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What is “Presentation of Self”?

In all of our interactions, we select from a wide array of linguistic and nonverbal resources to convey identity to our interlocutors.  We do this largely unconsciously, but there are times when we are quite conscious of a particular choice.  Conveying identity is another way of talking about presentation of self.  We are using the term presentation of self because it is easy to imagine identity as a stable concept and we often talk about it as if it is.  In fact, however, as we talk we are responding to our interlocutors and audience and each moment is in some ways a new opportunity to do that.  The task before you is to analyze the ways in which the counsel you have recorded presents a particular self at particular times.  In other words, you will explain the presentation of self through careful analysis of the verbal and nonverbal behavior in particular moments of the argument.

You have watched the interactions of the Washington Supreme Court, worked on a courtroom transcript, and heard portions of arguments before the U.S. Supreme Court, so you have models for the ways lawyers present themselves.  You will draw on these workshops and the texts we have read (especially Just Words) to create your analysis. 

There are two things you are not doing in this analysis:  you are not assessing or judging the performance of the counsel; and you are not making a global determination of identity. 
You have already received a handout describing the purpose of this assignment (and listing discourse elements) and one on how to format transcriptions.  Please refer to those handouts as well as this one as you do your work.  We will provide you with videotape, but you need to purchase a CD for recording your edited clips.  You will submit your CD with your Written Analysis, so put all clips on the CD even though you will only show three for the oral presentation.  You will each present an oral analysis and a written analysis.  

I.  Oral Analysis: Timing and Organization

Your team will have 15 minutes (8 minutes if you are alone; 20 if you have 3 members in your team) to summarize your findings for the class.  For this reason, you need to rehearse with a timer.  The goal is to give a polished and articulate analysis of at least 3 clips from the videotape that clearly demonstrate the presentation of self you will develop in your paper.  (Your paper should address additional clips.) Please come professionally dressed.  Regard this presentation as an exercise in learning to present a paper to linguists at a professional conference.

Because you have limited time, you should divide the presentation time into segments.  If your team consists of two people and you have videotaped two counsels, you each have one presentation of self to analyze and your organization is simple:  each of you presents your findings for about 8 minutes. If the two of you have just one presentation of self to analyze (there are two of you on your team, but only one counsel’s argument to analyze), one of you can give an introduction and explain the first clip you have chosen.  The other person can explain the 2nd and 3rd clips and conclude.  It is essential that each person have a role in the oral analysis.

Oral Analysis: How to begin
You will be analyzing the presentation of self of one of the students in our program.  In linguistics, we refer to this person as a subject when we present an analysis. One of the best ways to approach your analysis is to watch your videotape several times, looking for the usual, or routine ways your subject speaks and moves while presenting main points, minor points, and when responding to the justices.  Be very explicit in this characterization.  Draw from the list of discourse elements. When you refer to your subjects in your talk and in your transcripts, you can use these labels:  Counsel A, Counsel B, Justice A, and the Chief Justice.  In your methodology section (explained below), you will need to use the label subject.  Please do not overuse this label.

Oral Analysis: Research Questions.  

The answers to the questions listed below will provide you with an outline for your oral analysis and your paper:

1. What was the argument presented?  How would you characterize your subject’s presentation of self at the moments when your subject was making the main points of this argument?  

2. How would you characterize your subject’s presentation of self when the justices posed questions?  This presentation of self may have changed during the questioning or for one particular question.  Explore the reasons why by analyzing those moments on the tape of the justices as well as your subject and co-counsel.  Consider the argument as well.

3. Were there moments in the discourse other than those indicated in #1 and #2 when your subject changed the frame or style switched?  Be sure to take note of the beginning and end of the oral argument as well as points during the argument itself.

4. Optional question:  Are there moments that seem particularly salient to your subject, to the justices, or to you the analyst?  Why?  

