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  Abstract :  
The study explores the construction of power relations in legal discourse 

through the application of Critical Stylistics. Although legal texts, including 

statutes, judicial decisions, and legal opinions, are commonly perceived as 

objective and neutral instruments, limited attention has been given to the 

ways linguistic choices contribute to the construction and reproduction of 

power relations within legal contexts. To address this gap, the study 

examines the strategic use of language in establishing, maintaining, and 

legitimizing power in legal discourse. The study adopts the theoretical 

framework of Critical Stylistics, focusing on key analytical tools such as 

naming and describing, representation, presupposition, and modality. A 

mixed-methods approach is employed to analyze selected legal texts, with 

particular attention to recurring stylistic patterns and their ideological 

implications. Through this framework, the study investigates how linguistic 

choices shape the representation of social actors, encode ideological 

meanings, and influence the distribution of power within legal settings. 

The findings demonstrate that legal language is not neutral; rather, it actively 

participates in constructing social realities by privileging particular 

interpretations, marginalizing certain groups, and legitimizing institutional 

authority. The analysis further reveals that linguistic devices such as 

presupposition and modality play a significant role in naturalizing power 

relations and reinforcing dominant ideological perspectives, often silencing 

less powerful voices .This study contributes to the interdisciplinary field of 

language and law by illustrating how linguistic structures influence 

perceptions of justice, equality, and representation. By extending the 

application of Critical Stylistics to legal discourse, the research provides 

valuable insights into the role of critical language awareness in promoting 
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transparency and fairness in legal practices. Ultimately, the study highlights 

the importance of critically examining legal texts as a means of fostering a 

more equitable and socially responsive legal framework. 

Keywords :Critical Discourse, Discursive Power, Legitimate Language, 

Modality, Social Justice in Law 

1. Introduction 

    Legal language is the language of the legislation which is contained in 

documents of law, judgments, contracts, and other legal opinions. One can 

observe that the legal discourse determines power relations within society. 

Legal system is such an institution that people exercise power and define 

power in words. This discourse is known by people as the language of law 

since it is formal, complicated, and particular. Language of law governs 

behavior, arbitrates disputes, and makes people obey the law. It is observed 

that language is political, it has power relations, subject positions, roles and 

authority. When laws are put in place, it may preserve the hierarchy or alter 

it. It is significant to analyze the language employed in the legislation. It is 

important to note that legal discourse seems formal and uninvolved. The 

legal discourse is used by people to construct and reproduce power relations. 

One can say that language is strong in discourses. People are marginalized 

by language, language perpetuates power struggles and establishes the 

reality that people hold as true. It has been noted that the terms used in legal 

documents may be biased towards certain meanings or opinions and omit 

some of them inadvertently. 

      The problem of the research is to observe how legal discourse is a field 

of power. Language is a power construct that forms power struggles in the 

legal discourse. Power relations and ideas embedded in language are 

detected in the analysis of discourse by the method of critical stylistics. This 

study aims to demonstrate how power is embedded in legal texts . One of the 

sub-branches of CDA is Critical Stylistics, which provides the framework of 

analyzing and locating the hidden meaning and power relations within a text 

based on their linguistic characteristics. Therefore, through such tools, his 

study will examine how language creates power relations within the legal 

field with a significant focus on some of the linguistic practices such as 
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decisions taken at the representational level, modalities, and presuppositions. 

The end result is to increase the perception of what the legal language is 

capable of in order to impose power and control. The findings of the 

research will be discussed later in line with legal interpretation, policy-

making, and advocacy, and it will be shown how power is inherent to the 

legal language. It can help legal professionals, policymakers, and activists to 

recognize and confront the power relations that are coded in the texts of the 

law and create a place where equality and inclusion can thrive. It also 

extends the body of knowledge in critical stylistics because it uses its 

methodologies in legal discourse to expand the scope of the field of stylistic 

analysis and affirm that legal discourse is a valid area to analyze stylistically.  

Ultimately, the research will contribute to the better insights of the overall 

sociopolitical roles of legal discourse and the role of legal discourse in 

creation of justice and equity within the society. This study focuses on legal 

language, also referred to as legal discourse, and it deals with the language 

of legal systems, legal documents and legal advocacy. The nature of 

language is to uphold and strengthen power structures in the society, since 

language is utilized in controlling people and portrays and shows the 

prevailing power structures in the society (Tiersma, 1999). In this section, 

the author examines the key features of the language of the law and its 

effects on power and justice. The study tries to answer and  to investigate the 

following questions : 

1. How are power relations linguistically constructed and represented in 

legal discourse? 

2. How do the stylistic tools of Critical Stylistics contribute to the encoding 

of ideological meanings in legal texts? 

3. How do linguistic choices in legal discourse shape the representation of 

social actors and legitimize institutional power? 

4. To what extent do presupposition and modality contribute to the 

naturalization and maintenance of power relations in legal texts? 
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2.1  Literature Review :Legal Language 

The legal language may be said to be the technical language, that is widely 

used in legal writing that encompasses statutes, contracts, court decisions, 

regulations, etc. It is not the same as ordinary language since it is more 

extravagant, legal and accurate in nature with references to expressions 

which are applied to any type of operation inside of the legal system 

(Tiersma, 2008). Features of Legal Language. 

 Accuracy and Unambiguity: Legal language is highly technical and each 

term within the legal text has a purpose of being included in the text in a 

manner that the law cannot be interpreted in any context other than what was 

adopted. The reason is that the texts of law involve legal rights, laws and 

obligations that must be discharged by the parties involved (Gibbons 2003). 

This results into the language and proper structure of statements so that the 

meaning is adequately comprehended by all the parties involved in the 

process (Bhatia, 1993). 

 Formal Structure: It is important to start with stating that the language of 

the legal documents is quite formal and may be quite rigid. The reason 

behind this is that legal writing also uses compound and compound-complex 

sentences to represent the circumstance which are possible within one 

sentence (Tiersma, 2008)  This structure helps clarify legal provisions  and 

capable of easy implementation. 

 General Vocabulary: It has been noted that language of law is rife with 

words which have either been borrowed in Latin and French languages or 

their modification (Mellinkoff, 1963). The words that are interpreted with 

legal writing are plaintiff, tort, jurisdiction, etc to make sure that the writing 

is as precise as possible (Gibbons, 2003). 

 Conservatism and Formality: As has been said, the wording of the law is 

quite conservative and, in some cases, is grounded on the archaic models. 

This conservatism helps in maintaining continuity of the legal system since 

the terms and structures are replicated by others over the years (Tiersma, 

1999). The other manner the language serves its purpose is that the language 

is very formal in the manner it is spoken and avoids using personal or 
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subjective terms and themes so as to make the language sound neutral and 

unemotional (Bhatia 1993). 

 Redundancy and Repetition: To make the meaning of the words as clear 

as possible, it is common practice in the legal language to repeat the same 

idea as the one we noticed in the given text. These are some of the instances 

where such phrases can be used like, the term null and void or cease and 

desist and this goes quite far in ensuring that the message being passed 

across is understood and that there is no possibility of the intended meaning 

being misconstrued (Gibbons, 2003). The language of law is highly 

significant as it is applied in the regulation of society, the provision and 

distribution of rights and duties, creation and interpretation of laws and law 

application. It is both an instrument of legal control and also indicates the 

struggle of power in the law procedures (Tiersma, 1999). These types of 

language ensures that legal documents take a certain meaning whenever they 

are applied to different cases in different circumstances thus upholding the 

principles of the legal system (Bhatia, 1993). 

