
F. Taseff, Elisabeth R. Pollock, Robert L. Tucker, Julie C. Brain.

Mr. Miller, the prosecutor, begins his speech by stating ceremonially that he is honoured to
represent the US and the victim of the crime in court:

It’s my honor and privilege to represent the United States of America in this case, and
especiallytospeakforYingying Zhang, who canno longer speak for herself[Masterson, 2019, p. 14].

In our view, we can speak of the axiologeme “The value of human life”. Mr. Taseff, the
defense lawyer, uses the same axiologeme, but he expands its meaning a little bit to the value of
“The value of every human life”:

My name is George Taseff, and together with my colleagues, Elisabeth Pollock, Robert
Tucker, and Julie Brain; it is our privilege to represent the citizen accused in this case, Brendt
Christensen [Masterson, 2019, p. 44].

He stresses that it is the life of the accused whose fate will be decided by the court:

The answer to that is that Brendt Christensen is on trial for his life in this case [Masterson,
2019, p. 45].

The next axiologeme is the axiologeme “Civic virtues”. Both the prosecutor and the lawyer
use it. Thus, the prosecutor focuses on the fact that the deceased was a promising scientist:

She had already obtained a college degree, advanced degree in China, and now
Professor Kaiyu Guan at the University of lllinois had provided her with the opportunity to
come to the university as a visiting scholar where she could continue her research... She
hoped to get the doctorate degree and evidentially to return to China where she could teach
[Masterson, 2019, p. 15-16].
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At the same time, the prosecutor relies on the axiology of the American Dream, as the
deceased was a Chinese scientist recognized in America:

You see, while Yingying was on campus pursuing her dream on June 9th...
[Masterson, 2019, p. 18].

In American society, people of all backgrounds, nationalities and genders are evaluated in
terms of their professionalism, so anyone can make the American dream come true. The defense
lawyer also cites facts from the defendant’s biography that characterise him as a successful
researcher:

“He was admitted to the University of Illinois doctoral program following his graduation
from the University of Wisconsin. U of I’s program is considered, and you will hear, one of the
most prestigious in the country” [Masterson, 2019, p. 51].

And now let us draw attention to the fact that the defense lawyer also extends the meaning
of the axiologeme by complementing it with the axiologeme “Equality of all and every person
before the law”: anyone, even a criminal accused of committing a serious crime, has equal rights
with the victim in court:

As the evidence in this case unfolds, ladies and gentlemen, please, please, be vigilant to
your oath as jurors; that you will listen and consider all of the evidence fairly and impartially
while serving on this case. Keep your heart and your mind open to all that you’re going to hear
[Masterson, 2019, p. 60-61].

More interestingly, the defense lawyer actively uses the axiologeme of “Rule of Law” when
he speaks about the aggressive behaviour of some FBI officers. Their behavior is thought to be
unacceptable in a democratic society. This raises the question of the credibility of the defendant’s
testimony obtained in this manner:

...the FBI aggressively investigated Brendt’s claim, launching a multi-state search for any
evidence that could possibly link Brendt to any other unsolved crimes [Masterson, 2019, p. 47].

In his statement, the defense lawyer emphasises such a legal axiology as “Proof is beyond
doubt” (beyond any reasonable doubt):

the evidence is going to show that that’s just false. It is not only false, there is no way that
it can be proven [Masterson, 2019, p. 46—47].

Special mention should be made of the concept of anti-axiologeme. It is seen in our
understanding as anti-value, i. e. a verbally formalised phenomenon that is unacceptable,
rejected and condemned by society and culture. Anti-axiologemes abound in the statements of
the representative of the prosecution:

He murdered her. The defendant, Brendt Christensen, took her life» [Masterson,
2019, p. 14] — murder;

...he was pursuing a kidnapping and murder...» [Masterson, 2019, p. 18] — murder;

He developed an interest in serial killers [Masterson, 2019, p. 19] — his interest in serial
killers;

..the defendant revealed a portion of his double life...» [Masterson, 2019, p. 20] —
double life;

As the defendant traveled down this dark path, his grades suffered, his marriage broke
down...» [Masterson, 2019, p. 19] — vicious lifestyle;

In February of 2017, his wife troubled by his conduct, which also included abusing alcohol
and prescription drugs [Masterson, 2019, p. 20] — addictions and so on.

All these axiologemes create a sharply negative image of the defendant. In response,
the representative of the defense uses the legal axiologeme “Difficult life situation”, i. e. a set
of conditions that objectively disrupt a citizen’s livelihood and the consequences of which he
cannot overcome on his own:

“Brendt’s drinking was causing serious problems in their marriage and it was driving
depression and sleep issues and other problems that Brendt had suffered through for much of
his life” [Masterson, 2019, p. 49];

“You’re going to hear him say how he was experiencing problems with mixing the
alcohol with other medications. And you’re going to hear them talk about experiencing
thoughts, deeply intrusive thoughts, persist thoughts of harming himself and harming others”
[Masterson, 2019, p. 50];
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“His alcohol consumption increased. Sleep issues arose. Depression problems surfaced.
Problems that he has experienced from childhood. From there everything went downhill”
[Masterson, 2019, p. 52].