Choose three clips which best illustrate your points.  For the oral analysis, these do not have to respond to the three questions above, but that is a possibility.  For example, you may have found three places on the videotape that indicate a change from the usual presentation of self to a different one within a short segment of questioning by the justices.  

Remember that in this oral presentation, your goal is to demonstrate your skill in discourse analysis.  Tell us what you found and then illustrate your findings by showing us the clips that best demonstrate your analysis.  Hand out a transcript of these clips so that we can follow your analysis.  The transcription of each clip should be labeled, Example 1, Example 2, etc.  Organize your analysis so that your first clip contains the most complexity.  For example, the first clip would have most of the features you have discovered.  The second clip would have some of these same features and the third would also have the same features as clips 1 & 2.  In this way your clips underscore the analysis you present with the first clip.  Practice your presentation before class begins so that you know how the equipment works.

II. Written Analysis

Your oral analysis will present your most important findings.  However, because your time is limited and technical difficulties can occur, your most extensive work will be on your paper.  You will be producing a paper with some aspects of professional journal articles.  It is similar to essays in a crucial way:  you need to choose your words carefully, craft clear sentences, and develop a strong argument. Unlike an essay, you will draw primarily on your own transcriptions to illustrate your points.  Your other source will be program texts.  Most of your evidence for your argument will come from what you have directly observed.  This is empirical research.

As you write your paper, you may find better examples than the ones you presented in your oral presentation, or you may create a stronger analysis in your paper than in your oral presentation.  That’s good.  

Format of written analysis: 

 Type your name, Language and Law, and date in three rows in the upper right hand corner.  Your first line is your title:  Presentation of Self in the Argument of (Co) Counsel(s)  [here type their full name(s) and the name of the case].  Divide your paper using the following headings.  Type them in bold, as you see here.  Begin your paragraph under the heading.  Double space, staple, and do not attempt to attach your CD.  Just submit it separately and check that it is clearly labeled with your name in the upper right hand corner, and the name of your counsel and the case.  Please avoid the passive voice in your paper.

1.0 Methodology.  

Explain briefly in full sentences how you gathered your data.  For example, you will explain that you videotaped a counsel presenting arguments before the Evergreen Supreme Court.  You or someone else videotaped the justices of the Supreme Court.  Give the date of this taping.  You then analyzed that videotape and edited it (explain the procedure you used, such as i movie). One paragraph will be sufficient for this section.

2.0 Findings and Discussion  

Use the research questions detailed above to organize this section.  For each question explain your major findings in one paragraph, and then proceed through each discourse element explaining it in more detail.  For example, you may have found that your subject used pauses to great effect during main points of the argument.  In your first paragraph, that finding would be mentioned along with the others.  In your paragraph detailing the pausing, you would explain the moments in which pauses occurred, their duration, and why you think they were effective.  Include the relevant transcription(s) that illustrate your point in sequentially numbered examples. You do not have to include every example of the pausing, but you must include at least one example that illustrates it.

This section is the heart of your paper and it should be detailed and well organized.  Besides focusing on your own subject’s presentation of self, you must take note of the justices’ verbal and nonverbal behavior and the co-counsel’s as well that behavior is relevant.  The context of each moment is essential to your analysis of presentation of self.  This section will contain transcriptions and explanation, so it will be 4-6 pages long.  

3.0 Conclusion

In this section you do not summarize.  Instead, you should consider what questions were raised for you in doing this research.  For example, what did you discover about the relationship between language and power?  Clearly language can convey a certain power or powerlessness.  Did you find that to be true in your videotape?  Do you believe that at the level of discourse, there might be a way to resist the current power structure in the courts?  Why or why not?  Did you discover something interesting about a particular discourse element such as hedges?  Why might further research into this element be important?  If you analyzed the use of metaphor, are there any connections you can make about metaphor and power?  Write at least two paragraphs.  

CD accompanying your paper

The CD must be clearly labeled in the same way as your paper.  It must contain all examples for which you have written transcripts, and only those examples.  