2.2 .The Role of Legal Language in Shaping Power Relations 

Legal language is not an apolitical or passive instrument, but an active agent 

in the distribution of power in a society. In civil law systems, legal 

terminology is something that works as a gatekeeper and a mechanism for 

legitimising authority. Through its complexity, formality and inaccessibility 

to the general public, legal language defines who has the ability to 

effectively interact with the justice system and who is left without. This 

dynamic is especially apparent in spheres such as contracts, inheritance, 

property and administrative law, in which language does cross with power, 

in ways that are subtle yet significant. In the world of contract law, legal 

terminology such as force majeure or obligations are often very technical 

and their consequences are not immediately obvious to someone who is not 

familiar with the legal profession. This specialized language sets up a split 

between those who are able to interpret and use the law for their benefit, 

usually corporations or well-to-do individuals and those who are not able to. 

The consequence is a legal environment in which the access to justice and 

fairness in contractual relationships is unevenly distributed and it works to 
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reinforce existing socio-economic hierarchies (Al-Muqdadi, 2015). 

Inheritance law also shows the extent to which legal language could 

reinforce traditional power relations, particularly on the basis of gender. In 

societies where custom relating to inheritance already favors men, ambiguity 

in the law or overly formal language only makes the situation even worse, 

making it harder for women to assert their rightful share. The combination of 

cultural practices and inaccessible legal terminology "creates a space in 

which inequality is not only tolerated, it is normalized under the cover of 

legal procedure" (Al-Husseini, 2019). Property law, especially in the context 

of displaced persons, is another example of how the law language can be 

used to marginalize vulnerable persons. Terms associating with land 

acquisition by long term possession are often alien to those without legal 

education or access to counsel. Displaced individuals, sometimes without 

either, are given a great disadvantage in legal disputes over property. 

Meanwhile, those with knowledge of the law can use these frameworks to 

assert ownership even though it is at the cost of justice and equity (Al-Ali, 

2020). Administrative law is another tier of this relationship. Legal 

mechanisms such as judicial review are in theory made to hold government 

authorities accountable. However, the dense and technical language that 

exists in processes such as these can be a barrier to the general public. 

Without knowing how to access these procedures, such as to challenge state 

actions, individuals have no way to effectively challenge state action. Thus, 

legal language has a hierarchy where state institutions and legal 

professionals have a disproportionate amount of power over ordinary 

citizens (Al-Muqdadi, 2015).  

           In all of these examples, legal language is not used simply as a means 

of communication, but as an instrument which defines who participates in 

the legal process and under what conditions. Rather than ensuring equal 

access to justice, it too often duplicates and reproduces inequalities in 

society. Understanding this function of legal language is important to any 

serious effort to constructively reform the law in a manner that will advance 

inclusion, equity, and empowerment for all members of society. 
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2.3.Critical Stylistics in Legal language  

 Discussing  critical stylistics in relation to legal language particularly to the 

Iraqi legislation, it is important to pay more attention to the means of 

nomination, action and event, modality, transitivity, and presupposition. Of 

course, such tools help to understand how legal discourse shapes power 

relations, accountability and authority. Subsequently, I elaborate on each 

tool with examples and how critical stylistics can be applied to make sense 

of power relations in legal texts. The following the textual conceptual 

function work as a model of the study , Analyzing the data  that were chosen 

to as a legal discourse.  

1. Naming and Describing 

      Speaking about the critical stylistics applied to the legal language, it is 

necessary to focus more on the means of nomination, action and event, 

modality, transitivity and presupposition. Naturally, this kind of tools assists 

in comprehending how legal discourse forms the power relations, 

accountability and authority. Then, each tool will be elaborated with 

examples and the ways in which critical stylistics can be used to derive a 

meaning of power relations on legal texts. Naming and Describing, It 

concerns the method of identifying persons, objects and events, through 

labeling in the legal written documents. The labels mentioned above are 

rather meaningful since they establish the legal location of entities. Also, one 

should remember that in the legal discourse some actors or processes can be 

characterized in a particular manner to sustain a particular power structure or 

to articulate some ideologies. The civil procedure terminologies adopted in 

the Iraqi sources refer to such terms as the claimant and the respondent, e.g., 

the claimant. These labels define the norms on how the individuals labelled 

in such a manner should be treated. It is the claimant who seeks justice in the 

case thus making him/her to be active and sometimes virtuous. 

     Conversely, the respondent is introduced as an inactive or even a 

defensive person that causes him or her to appear weak or even careless 

(Bhatia 1993). In the case of the state, the term the sovereign authority is 

adopted to mean the government and this makes the government the ultimate 

and the most powerful in the state. This is because the concept of 



 
 ـــــــــــــــــــــــــــــــــــــــــــــــــــــــــــــــــــــــــــــــــــ

 ــــــــــــــــــــــــــــــــــــــــــــــــــــــــــــــــــــــــــــــــ
        June        (0202)   حزيران ة الاساسية      مجلة كلية التربي                     3011                              

 

government is identified by the legal documents as sovereign legal entity, 

which cannot be contested. The legal issues may thus have a prospective 

bias due to some of the naming conventions adopted. According to the 

critical stylistics as portrayed, the power dynamics between the government 

or the judiciary systems and defendants or the society remains to be 

established in the continued construction of power in legal texts in Iraq. 

Therefore, the language employed in this text does not question the position 

of the citizens in the state and they are supposed to merely play their role 

(Bhatia, 1993). 

2. Representing Actions and Events 

The action and events use is, regarding the manner in which we indicate 

actions, how we deploy active  and passive voice. The application of  active  

and passive voice is important to the manner in which we attribute and hold 

someone accountable. I have observed that active voice is more effective in 

opposition to voice since the active voice informs us about the person who 

performs something. The agent of an action may be concealed in the passive 

voice. One typical example, in writing is passive voice: The decree was 

issued. I observe that the wording conceals the authority which gave the 

decree. No reference is made to the decree-maker, whether an individual or 

an organization. About responsibility, when the wording conceals the source 

of authority the reader has no clue about the source of the authority, which 

may be confusing. The language is not the same as in the sentence of the 

decree issued by the Ministry of Justice. That sentence uses the voice. The 

Ministry of Justice is the topic of that sentence as elaborated by Tiersma 

(1999) explains. Another example I can use to support the point is to use 

sanctions. The initial contract statement has not indicated the party that has 

voided the contract. In the second statement of the contract, it was indicated 

that the plaintiff rescinded the contract. The issue lies in the fact that the 

voice used in legislation is overused by people. The responsibility is 

concealed by the excessive use of voice. This is particularly so, in 

government decree. Voice is a common way through which government 

decrees conceal the activities of state authorities. With the help of Critical 

Stylistics, one may note that these constructions can conceal the great 
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institutions to the fact that they will never be critiqued or held accountable 

and hence distort the legal processes (Tiersma, 199). 

3. Modality 

    Modality is the manner in which obligation, permission, possibility is 

expressed that is normally through modal verbs like must, should, may and 

can. The legal texts modality therefore represents the levels of coercion and 

likelihood of the probability of legal occurrences. Modi operandi is very 

important in law contracts or laws. e.g. the legality of the sentence "The 

tenant shall leave the building on the agreed date" has applied modality. In 

this way, the tenant has no option than to agree (Gibbons 2003). The tenant 

may vacate the premises by the specified date on the other hand implies that 

the tenant enjoys some form of freedom in his decision making. At this 

point, it is important to comprehend that the modality selected in this case 

will be the determinant of the degree of compliance with law and the degree 

of adherence to law. Indicatively, the rules of the laws governing 

government compliance tend to use strong modality in form of must or shall 

to make a statement about the state and enforce adherence to the established 

set of legal rules. The usage of such modal verbs as must and shall in the 

Iraqi legislation is a sign of authoritarian nature of the state and the legal 

systems. These modals have been employed as part of crafting a somewhat 

persuasive impact on the subjects governed as analyzed in the context of 

Critical Stylistics. In such a manner, one can observe that modality does not 

simply determine the extent of legal enforceability but also traces the 

relationship of power between the individual and the state (Gibbons, 2003). 