It is necessary to reiterate that the defense lawyer draws the court’s attention to the fact
that no one, not even the professionals whom the defendant applied to, helped him to cope with
the difficult situation:

you’re going to hear him say to the counselor that for the first time in his life, he consid-
ered himself a total failure in everything [Masterson, 2019, p. 54-55];

So Brendt left the counseling on March 30th with the recommendation of the counselling
service that he go somewhere else to get help [Masterson, 2019, p. 56];

...his efforts of getting help for his drinking at the university’s counseling center and his
startling revelations to three professional counselors of his persistent and intrusive thoughts of
harming others; and about his state of mind... [Masterson, 2019, p. 61].

The prosecutor often uses the anti-axiologeme “Evil”. According to the definition, given by
I. Tarasova: “Evil is a concept of morality, meaning the intentional, deliberate, conscious inflic-
tion of harm, damage, suffering on someone” [Tapacosa, 2010, p. 743]. The prosecutor accentu-
ates precisely the intent of the defendant’s actions. In contrast, the defense lawyer seeks to flat-
ten the anti-axiologeme “Evil” in the prosecutor’s speech with the legal axiologeme “Tragedy”:

This is a tragedy of immense proportions [Masterson, 2019, p. 60];

And with all that, you’re going to have more comprehensive understanding of these tragic
events, how this bright and promising and brilliant graduating student with no history of vio-
lence committed this horrible crime [Masterson, 2019, p. 61].

The defense lawyer moves away from interpreting the defendant’s actions as representing
absolute evil and mitigates the prosecutor’s assessment by describing the difficult life circum-
stances in which the defendant finds himself. So, it may also be observed that the prosecutor
does not use lexical means with the semantics of insult. He emphasises the inadmissibility of the
defendant’s actions but does not move on to personal characteristics.

Conclusions. The above said methods of linguistic observation and analysis, cognitive
method, method of critical discourse analysis, method of pragmatic analysis helped to identify
axiologemes and anti-axiologemes characteristic of the semantic space of English court discourse.
Thus, axiologemes in English court discourse are based on fundamental American values. They
are represented by such thematic groups as “The value of human life”, “Civic virtues”, “American
dream”, “Equality of all before Law” and “The rule of Law”. As well as legal axiologemes: “Proving
beyond a reasonable doubt”, “Difficult life situation”, “Tragedy”.

Anti-axiologemes in English court discourse are represented by the following thematic
groups: “Murder”, “Vicious lifestyle”, “Double life”, “Interest in serial killers”, and “Addictions”.

What we pointed out above, regarding axiologemes and anti-axiologemes in English court
discourse, is only part of a much larger perspective research. To be sure, it is interesting to
analyse in more detail the influence of axiologemes/anti-axiologemes on the communicative
success of the speech sender or communicative failure, presence or absence of axiologemes/
anti-axiologemes in the judge’s speech.
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The notion of axiological dimension of texts of English court discourse is researched in the paper. The
interdisciplinarity of scientific knowledge has expanded the problem field of the humanities themselves
and has led to the need for a new philosophical approach to Language. Therefore, the mutual influence
of philosophical disciplines and linguistic disciplines in contemporary humanities discourse is justified in
this situation. The central concept of axiology is the concept of value, interpreted from the perspective of
psychology, sociology, logic, structuralism, phenomenology, existentialism, hermeneutics, and theology.
The interpretation of the concept, the attitude to value as a subjective or objective phenomenon, brings
together and at the same time alienates the representatives of different sciences.

The author deals separately with axiologemes in the discourse of the defense and prosecution and
their role in the organisation of the semantic space of the English court discourse. Anti-axiologemes in the
discourse of the defense and in the discourse of the prosecution have been identified.

The relevance of the article is due to the dearth of research and lack in-depth analysis done on the
subject in the context of constant confrontation in the modern information space. Confrontation can be
observed at all levels and in all spheres of human life, including judicial activities. The research is carried out
at the intersection of several scientific and linguistic paradigms: communicative, cognitive, pragmatic and
linguocultural. The logic of the development of these directions of modern linguistic science determined
the novelty of this study.

In this article, the author in detail describes the process of formation of axiological science. The views
of leading scientists dealing with axiology are carefully analysed. The main stages of axiological knowledge
development are defined. Considerable attention is given to the applied nature of axiological research.

The following goals have been set: to grasp the way of formation of modern axiology, to identify
axiologemes and anti-axiologemes that are characteristic of the English court discourse; to characterise
their influence on the organisation of the semantic space of texts of court discourse. The analysis of the
factual material regarding axiologemes and antiaxiologemes of the English court discourse has resulted in
identifying their role in the organisation of the semantic space of the court discourse.

Mention should be made of the following methods that were used here to achieve the aim: linguistic
observation and analysis, as well as cognitive method, critical discourse analysis method, pragmatic
analysis method.

Thus, axiologemes in English court discourse are based on fundamental American values. They are
represented by such thematic groups as “The value of human life”, “Civic virtues”, “American dream”,
“Equality of all before Law” and “The rule of Law”. As well as legal axiologemes: “Proving beyond a

” o

reasonable doubt”, “Difficult life situation”, “Tragedy”.
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Anti-axiologemes in English court discourse are represented by the following thematic groups:
“Murder”, “Vicious lifestyle”, “Double life”, “Interest in serial killers”, and “Addictions”.

The practical significance of the research lies in the possibility to use its provisions and conclusions,
factual material in the study of communicativistics, psycholinguistics, discourse analysis, in the practice of
translation, linguistics and area studies, in the course of legal writing, oratory art.

The theoretical significance of the research lies in the fact that a comparative review of axiologemes
and anti-axiologemes used in the discourse of the prosecution and in the discourse of the defense has
beenf first introduced.
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