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Abstract

This study investigated three Persian discourse markers—ya’ni (‘that is/meaning’), magar (‘unless/is it not’), and pas
(‘so/then”)—as essential tools for interaction in courtroom communication. While discourse markers do not introduce
new propositional meanings, they play a critical role in enhancing coherence, guiding interaction, and facilitating
meaning negotiation. Utilizing a 99,040-word corpus of authentic spoken data collected from family, civil, and criminal
courts in Dorud County, this research employed a pragmatics-based and corpus-analytic approach. Using AntConc
(version 4.3.4), the analysis revealed co-occurrence patterns, frequency distributions, and collocational trends. The
findings demonstrated that the usage and functions of these markers differed based on the type of court and the speakers’
institutional roles. Specifically, pas was often used by legal professionals to reformulate discourse, direct responses,
construct logical conclusions, or underscore contradictions. In contrast, non-legal participants primarily used it for
narrative construction and defensive positioning. Ya’ni served as a clarifying and reinterpretive tool, frequently
appearing in justificatory speech and emotionally charged contexts, often to reframe meaning or assert personal
evaluations. Magar was prevalent in rhetorical and confrontational questioning. Lay participants utilized it to express
objection, frustration, or disbelief, whereas legal actors employed it to guide participants toward implicit assumptions.
Overall, the results indicated that discourse markers in courtroom interactions served purposes beyond linguistic fillers;
they acted as indicators of power, persuasion, stance-taking, and role management. Their patterned use highlighted
institutional asymmetries between legal professionals and lay speakers, emphasizing the agentive and context-sensitive
nature of these markers in shaping interpretation, interaction, and authority within legal settings.

Keywords: Corpus Linguistics, Courtroom Discourse, Discourse Markers, Interactional Asymmetry, Magar, Pas,
Persian Legal Interaction, Power and Stance, Ya’ni.

Introduction
From the perspective of applied linguistics and discourse analysis, language functions as a form of social action rather
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than merely a medium for information exchange. It plays a crucial role in meaning-making, power dynamics, social
reproduction, and construction of reality (Fairclough, 1993; Gee, 2008). Courtrooms are a key institutional setting where
these linguistic functions become particularly evident. Within courtroom interactions, participants occupying defined
institutional roles engage in structured, yet discursively rich exchanges concerning truth, responsibility, evidence, and
judgment (Cotterill, 2003; Gibbons, 2003). In such contexts, linguistic choices can directly influence the legal process
and individual outcomes, serving as mechanisms of persuasion, interactional management, or institutional pressure
(Goffman, 1981 [1976]; Gibbons, 2003). These choices often shape how competing narratives are constructed,
challenged, or legitimized (Johnson, 2002; Tkacukova, 2015).

Discourse markers, though lacking independent propositional content, perform vital organizational roles in
interactions (Schiffrin, 1987; Fraser, 1999). They function as metapropositional resources that enhance textual cohesion,
provide interpretive framing, refine meaning, and direct discourse (Cuenca & Marin, 2009; Carranza, 2004). According
to Carranza (2004) and Gumperz (1982), these markers act as contextualizing cues that derive meaning not from structure
but from interaction across multiple discourse layers, including idea structuring, turn sequencing, and speech-act
organization (Redeker, 1991). By orienting discourse and signaling interpretative pathways, they have been characterized
as “discourse deictics” (Carranza, 2004; Montes, 1999). Despite previous studies highlighting the significance of
discourse markers in legal discourse and their dependence on participant roles (Tkacukova, 2015; Fraser, 2009; Hill,
1999), Persian courtroom interactions remain relatively understudied, with no corpus-driven analysis examining the
functions and frequency of key markers. This research addressed this gap by analyzing three Persian discourse markers—
pas (‘so/then’), ya’ni (‘meaning/that is”), and magar (‘unless/is it not”)—within the frameworks of critical discourse and
pragmatics.

The corpus consisted of 99,040 words of authentic courtroom speech collected from civil, family, and criminal courts
in Dorud County. It included interactions involving judges, lawyers, prosecutors, and judicial officials, as well as
defendants, complainants, witnesses, and claimants. The data were processed using AntConc and keyword-in-context
techniques to identify patterns of occurrence. This study addressed the following research questions:

1. What are the frequency patterns and distributions of the discourse markers of ya’ni, magar, and pas across

different court settings?

2. What differences exist in the usage of these markers between legal and lay participants?

3. What pragmatic functions does each marker serve in courtroom discourse?

4. How do these markers contribute to role management, interactional control, and the exercise of power in judicial

interactions?

This research contributed to the limited corpus-based studies on Persian institutional discourse and offers
implications for judicial communication, particularly in courtroom translation, where the omission of markers can distort
stance or meaning (Hale, 1999). Ultimately, it illustrated how seemingly minor linguistic elements function as powerful
interactional resources, shaping persuasion, power dynamics, accountability, and narrative construction within judicial
settings.