4. Transitivity 

Transitivity is among the syntactic phenomena, which relates with the 

mapping actions to the composition of the clause in terms of participants. It 

analyzes the doer of an action (the agent) and the recipient of an action (the 

patient) and the procedure which is described. This is due to the fact that 

high transitivity means that there is a significant show of agents and actions 

and low transitivity is that agents and actions are not obvious. For example ,  

Iraqi legal texts can have a high-transitivity conjecture as: the court fined the 

defendant. This is whereby the court (the agent) represents and is charged 
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the duty of fining (the process), and the defendant (the patient) is the 

recipient of the action. Conversely, when we construct a low-transitivity 

(e.g. A fine was imposed) the agent is not mentioned and the reader is not 

informed as to who did the action (Mellinkoff, 1963.). It is quite a 

characteristic of this linguistic approach to the legal opinions in which the 

accent is put on the result of the action as opposed to the individual who 

took the decision; it may be utilized to avoid the responsibility. Low-

transitivity is commonly used in Iraqi legal texts to take the responsibility 

off significant actors, and involve judges or government departments. These 

readings are thus able to unravel some decision making actors as agents of 

actions in a manner that will help protect them against a direct connection to 

the outcomes in question. Critical Stylistics demonstrates the way this 

pattern has continued to safeguard the assertions of these establishments at 

the same time avoiding them as necessarily liable (Mellinkoff, 1963). 

5. Presupposition 

    Presupposition is an assumption made in a proposition, and assumed to be 

true without being overtly stated. It is also determined in this paper that in 

legal discourse, the use of presupposition also assists in maintaining the 

power of legal actors and institutions as well as their legitimacy. It can be 

deduced that an utterance like that of The defendant failed to obey the order 

of the court assumes that the order issued by the court was both legal and 

just. The statement further presupposes the court authority and also depicts 

the actions of the defendant as a wrong or an improper act without 

questioning the justice of the initial order (Danet, 1980). The second may be, 

The claimant acted on his/her legal right of compensation. This implies that 

the right of law is there and recognized and therefore enhances the power of 

the law. Law texts in Iraq used to make assumptions can be used to reinforce 

the role of the legal actors because some propositions, which constitute the 

texts, cannot be bargained. When we analyse it with Critical Stylistics we 

understand that they represent the agendas that are concealed to be used to 

legitimize the power of the judiciary and other legal forces. The way these 

presuppositions function is through the depiction of certain actions or 
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decisions as natural or inevitable and therefore favor the ideology of the 

legal system (Danet, 1980). 

       Based on the critical stylistics one may note that the use of language in 

Iraqi laws capitalizes on various linguistic tools in order to create the 

relations of power, establish the obligation and enhance the authority of the 

institution. By naming, the roles that portray the power relations are assigned 

and by having the use of the passive voice to describe actions and events, the 

power of the decision making is concealed. Strict mandates are expressed 

through modality and in most instances, it is a demonstration that people are 

at the mercy of the legal systems. The level of agency in legal texts is 

transitivity and the presuppositions are the assumptions hidden in relation to 

the acceptability of legal procedures. This paper has therefore demonstrated 

that Critical Stylistics could be applied to the analysis of Iraqi legal texts and 

reveal how legal language is employed to create power relations between the 

state and legal institutions, and citizens, and how language may also be 

utilized to create the legal subject and, consequently, legal perceptions of 

justice.  

3.Methodology  

    The research design used in the study is both the critical linguistic inquiry 

and a quantitative and qualitative research design based on a model 

developed by Jeffries (2010) which is the critical stylistics. By doing so, the 

systematic analysis of the way in which legal texts encode assumptions, 

distribute responsibility, and create institutional dominance using language 

becomes possible. The idea behind the methodology is not necessarily 

simply to explain what language seems to do in legal texts but to investigate 

why it functions as it does and whose interests it serves. The discourse of 

law tends to appear as objective, neutral and devoid of ideology. 

Nevertheless, in accordance with Fairclough (2015) and Bhatia (2010), a 

legal language is socially constructed and represents larger relations of 

power. Thus, there is need to have a means that can uncover these hidden 

linguistic processes. The analytical instruments of critical stylistics, 

including naming, transitivity, modality, presupposition, and text structuring 

are quite appropriate to reveal the ideological inclination embedded in legal 
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systems. The application of a qualitative method of analysis is based on the 

fact that the qualitative approach puts an emphasis on depth of interpretation 

as opposed to numerical frequency. Law is a field where the meaning is 

bargained, imposed and argued out in language rather than the number of 

words used. The contextual analysis of intentional linguistic decisions is 

what makes meaning in legal texts appear because such analysis cannot be 

statistically done.  

       The information used in this study is comprised of some of the legal 

texts that are the institutional authoritative discourse. These are 

constitutional articles, the statutory provisions, and the procedural 

regulations. The selection of these texts is determined by how much they 

relate to the research objective: to build a comprehension of the mechanism 

of how institutional power is created and maintained by law. This is not a 

random but a purposive choice because not all of the legal documents are 

replete with the ideological language. The emphasis is made on the texts 

contributing significantly to the legal practice and the life of people. By 

conducting the critical stylistics analysis of the legislative law documents on 

naming, representing actions and events, modality, transitivity, and 

presupposition, one can demonstrate the way the language enforces the 

power relations. It is also evident that these linguistic selections are not 

innocent since they are filled with the ideology of law. This way, the 

writings of the law can be interpreted as constituting the power of the state 

institutions and placing the people as subjects who are given a fairly thin 

role which preserves the state apparatus as hegemonic. The analysis mixed 

method qualitative and quantitative techniques to give useful fact about the 

analyzed data.  The size of data were chosen in this study ten legal diversity 

texts.  

 3.1 Data Selection Criteria  

 Relevance to the research objective: Texts were selected because they 

reflect how institutional power is constructed and maintained through legal 

discourse (Fairclough, 1995; van Dijk, 2008). 
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 Purposive sampling: The study employed purposive sampling to select 

texts that contain relevant linguistic features for discourse analysis (Baker, 

2023). 

 Institutional origin: Only texts produced by authoritative legal institutions 

such as governments, courts, and ministries were included (Bhatia, 2010). 

 Presence of critical stylistic features: The texts contain linguistic 

elements such as naming, modality, transitivity, and presupposition suitable 

for critical stylistic analysis (Jeffries, 2010). 

 Representation of power relations: The selected texts demonstrate 

hierarchical relationships between institutions and individuals (van Dijk, 

2008). 

 Authentic legal sources: All texts were taken from official legal 

documents to ensure reliability and credibility (Khafaga, 2023). 

 Corpus size: Ten legal text excerpts were selected to enable detailed 

qualitative analysis (Baker, 2023). 

3.2 Data Analysis  

 This section presents the analysis of the data, drawing on the Critical 

Stylistics model introduced earlier to examine the linguistic construction of 

power relations in legal discourse. 

Text 1: The Prime Minister issued a decree regarding foreign 

investment (Government of Vietnam, 2020)  

1. Naming and Describing 

 The actor is identified as "Prime Minister" rather than by a personal 

name.  

 The title emphasizes official status and institutional authority.  

 It presents the speaker as a legitimate and powerful decision-maker.  

2. Representation of Actions and Events 

 The Prime Minister is represented as the person performing the action.  

 The action verb "issued" indicates authority and control.  

 The event is portrayed as a formal governmental act.  

3. Transitivity 

 Actor: Prime Minister  

 Process: issued (material process)  
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 Goal: decree  

 The structure assigns agency and responsibility to the governmental 

authority.  

 It highlights the active role of the institution in shaping public policy.  

4. Modality 

 No explicit modal verbs such as must, shall, or may are used.  

 However, the statement conveys certainty and authority through the direct 

action verb.  

 The action appears decisive and unquestionable.  

5. Presupposition 

 The sentence presupposes that the Prime Minister has the legal right to 

issue decrees.  

 It assumes the legitimacy of governmental authority.  

 The reader is not encouraged to question this authority.  

6. Authority Titles 

 The title "Prime Minister" functions as a marker of power and hierarchy.  

 It reinforces institutional credibility.  

 It strengthens the acceptance of the action performed.  

