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Humor is a powerful tool in rhetoric, especially in public speaking. It also applies to the speeches made by parties during a legal dispute. Our study concentrates on the inappropriate in judicial arguments. It is concerned with the techniques that coincide with manipulation in terms of their characteristics. That is, they are concealed and aim at causing harm to the victim. Among different types of humor, sarcasm is the one that meets such requirements.
In order to establish the extent to which sarcasm meets a manipulator’s goals, we consider it in the context of three strategies outlined by O. Mikhalyova: raise-game, downgrading, and theatricalization [Михалёва: 58-88]
The raise-game strategy implies an effort to present the speaker in the most favorable way: to assert that he has the most extensive experience or knowledge on the issue under consideration; he has more power or influence; and finally, he is better liked by the audience. The author’s role in sarcasm satisfies this strategy: he “takes the position of moral superiority” [Филиппова: 292-297], he seems intelligent (due to masterful use of language) and well-mannered, being far from emotional (sarcastic statements are usually produced with ordinary intonation).
The manipulator in court also resorts to sarcasm within theatricalization - a strategy that turns the audience into a kind of ‘spectators’ of the manipulator’s “performance”. In social situations, it is customary to follow the majority, so in a group where everyone begins to laugh at a joke, a person is more likely to laugh rather than ask for explanations. It is especially true if a humorous statement was made by someone in a position of power. When sarcasm is used, such position is held by the speaker. It is usually enough to simply restate any implicitly proven argument of your opponent’s sarcastically to discredit them.
The downgrading strategy can be found in the very communicative goal of the genre: to ridicule the target. Only when using sarcasm in court, the victim of the applied methods is not the addressees, the jury, but the opponent, who is also present during the speech. The manipulator, who is the maker of the sarcastic statement as well, wants to present the target in an unfavorable light to undermine their authority. Successful use of the technique discredits the arguments of the opponent and causes damage to their position.
Next, the linguistic manifestation of sarcasm in legal discourse is considered. The most frequently used devices of this genre were parentheses and fillers, conditional sentences, emotionally colored vocabulary, the substitution of plural for the singular and generalization, and the use of rhetorical questions and antitheses.
Most examples of sarcasm fit within the requirements of two strategies simultaneously, and it is especially difficult to distinguish between raise-game and downgrading strategies, since in most cases they exist at the expense of each other. 
The former strategy proves most popular, and it is characterized by the following linguistic devices: the ones that transform speech from individual judgment into a common truth: the use of the plural (Ex-husbands who are stalkers don't come in pairs) [Cochran]; the use of conditional sentences that either deliberately present a correct judgment as false (If one is qualified, one can look at the state of rigor mortis) [Ibid], or turn a personal conclusion into an unquestionable condition (if they wanted to determine with some accuracy time of death, the procedure would be to save the stomach contents) [Ibid]; and the presence of emotionally colored vocabulary, the choice of which gave the speaker the advantages of the narrator’s position, authorizing them to give a subjective assessment under the guise of an objective one (That's the third date in the saga of the socks) [Ibid].
Since the speaker’s authority is already supported by the previous strategy, downgrading techniques emphasize the low assessment of the efforts of the opposite side by the speaker. This is achieved through parentheses (Then of course, lo and behold, on November 17 1994, they find DNA on the socks) [Ibid] and antitheses that allow the manipulator to place emphasis in such a manner that key points of the investigation are contrasted with the trivialized arguments of the prosecution (You have to determine the time of death by a dog's wail) [Ibid], or they are given a direct assessment that belongs to a different context (She talked about amniocentesis. That was nice) [Ibid].
Theatricalization got less attention, but the audience became an indirect participant of sarcastic communication nonetheless through the rhetorical question directed at it (One of the sisters needed some money, and he gave it to the sister and her boyfriend and the condition was don't tell Nicole. That is a lot of control, isn’t it?) [Ibid]; through generalization, when it was suggested that each of the interlocutors should imagine themselves in a situation the accused had been in (most of us might have a problem getting that picture out of our mind of seeing your wife making love to someone else) [Ibid]; and through antithesis that gave the jury the choice between trusting the prosecution or the defense. The latter left it up to the jurors to come to the right conclusion by presenting the arguments of the former in a distorted manner.
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