Materials & Methods

This study employed an integrated methodological approach that combined corpus-based analysis with pragmatic
discourse analysis to examine the functions of three discourse markers—ya’ni (‘that is/meaning’), magar (‘unless/is it
not’), and pas (‘so/then’)—in Persian courtroom interactions. The goal was to explore their distributions, contextual uses,
and linguistic-legal roles within institutional discourse. A corpus of 99,040 words was compiled from naturally occurring
courtroom speech recorded in civil, criminal, and family courts in Dorud County between December 2022 and June 2023.
Researchers attended hearings as non-participatory observers, obtained official permission, and ethically recorded spoken
exchanges. The collected speech was transcribed verbatim and coded with metadata, including speaker roles (e.g., judge,
lawyer, complainant, defendant, witness), case types, and procedural stages.

To identify frequency and distribution patterns, we utilized AntConc (version 4.3.4), employing keyword-in-context
(KWIC), lexical clustering, and frequency profiling. Concordance lines were manually reviewed to determine sentence
position, speaker identity, and court type, ensuring a close alignment between quantitative results and contextual
interpretation.

For qualitative analysis, we applied Tka¢ukova’s (2015) two-layer framework:

1. Analysis of institutional roles and how discourse markers enact authority, stance, or alignment.

2. Examination of discourse-pragmatic functions, such as interpretation, challenge, persuasion, and transition.

Functional categories were informed by established discourse-analytic literature (Fraser, 1999; Carranza, 2000;
Johnson, 2002; Cuenca & Marin, 2009). The corpus was constructed following principles of representativeness, balance,
and authenticity (McEnery et al., 2006; Nelson, 2010). Cases were selected across different court types and lexical
frequency was balanced proportionally with transcripts meticulously checked for accuracy. Using a corpus-based
framework allowed for systematic quantification of usage patterns and minimized subjective interpretation (McEnery &
Wilson, 2001). This approach enhanced the validity and generalizability of our findings while facilitating a detailed
investigation of how discourse markers shaped interactional practices in courtroom settings.
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Discussion of Results & Conclusion

This study illustrated that the Persian discourse markers of y’ani (‘that is’), pas (‘so/then’), and magar (‘unless/is it not)
assume highly context-sensitive, institutional, and socially charged roles in courtroom interactions. Although these
markers might seem to lack propositional meaning at first glance, they served as essential interactional tools for
establishing authority, guiding responses, affirming meanings, constructing narratives, and exerting pressure. Rather than
functioning merely as mechanisms of textual cohesion, these markers reflected the socio-legal positioning, institutional
roles, and interactional intentions of the speakers.

Among the three markers, pas was the most frequently used by legal professionals—especially judges. Its primary
function was inferential; it reformulated arguments and solicited confirmation in ways that pressured interlocutors into
agreement. Statements like “So you admit there was a dispute?” exemplified how pas was employed to build logical
inferences while simultaneously compelling the respondent to affirm them. This aligns with Johnson’s (2002) concept of
“reconstructive inferential questions”, which compress argumentative distance, impose conclusions, and dictate how
interlocutors should respond. In contrast, lay participants primarily used pas in narrative or defensive contexts. Here, pas
served to challenge others' statements, highlight inconsistencies in evidence, or position oneself favorably, particularly in
emotionally charged environments like family courts. Thus, although structurally identical, pas denoted authority when
used by legal actors and conveyed resistance or personal stance when employed by lay participants. The marker ya’ni
also served dual pragmatic roles. For judges and lawyers, ya’ni clarified legal categories, refined conceptual distinctions,
and reformulated evidence, for instance, asking whether a financial interaction constituted a loan or a transaction utilized
ya’ni to identify pertinent legal implications. This aligns with Fraser’s (1999) notion of interpretive reformulation,
whereby speakers accurately guide meaning. Conversely, lay speakers used ya’ni to express indignation, moral
evaluation, or emotional reasoning. Phrases like “Meaning, I was not a real mother?” illustrated how ya’ni was used to
dramatize events and appeal to judicial empathy. Its evaluative function was particularly pronounced in family court
settings, where emotional identity and moral legitimacy were central. Similarly, magar operated differently depending
on the speaker's institutional role. Legal professionals used magar in presupposition-laden interrogatives that forced
alignment with implied facts, such as “Isn’t this your handwriting?” These questions did not seek new information; rather,
they imposed epistemic accountability, mirroring what Heritage (2002) described as interrogatives grounded in
presupposed truths. In contrast, lay speakers employed magar rhetorically to challenge assumptions, reaffirm norms, or
criticize perceived injustices—particularly in gendered or emotional narratives. For example, magar underscored the
embedded cultural and legal expectations in the statement “Isn’t it unacceptable for a wife to leave?”

Legally, these findings carried significant implications. Judges may utilize discourse markers to assess a speaker’s
competence, credibility, or potential manipulative intent. Misinterpreting or omitting these markers in translation or
transcription can alter meaning and diminish either persuasive or defensive effectiveness. By incorporating a systematic
awareness of these features into legal training, communication among judges, lawyers, and interpreters can be enhanced.
Furthermore, this research opens up new avenues for inquiry. Future studies can explore additional Persian discourse
markers or their multi-word variations, conduct cross-linguistic comparisons, or employ ethnographic methods to observe
how tone, silence, or gesture reinforce meaning. Investigations into appellate hearings or mediated settlements can further
elucidate how these markers contribute to negotiation, persuasion, and identity performance in later stages of judicial
proceedings. Overall, the study demonstrates that these seemingly simple linguistic elements serve as active discourse
resources, which shape the construction of truth, distribution of power, and interpersonal alignment in Persian courtroom
communication.
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