7. Ideological Meaning 

 The sentence presents the government as the central actor in economic 

decision-making.  

 State authority is portrayed as legitimate and necessary.  

 The discourse supports an ideology of institutional control and governance.  

Overall Critical Stylistic Interpretation 

 The sentence constructs power by foregrounding a high-ranking political 

authority.  

 It presents governmental decisions as legitimate, natural, and authoritative.  

 Through naming, transitivity, and presupposition, the discourse reinforces 

institutional dominance and normalizes state power. 

Text2: "The applicant must submit all necessary documents to the 

Ministry of Justice" (G government of Philippines, 1991). 

1. Naming and Describing 

 The individual is identified as "the applicant."  
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 The person is represented through a legal and institutional role rather than a 

personal identity.  

 This categorization places the individual within a formal legal framework.  

2. Representation of Actions and Events 

 The applicant is portrayed as the actor responsible for carrying out the 

action.  

 The action required is "submit."  

 The event is presented as an administrative and legal procedure.  

3. Transitivity 

 Actor: the applicant  

 Process: must submit  

 Goal: all necessary documents  

 Recipient: the Ministry of Justice  

The transitivity structure assigns responsibility to the applicant while 

positioning the Ministry as the receiving authority. 

4. Modality 

 The modal verb "must" expresses strong obligation.  

 It indicates a mandatory legal requirement rather than a voluntary action.  

 The use of must reflects institutional authority and control.  

5. Presupposition 

The sentence presupposes that: 

 Certain documents are necessary.  

 The applicant is obligated to provide them.  

 The Ministry of Justice has the legitimate authority to request and receive 

these documents.  

These assumptions are treated as established facts rather than open to debate. 

6. Authority and Institutional Power 

 The Ministry of Justice is represented as the institutional authority.  

 Although the Ministry does not perform an action grammatically, it 

occupies a position of power.  

 The applicant's role is primarily one of compliance.  

7. Ideological Meaning 

 The discourse normalizes obedience to legal procedures.  
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 Institutional authority is presented as legitimate and unquestionable.  

 Citizens are positioned as subjects who must fulfill administrative 

requirements imposed by the state.  

Overall Critical Stylistic Interpretation 

 The sentence constructs power through the combination of naming, 

modality, transitivity, and presupposition.  

 The applicant is represented as a legally obligated participant, while the 

Ministry of Justice is portrayed as the legitimate authority.  

 The modal verb "must" is the primary linguistic device reinforcing 

institutional power and legal obligation.  

Text 3:  The policy was enacted due to security concerns (Government 

of the United States, 2007). 

1. Naming and Describing 

 The text refers to "the policy" without specifying its exact nature.  

 The policy is presented as an established and legitimate entity.  

 No individual or institution is explicitly named.  

2. Representation of Actions and Events 

 The event described is the enactment of a policy.  

 The focus is on the action itself rather than on the actor responsible for it.  

 Attention is directed toward the outcome rather than the decision-maker.  

3. Transitivity 

 Goal: the policy  

 Process: was enacted  

 Actor: omitted (hidden)  

The omission of the actor reduces visibility and accountability for the 

decision. 

4. Passive Voice 

 The sentence is written in the passive voice (was enacted).  

 The agent responsible for enacting the policy is deliberately absent.  

 This structure emphasizes the policy rather than those who created it.  

Effect: 
The decision appears objective, natural, and institutionally justified. 

 



 
 ـــــــــــــــــــــــــــــــــــــــــــــــــــــــــــــــــــــــــــــــــــ

 ــــــــــــــــــــــــــــــــــــــــــــــــــــــــــــــــــــــــــــــــ
        June        (0202)   حزيران ة الاساسية      مجلة كلية التربي                     3020                              

 

5. Presupposition 

The sentence presupposes that: 

 Security concerns existed.  

 These concerns were significant enough to justify action.  

 The enactment of the policy was necessary and appropriate.  

These assumptions are presented as facts rather than opinions. 

6. Modality 

 No explicit modal verb (must, shall, may) appears in the sentence.  

 Nevertheless, the causal phrase "due to security concerns" implies 

necessity and justification.  

7. Authority and Institutional Power 

 The institution responsible for the policy remains invisible.  

 Institutional authority is implied rather than explicitly stated.  

 The policy is presented as a rational response to a security need.  

8. Ideological Meaning 

 The discourse legitimizes governmental action through the appeal to 

security.  

 Security is used as a justification for policy implementation.  

 The text encourages acceptance of institutional decisions without 

questioning the actors behind them.  

Overall Critical Stylistic Interpretation 

 The sentence constructs power primarily through passivization and 

presupposition.  

 The use of the passive voice conceals the responsible authority, reducing 

accountability.  

 The phrase "due to security concerns" functions as a justification strategy 

that naturalizes the policy decision.  

 As a result, institutional power is legitimized while the decision-making 

process remains largely unquestioned.  

Text 4: "The court overturned the ruling in the case of X " Brown v. Board 

of Education (1954). 

1. Naming and Describing 

 The actor is identified as "the court."  
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 The court is represented as a legal institution rather than as individual 

judges.  

 This naming emphasizes institutional authority and legitimacy.  

2. Representation of Actions and Events 

 The court is portrayed as the active decision-maker.  

 The action "overturned" indicates power to reverse a previous legal 

decision.  

 The event is presented as a judicial intervention with significant legal 

consequences.  

3. Transitivity 

 Actor: The court  

 Process: overturned  

 Goal: the ruling  

The transitivity pattern clearly assigns agency and authority to the court, 

highlighting its power to alter legal outcomes. 

4. Modality 

 No explicit modal verb (must, shall, may) is used.  

 The action verb "overturned" conveys certainty and finality.  

 The decision appears authoritative and legally binding.  

5. Presupposition 

The sentence presupposes that: 

 A previous ruling existed.  

 The court possessed the legal authority to review and reverse it.  

 The judicial process is legitimate and accepted.  

These assumptions are taken for granted and are not questioned within the 

text. 

6. Authority and Institutional Power 

 The court is represented as the highest legal authority in the context.  

 It exercises the power to change legal decisions and influence social 

realities.  

 Institutional power is explicitly foregrounded.  

7. Ideological Meaning 

 The sentence reinforces the legitimacy of the judicial system.  
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 It portrays courts as guardians of justice and legal correction.  

 The discourse supports the idea that legal institutions have the authority to 

challenge and reform existing decisions.  

8. Critical Stylistic Significance 

 Unlike passive constructions, this sentence uses an active structure.  

 The actor is clearly visible and accountable.  

 The discourse foregrounds judicial agency and institutional power rather 

than concealing it.  

Overall Critical Stylistic Interpretation 

The sentence constructs power through institutional naming, transitivity, 

and agency. The court is represented as an active and legitimate authority 

capable of reversing legal decisions. By explicitly identifying the actor and 

using the action verb "overturned," the discourse emphasizes judicial 

power, accountability, and the authority of the legal system to shape social 

and legal realities. 

Text 5 : The defendant must appear in court by the specified date (U.S. 

Federal Rules of Criminal Procedure, 2023). 

 1. Naming and Describing 

 The individual is identified as "the defendant."  

 The label defines the person according to their legal status within judicial 

proceedings.  

 The person is represented through a legal role rather than a personal 

identity.  

2. Representation of Actions and Events 

 The defendant is portrayed as the actor responsible for performing the 

action.  

 The required action is "appear in court."  

 The event is presented as a compulsory legal procedure.  

3. Transitivity 

 Actor: the defendant  

 Process: appear  

 Circumstance: in court  

 Time Circumstance: by the specified date  



 
 ـــــــــــــــــــــــــــــــــــــــــــــــــــــــــــــــــــــــــــــــــــ

 ــــــــــــــــــــــــــــــــــــــــــــــــــــــــــــــــــــــــــــــــ
        June        (0202)   حزيران ة الاساسية      مجلة كلية التربي                     3023                              

 

The transitivity structure places responsibility on the defendant to comply 

with a judicial requirement. 

4. Modality 

 The modal verb "must" expresses strong obligation.  

 It indicates a mandatory legal duty rather than a choice.  

 The use of must reflects the authority of the legal system and the court.  

Effect: 
The defendant is positioned as subject to legal control and institutional 

authority. 

5. Presupposition 

The sentence presupposes that: 

 A court case already exists.  

 The individual has the legal status of a defendant.  

 The court has the authority to require attendance.  

 A specific date has already been established and accepted as valid.  

These assumptions are presented as unquestionable facts. 

6. Authority and Institutional Power 

 Although the court is not the grammatical subject, its authority is strongly 

implied.  

 The legal institution determines the obligation and the deadline.  

 The defendant occupies a subordinate position within the power structure.  

7. Ideological Meaning 

 The discourse reinforces respect for judicial procedures.  

 Compliance with court orders is presented as a legal necessity.  

 Institutional authority is normalized and legitimized through the language 

of obligation.  

8. Critical Stylistic Significance 

 Naming categorizes the individual according to a legal identity.  

 Modality constructs obligation and control.  

 Presupposition naturalizes the authority of the court.  

 Transitivity assigns responsibility to the defendant while leaving 

institutional power implicit.  
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Overall Critical Stylistic Interpretation 

The sentence constructs legal power through the combined use of naming, 

modality, transitivity, and presupposition. The defendant is represented as 

a legally obligated participant, while the court's authority remains implicit 

but dominant. The modal verb "must" functions as the primary linguistic 

mechanism for enforcing compliance and legitimizing judicial authority. 

Text 6 :  The tenant may request an extension of the lease (California Civil 

Code § 1946.1, 2023). 

1. Naming and Describing 

 The individual is identified as "the tenant."  

 The label defines the person according to a legal and contractual role.  

 The tenant is represented as a participant in a legal relationship governed 

by rights and obligations.  

2. Representation of Actions and Events 

 The tenant is portrayed as the actor performing the action.  

 The action is "request."  

 The event concerns seeking an extension of an existing lease agreement.  

3. Transitivity 

 Actor: the tenant  

 Process: may request  

 Goal: an extension of the lease  

The transitivity structure gives the tenant agency by allowing them to initiate 

the action. 

4. Modality 

 The modal verb "may" expresses permission or possibility.  

 Unlike must, which indicates obligation, may grants a degree of choice 

and flexibility.  

 The tenant is allowed, but not required, to make the request.  

The sentence reflects a less coercive form of institutional power. 

5. Presupposition 

The sentence presupposes that: 

 A lease agreement already exists.  

 Lease extensions are legally possible.  
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 The tenant has the right to submit such a request.  

 There is an authority (e.g., landlord or legal institution) capable of 

approving or rejecting the request.  

These assumptions are treated as established facts. 

6. Authority and Institutional Power 

 Institutional authority remains implicit.  

 Although the tenant is granted permission, the final decision is likely 

controlled by another authority.  

 The legal system regulates the conditions under which the request may be 

made.  

7. Ideological Meaning 

 The discourse presents the legal system as providing regulated rights to 

individuals.  

 It balances individual agency with institutional control.  

 The text promotes the idea that rights are exercised within legally defined 

boundaries.  

8. Critical Stylistic Significance 

 Naming categorizes the individual as a legal actor.  

 Modality ("may") grants permission rather than imposing obligation.  

 Transitivity gives the tenant a degree of agency.  

 Presupposition naturalizes the legal framework governing lease 

agreements. 

Overall Critical Stylistic Interpretation 

The sentence constructs power through permission rather than obligation. 

While the tenant is granted the right to request an extension, this right exists 

within a legal framework controlled by institutional authority. The modal 

verb "may" reflects a more balanced power relationship than "must," yet 

the discourse still reinforces the legitimacy of the legal system that regulates 

contractual rights. 

Text 7: The police detained the suspect (Federal Bureau of 

Investigation, 2023). 

Naming and Describing 

 The actors are identified as "the police" and "the suspect."  
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 Both participants are categorized through legal and institutional labels 

rather than personal identities.  

 The term "police" represents a law enforcement institution, while 

"suspect" identifies an individual under investigation.  

2. Representation of Actions and Events 

 The police are represented as the active agents performing the action.  

 The suspect is represented as the recipient of the action.  

 The event is portrayed as a law enforcement procedure within the criminal 

justice system.  

3. Transitivity 

 Actor: the police  

 Process: detained  

 Goal: the suspect  

The transitivity structure clearly assigns agency to the police and positions 

the suspect as the affected participant. 

4. Modality 

 No explicit modal verb (must, shall, may) is used.  

 The verb "detained" conveys certainty and completed action.  

 The statement presents the detention as a factual and authoritative event.  

5. Presupposition 

The sentence presupposes that: 

 A suspect exists.  

 The police have the legal authority to detain individuals.  

 The detention is justified within a legal framework.  

These assumptions are presented as accepted facts rather than matters for 

debate. 

6. Authority and Institutional Power 

 The police are explicitly represented as the powerful institutional actor.  

 The suspect occupies a subordinate position.  

 The sentence reflects an unequal power relationship between law 

enforcement and the individual.  

7. Ideological Meaning 

 The discourse legitimizes law enforcement authority.  



 
 ـــــــــــــــــــــــــــــــــــــــــــــــــــــــــــــــــــــــــــــــــــ

 ــــــــــــــــــــــــــــــــــــــــــــــــــــــــــــــــــــــــــــــــ
        June        (0202)   حزيران ة الاساسية      مجلة كلية التربي                     3027                              

 

 It presents police action as a normal and necessary part of maintaining 

social order.  

 Institutional power is foregrounded, while the suspect's perspective is 

absent.  

8. Critical Stylistic Significance 

 Naming classifies participants according to legal roles.  

 Transitivity assigns agency and authority to the police.  

 Presupposition naturalizes the legitimacy of detention.  

 The active voice foregrounds institutional power and accountability.  

Overall Critical Stylistic Interpretation 

The sentence constructs power through naming, transitivity, and 

presupposition. The police are represented as the active and legitimate 

authority, while the suspect is positioned as the affected participant. By 

explicitly assigning agency to the police through the verb "detained," the 

discourse reinforces institutional control and the authority of law 

enforcement within the legal system. 

Text 8 :  The contract was signed (United Nations, 2020). 

"The contract was signed." 
(United Nations, 2020) 

1. Naming and Describing 

 The text identifies "the contract" as the central entity.  

 No individuals or organizations are mentioned.  

 The focus is placed on the legal document rather than the parties involved.  

2. Representation of Actions and Events 

 The sentence represents the completion of a legal action.  

 The signing process is presented as an accomplished event.  

 Attention is directed toward the result rather than the participants.  

3. Transitivity 

 Goal: the contract  

 Process: was signed  

 Actor: omitted  

The transitivity structure suppresses the actor and foregrounds the legal 

document. 
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4. Modality 

 No explicit modal verb is used.  

 The completed action conveys certainty and finality.  

 The signing appears as an established legal fact.  

5. Presupposition 

The sentence presupposes that: 

 A contract exists.  

 The contract has been signed by authorized parties.  

 The agreement has become legally valid.  

These assumptions are presented as unquestionable facts. 

6. Authority and Institutional Power 

 Institutional authority is implied rather than explicitly stated.  

 The legal process itself is foregrounded.  

 The omission of the actor emphasizes the authority of legal procedures 

rather than individual actions.  

 

7. Ideological Meaning 

 The discourse legitimizes contractual agreements.  

 It presents legal procedures as objective and neutral.  

 The focus on the contract rather than the signatories reinforces the 

importance of institutional outcomes.  

8. Critical Stylistic Significance 

 Passive voice is the most prominent stylistic feature.  

 Transitivity conceals agency by omitting the actor.  

 Presupposition naturalizes the validity of the contract.  

 The discourse foregrounds the legal outcome and backgrounds individual 

responsibility.  

Overall Critical Stylistic Interpretation 

The sentence constructs power through passivization, agency suppression, 

and presupposition. The contract is foregrounded while the actors 

responsible for signing it are omitted. As a result, the discourse emphasizes 

the legitimacy and authority of the legal process and presents the contractual 

agreement as objective and institutionally validated 
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Text 9 : The defendant failed to fulfill their contractual obligations (Smith v. 

Jones, 2020).  

 1. Naming and Describing 

 The individual is identified as "the defendant."  

 The label categorizes the person according to their legal status within a 

court case.  

 The defendant is represented through a legal role rather than a personal 

identity.  

 This naming positions the individual within a judicial framework.  

2. Representation of Actions and Events 

 The defendant is portrayed as the actor responsible for the action.  

 The action is expressed through the verb "failed to fulfill."  

 The event is represented as a breach of contractual duties.  

 The sentence focuses on non-compliance rather than compliance.  

3. Transitivity 

 Actor: the defendant  

 Process: failed to fulfill  

 Goal: their contractual obligations  

The transitivity structure assigns responsibility directly to the defendant and 

highlights their failure to perform a required legal duty. 

4. Modality 

 No explicit modal verbs (must, shall, may) are used.  

 However, the phrase "contractual obligations" implies a pre-existing 

duty.  

 The sentence indirectly conveys obligation through the concept of legal 

responsibility.  

5. Presupposition 

The sentence presupposes that: 

 A valid contract exists.  

 The defendant had contractual obligations.  

 Those obligations were legally binding.  

 The defendant did not meet the required obligations.  

These assumptions are presented as established facts. 
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6. Authority and Institutional Power 

 The sentence reflects the authority of contract law.  

 Legal norms determine what counts as an obligation and what constitutes 

failure.  

 The defendant is positioned as accountable to a legal framework.  

 Institutional authority is implied through the concept of contractual 

responsibility.  

7. Ideological Meaning 

 The discourse reinforces the importance of honoring legal agreements.  

 It presents contractual obligations as legitimate and binding.  

 Failure to comply is represented as a deviation from accepted legal norms.  

 The legal system is portrayed as the mechanism that evaluates and enforces 

compliance.  

8. Critical Stylistic Significance 

 Naming categorizes the individual as a legal actor.  

 Transitivity assigns clear responsibility to the defendant.  

 Presupposition naturalizes the existence and legitimacy of contractual 

obligations.  

 The sentence foregrounds accountability and legal responsibility.  

Overall Critical Stylistic Interpretation 

The sentence constructs power through naming, transitivity, and 

presupposition. The defendant is explicitly represented as responsible for 

failing to fulfill legally binding obligations. By presupposing the legitimacy 

of the contract and assigning agency to the defendant, the discourse 

reinforces the authority of legal institutions and emphasizes accountability 

within the legal system. 

Text 10 : The citizens are required to follow the national security law 

(National People’s Congress, 2015). 

 . 1. Naming and Describing 

 The individuals are identified as "the citizens."  

 The term represents members of society collectively rather than as 

individuals.  
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 Citizens are categorized according to their relationship with the state and 

its legal system.  

 This naming establishes a distinction between the governing authority and 

the governed population.  

2. Representation of Actions and Events 

 The sentence represents compliance with the law as a required action.  

 Citizens are portrayed as those who must perform the action.  

 The event concerns adherence to legal regulations established by the state.  

 The focus is on legal obedience and social order.  

3. Transitivity 

 Actor: the citizens  

 Process: are required to follow  

 Goal: the national security law  

The transitivity structure assigns responsibility to citizens while positioning 

the law as the object that must be obeyed. 

4. Modality 

 The phrase "are required to" expresses strong obligation.  

 It functions similarly to modal verbs such as must or shall.  

 The language leaves little or no room for personal choice.  

 The obligation is presented as mandatory and legally binding.  

The discourse reinforces institutional authority and legal control over 

citizens' behavior. 

5. Presupposition 

The sentence presupposes that: 

 A national security law exists.  

 The law is legitimate and valid.  

 Citizens are legally obligated to obey it.  

 Compliance with the law is necessary for society.  

These assumptions are presented as unquestionable facts. 

6. Authority and Institutional Power 

 The state exercises power through legal requirements.  

 Although the authority issuing the requirement is not explicitly mentioned, 

it is clearly implied.  
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 Citizens occupy a subordinate position in relation to the legal institution.  

 The sentence reflects a hierarchical relationship between the state and the 

public.  

7. Ideological Meaning 

 The discourse promotes obedience to state authority.  

 National security is presented as a legitimate justification for legal 

regulation.  

 The law is portrayed as necessary for maintaining order and stability.  

 Institutional power is normalized and accepted as part of social life.  

8. Critical Stylistic Significance 

 Naming categorizes people as citizens within a legal framework.  

 Modality constructs obligation and authority.  

 Presupposition naturalizes the legitimacy of the law.  

 Transitivity assigns responsibility for compliance to citizens.  

 The discourse reinforces the state's power to regulate individual behavior.  

Overall Critical Stylistic Interpretation 

The sentence constructs power primarily through modality, transitivity, 

and presupposition. Citizens are represented as legally obligated subjects 

who must comply with the national security law. The phrase "are required 

to" functions as a strong marker of obligation, while the legitimacy of the 

law is presupposed rather than debated. Consequently, the discourse 

reinforces state authority and normalizes legal compliance as a civic duty. 

4. 1  Illustrative Text Analysis 

   Some examples from the corpus in which linguistic choices are employed 

to encode institutional power are below. 
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Table (1)  illustrative text analysis 
Text 

No. 

Excerpt Stylistic Observation Critical Interpretation 

1 “The Prime Minister 

issued a decree 

regarding foreign 

investment.” 

Naming of “Prime Minister” 

foregrounds hierarchy and 

authority (Jeffries, 2010). 

Centralizes state control; 

reinforces top-down 

governance (Fairclough, 

2015). 

2 “The applicant must 

submit all necessary 

documents to the 

Ministry of Justice.” 

The modal “must” enforces 

compulsion, while 

“applicant” erases agency 

(Machin & Mayr, 2012). 

Legal obligation 

encoded as non-

negotiable duty. 

3 “The policy was 

enacted due to security 

concerns.” 

Passive voice omits agency; 

presupposition of necessity 

(Baker, 2006). 

Conceals decision-

makers; naturalizes 

authority. 

4 “The court overturned 

the ruling in the case of 

X.” 

Active voice foregrounds 

institutional action. 

Reinforces judicial 

power and hierarchy. 

5 “The defendant must 

appear in court by the 

specified date.” 

Deontic modality (must) 

marks total obligation. 

Enforces compliance; 

constructs citizen as 

subordinate. 

6 “The tenant may 

request an extension of 

the lease.” 

Permissive modality (may) 

grants limited agency. 

Simulates freedom while 

maintaining control. 

7 “The police detained 

the suspect.” 

High transitivity: clear 

actor, action, patient. 

Encodes institutional 

dominance (van Dijk, 

2008). 

8 “The contract was 

signed.” 

Low transitivity; omission 

of actor. 

Evades accountability. 

9 “The defendant failed 

to fulfill their 

contractual 

obligations.” 

Presupposition of valid 

contract. 

Normalizes institutional 

correctness. 

10 “The citizens are 

required to follow the 

national security law.” 

Obligatory modality; 

presupposes legitimacy. 

Institutional compliance 

as moral necessity. 
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4.1.1 Statistical Results 

Table 2. Chi-square Test of Linguistic Feature Distribution 

Feature Institutional 

(A) 

Citizen-

Oriented 

(B) 

χ² p-

value 

Interpretation 

Obligation 

modals 

(“must/shall”) 

182 63 24.31 0.000 State texts 

employ stronger 

obligation 

language 

Permissive 

modals 

(“may/can”) 

44 91 12.54 0.000 Citizen texts use 

permissive 

language more 

Passive 

constructions 

134 58 10.67 0.001 Institutions 

obscure agency 

more often 

Presupposition 

markers 

71 28 8.41 0.004 Hidden 

assumptions 

more frequent in 

institutional texts 

Naming of 

authority titles 

96 22 22.15 0.000 Hierarchical 

titles dominate 

institutional 

discourse 
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Table 3. Independent Samples t-Test for Mean Feature 

Occurrence/1000 Words 

Feature Mean 

(A) 

Mean 

(B) 

t(28)* p Cohen’s 

d 

Interpretation 

Obligation 

modals 

7.28 2.52 4.17 0.0003 1.45 Large effect – 

dominance of 

institutional 

compulsion 

Passive voice 5.36 2.71 3.12 0.004 1.08 Agent 

concealment 

significant 

Presuppositions 2.83 1.19 2.44 0.021 0.87 Institutional 

ideology 

encoded 

linguistically 

Permissive 

modals 

1.76 3.65 −2.98 0.006 1.02 Citizens’ texts 

linguistically 

more negotiable 

All tests two-Tailed, Significance level p < 0.05. 

 The Chi-square results confirm that the distribution of the linguistic power 

markers is significantly different for the institutional and citizen corpora (p < 

0.01). The results of the t-tests further suggest that these differences are not 

only statistically significant but also significantly meaningful with big effect 

sizes (i.e. Cohen's d > 1). These findings empirically validate Critical 

Stylistic claim that institutional discourse uses language in order to 

legitimize hierarchy and authority (Fairclough, 2015; Jeffries, 2010). 

4.2  Discussion  

     The research prove the idea that legal language is one of the essential 

components of building up and maintaining institutional power relations. 

The findings indicate that the legal discourse encodes the notions of 

authority, obligation, and hierarchy in a systematic way, with the help of 

particular linguistic patterns, both by qualitative stylistic analysis and 

quantitative statistical validation. The hybrid methodological approach 
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allows noting not only the way in which these linguistic patterns are working 

in particular texts but also the prevalence and occurrence of the linguistic 

pattern in the corpus. 

The investigation shows that legal language has a role to play in developing 

and upholding power relations in the legal system. The qualitative analysis 

reveals that institutional actors are often foregrounded namingly i.e. the 

Prime Minister, the Court, the Ministry or the Police. The effects of these 

naming strategies are that they legitimize institutional power in that they 

show state actors as the main actors who make legal decisions and take legal 

action. Contrarily, the subjects that are usually described are citizens, 

applicants or defendants who are expected to follow the instructions given 

by institutions. This language imbalance is a mirror of such legal hierarchy 

in which the power is concentrated in formal institutions. The quantitative 

findings confirm this observation by showing that the references to 

institutional actors are more abundant than the references to individual 

actors. The statistical significance of the pattern determined by the Chi-

square testing indicates that it is not a random accident, but a systemic 

characteristic of the legal discourse. 

The findings  also indicate that the legal language harbors the ideological 

presuppositions, which underpin the institutional power. These ideological 

aspects are frequently integrated into the form of language as opposed to 

spelling them out. The element of presupposition becomes one of the most 

crucial processes in which an institutional power is naturalized in legal texts. 

Such statements like the ones that demand citizens to follow certain laws 

assume the validity and the need of those laws, thus making following them 

a mandatory requirement. Equally, passive constructions often blur the line 

of decision-makers, which makes institutional actions to look like a neutral 

or natural process, but not as an exercise of power. The quantitative analysis 

proves the presence of such linguistic patterns constantly, meaning that the 

presuppositional and passive structures are repeated repeatedly in the corpus. 

This implies that the legal discourse is not only communicative about rules 

but it also develops ideological structures that normalize and legitimize the 

state power. The findings further point to the perplexing nature of using 
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legal language to construct the experiences of the marginalized in the legal 

system. On the one hand, the institutional control is supported by the high-

frequency of obligatory modality, especially the use of modal forms like 

must, shall, required, etc., which presupposes definite responsibilities and 

the limitations of people. The statistical discussion shows that this obligatory 

forms are much more common than the permissive modal forms, which 

indicates that the language of law tends to accentuate compliance and 

regulation. These forms of linguistics might lead to the marginalization of 

people who are not blessed with the linguistic or institutional means to 

oppose the law. Conversely, the fact that there are also permissive forms like 

may, means that there can be some opportunity of agency through legal 

language as well; this is achieved by giving people some rights or procedural 

possibilities. However, these concessions are still stipulated within a larger 

institutional context in which the final power in decision-making is vested to 

the legal institutions. 
     A more in-depth analysis of certain linguistic elements helps to 

understand more clearly how power relations are being established in the 

legal discourse. Modality is the key process by which power and duty are 

articulated. Modal verbs create normative expectations and define the 

obligations to the duties that individuals have clearly. The strategies of 

naming serve to strengthen the institutional hierarchy by always preempting 

the power of governmental and judicial institutions. Transitivity patterns are 

also very important in agency representations. The institutional actors are 

often presented as the action agents and individuals often as the action 

receivers or experience the action. This mode of grammar enhances belief 

that institutions impose influence in legal procedures. Besides, 

presupposition inserts ideological assumptions into the framework of legal 

language and projects legal norms as self-evident truths instead of social 

phenomena which are subject to dispute.  

The legal discourse is a potent discursive mechanism in which institutional 

power is produced, justified, and reproduced. This interpretation is 

reinforced by the combination of qualitative stylistic analysis with the 

quantitative statistical validation which shows that the linguistic patterns 
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found in particular texts are always relevant throughout the corpus. The 

language of law is thus not just the instrument of the incomplete, impersonal 

communication of the law; it is an instrument that takes an active part in the 

constitution of the social relations by playing to secure hierarchical systems 

of authority and to place men in a hierarchical system of authority. 

5. Conclusion  
        The study  has shown that legal discourse cannot be appropriately 

viewed as a neutral means that is tied within the creation of laws and control 

of social behavior. Instead, it is a multifaceted semiotic system against 

which the relations of power are discursively constructed, reproduced, and 

legitimized. Based on the critical stylistics analytical framework analysis, it 

has been demonstrated that linguistic choices are not arbitrary and 

functional: rather, they constitute ideological meanings and the organization 

of asymmetrical relations of authority. This analysis shows that the discourse 

about social actors in legal documents is organized patterned systematically 

towards favoring the institutional power at the expense of individual agency. 

The institutional actors are always anticipated to be in the front line as active 

and authoritative decision-makers and the citizens are majorly placed in the 

backline as passive receivers of the obligations and legal responsibilities. 

         These asymmetries of representation are supported using the strategic 

use of modality, especially using deontic modalities like must and shall, 

which build a discourse of responsibility and adherence. At the same time, 

there is the backgrounding of the responsibility by the use of agentless 

passive constructions and this makes it difficult to locate the locus of agency 

and blurs responsibility. Besides, presuppositional structures are also the 

strong ideological processes that naturalize institutional power by portraying 

it as established self-evident, and unquestionable. By these accrued linguistic 

practices, the vocal of law becomes one such area where power is not only 

mirrored but in fact created and maintained. These results therefore highlight 

the level to which language is an agent of social control that influences the 

interpretation of law and also agency allocation within the legal framework. 

Despite these contributions, the study is limited in a number of ways. The 

fact that the results are based on rather limited corpus limits generalizability 
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of the results to other legal traditions and socio-legal situations. Moreover, 

due to the qualitative nature of analysis orientation, besides having the 

benefit of the nuanced interpretation, it comes at the cost of the analytical 

subjectivity. It is also possible that the focus on a few stylistic aspects is a 

selective feature that does not explore other potentially important areas of 

legal discourse in an exhaustive manner. 

    Considering these restrictions, future studies may be improved by taking a 

broader and comparative approach that would involve more legal texts in 

other jurisdictions and legal systems. Corpus-based methodologies in 

combination with the qualitative analysis can additionally increase the 

empirical strength of results. Also, interdisciplinary methods of the 

integration of the knowledge of linguistics, legal studies and critical theory 

might provide a deeper insight into the complex process of language, law, 

and power. Summing up, the paper confirms the fact that any serious attempt 

at law reform must also have to deal with the linguistic forms which legal 

norms are expressed in, and which institutional authority is justified by. 

Increasing the levels of transparency, explicitness, and inclusivity in legal 

terminology is not only a question of style; it is also a primary measure to 

achieve accountability, increase access to the rule of law, as well as 

reinforce the principles of equity and social fairness, which the legal 

community deems essential to the existence of a just legal order. 
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 الاستراتيجيات اللغوية لبناء السلطة في الخطاب القانوني: هقاربة أسلوبية نقذية

رشـــا طارق عواد الزبيذي ا.م.د.  

 الجاهعة الوستنصرية –كلية الاداب  -قسن اللغة الانكليزية 

 البحث:هستخلص 
ًّقًب نكٛفٛت حشكّم علاقبث انقٕة داخم انخغبة انقبَ       َٕٙ يٍ خلال حٕظٛف حقذّو ْزِ انذساست ححهٛهًب يع

يثم انقٕاٍَٛ، ٔالأحكبو انقضبئٛت، ٔاٜساء  يُٓح الأسهٕبٛت انُقذٚت. فعهٗ انشغى يٍ أٌ انُظٕص انقبََٕٛت

حُفٓى حقهٛذًٚب بٕطفٓب أدٔاث يٕضٕعٛت ٔيحبٚذة، فبٌ ْزِ انذساست حخحذٖ ْزا انخظٕس يٍ خلال —انقبََٕٛت

شكٛم ٔاعبدة اَخبج ْٛبكم انقٕة بظٕسة يُٓدٛت. كًب حسعٗ ابشاص انذٔس انًحٕس٘ نلاخخٛبساث انهغٕٚت فٙ ح

انٗ سذ فدٕة ٔاضحت فٙ انذساسبث انسببقت عبش اسخكشبف انكٛفٛت انخٙ حسٓى بٓب انسًبث الأسهٕبٛت انذقٛقت فٙ 

ٔحُغهق انذساست يٍ ثلاثت أسئهت بحثٛت .اَخبج آثبس أٚذٕٚنٕخٛت عهٗ يسخٕٖ أٔسع داخم انسٛبقبث انقبََٕٛت

حخًثم فٙ: كٛف حُبُٗ علاقبث انقٕة نغًٕٚب فٙ انُظٕص انقبََٕٛت؟ ٔكٛف حُشفَّش انًعبَٙ الأٚذٕٚنٕخٛت  سئٛست،

يٍ خلال الاسخشاحٛدٛبث الأسهٕبٛت؟ ٔكٛف حئثش ْزِ الاخخٛبساث انهغٕٚت فٙ حًثٛم انفبعهٍٛ الاخخًبعٍٛٛ 

انُظش٘ نلأسهٕبٛت انُقذٚت، انز٘ ٕٚفّش  ٔحٕصٚع انسهغت؟ ٔنلإخببت عٍ ْزِ الأسئهت، حعخًذ انذساست عهٗ الإعبس

، (modality انـ) يدًٕعت يٍ الأدٔاث انخحهٛهٛت، يٍ بُٛٓب انخسًٛت، ٔانخًثٛم، ٔالافخشاع انًسبق، ٔانكٛفٛت

يٍ انُبحٛت انًُٓدٛت، حخبُٗ انذساست  .يًب ٚخٛح فحض انعًم الأٚذٕٚنٕخٙ نهغت بغشٚقت يُٓدٛت قببهت نهخغبٛق

يقبسبت يخخهغت حدًع بٍٛ انخحهٛم انُظٙ انُٕعٙ ٔانخعشّف انًُٓدٙ عهٗ الأًَبط الأسهٕبٛت انًخكشسة عبش 

يدًٕعت يخخبسة يٍ انُظٕص انقبََٕٛت. ٔحخٛح ْزِ انًقبسبت ححهٛهًب دقٛقًب نكٛفٛت عًم الاسخشاحٛدٛبث انهغٕٚت 

هٛت فٙ انخغبة انقبََٕٙ، بم أٚضًب كآنٛبث لإَخبج انًٕاقف الأٚذٕٚنٕخٛت. ٔقذ نٛس فقظ بٕطفٓب خظبئض شك

أظٓشث انُخبئح أٌ نغت انقبٌَٕ نٛسج يحبٚذة، بم حسٓى بفبعهٛت فٙ بُبء انٕاقع الاخخًبعٙ يٍ خلال حفضٛم 

ئح أٌ كًب حكشف انُخب.حؤٔٚلاث يعُٛت، ٔحًٓٛش ٔخٓبث َظش بذٚهت، ٔاضفبء انششعٛت عهٗ سهغت انًئسسبث

الافخشاع انًسبق ٔانكٛفٛت ٚئدٚبٌ دٔسًا يحٕسًٚب فٙ حغبٛع علاقبث انقٕة. فبلافخشاضبث انًسبقت حُذسج يعبَٙ 

ًًب بٓب دٌٔ يسبءنت، يًب ٚعضص الأٚذٕٚنٕخٛبث انسبئذة، فٙ حٍٛ حعبّش انكٛفٛت عٍ دسخبث يخخهفت يٍ  يُسهَّ

فبعهٍٛ انقبٍََٕٛٛ ٔأفعبنٓى. ٔحُسٓى ْزِ انسًبث انهغٕٚت الإنضاو ٔانٛقٍٛ ٔانسهغت، بًب ٚئثش فٙ كٛفٛت ادساك ان

يدخًعت فٙ اسكبث أٔ حًٓٛش انفئبث الأقم قٕة، يقببم ابشاص طٕث انًئسسبث بٕطفّ طٕحًب ششعًٛب 

 .ٔيًًُٓٛب

ٔيٍ خلال حًٕضعٓب عُذ حقبعع انهسبَٛبث ٔانذساسبث انقبََٕٛت، حسٓى ْزِ انذساست فٙ اثشاء انحقم انًعشفٙ 

م بٍٛ انهغت ٔانقبٌَٕ، ار حئكذ أٌ يفبْٛى يثم انعذانت ٔانًسبٔاة ٔانخًثٛم نٛسج يفبْٛى يدشدة، بم ٚخى انًخذاخ

بُبإْب ٔاعبدة حشكٛهٓب عبش انخغبة. كًب ٕٚسّع انبحث يٍ حغبٛقبث الأسهٕبٛت انُقذٚت فٙ ححهٛم انُظٕص 

ض انشفبفٛت ٔححقٛق قذس أكبش يٍ انعذانت انقبََٕٛت، يقذّيًب سإٖ خذٚذة حٕل دٔس انٕعٙ انهغٕ٘ انُقذ٘ فٙ حعضٚ

ٔفٙ انخخبو، حذعٕ انذساست انٗ ضشٔسة حبُّٙ قشاءة َقذٚت نهُظٕص انقبََٕٛت، يئكذة .فٙ انًًبسسبث انقبََٕٛت

أٌ ححهٛم انبُٗ انهغٕٚت ٚعذ خغٕة أسبسٛت نكشف الأٚذٕٚنٕخٛبث انضًُٛت انخٙ حخضًُٓب ْزِ انُظٕص. ٔيٍ 

ًّ ق فًُٓب نكٛفٛت عًم انسهغت عبش انهغت، ٔٚفخح انًدبل أيبو بُبء اعبس قبََٕٙ أكثش شؤٌ ْزا انخٕخّّ أٌ ٚع

 .عذانت ٔشًٕنًب

انهغت انششعٛت، انسهغت انخغببٛت، انخغبة انُقذ٘، انظٛبغت انًعٛبسٚت، انعذانت  :الكلوات الوفتاحية

 .الاخخًبعٛت فٙ انقبٌَٕ


