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INTRODUCTION

Starting point and theoretical considerations

In modern times, we are constantly surrounded by news, propagated through
various media channels. Information is revealed almost instantaneously with
the click of a mouse or the touch of a button, allowing us to follow the lives
of public figures and assess their actions as we see fit. A subject of interest,
often brought to attention in the media, concerns itself with the world of
politics. People are invariably drawn to this as the future of their country and
livelihood is determined by the decisions and policies of their political
representatives. Parliamentary activity is no exception as it is frequently
scrutinised in the public sphere. These norm-regulated environments,
commonplace in contemporary democracies, can be seen as “fora for
deliberation, legislation, problem-solving and decision-making” (Ilie
2010a:1), where politicians use their communicative competences to propose
and vote legislation or address critical issues of national and transnational
interest.

For this book, I found it relevant to focus on the discursive practices of some
public figures that often capture the audiences attention. Hence, the research
constitutes a qualitative study of how Romanian politicians, with mandates
in both the European and national Parliaments, use the flexibility of
pronouns to mix their personal and professional identities during official
sittings. To this end, I will look at how politicians invoke diverse facets of
their multilayered identities with the intent of eliciting positive reactions
from the targeted receivers. As the analysis will show, the active interplay
between pronominal references constitutes mechanisms of persuasion,
allowing parliamentarians to highlight their competences, advance personal

and group objectives, express their points of view from different angles and



add subjectivity to their messages. A preliminary assumption is that, through
pronominal interplays, speakers are able to put forward convincing
performances by actively adding new layers to their public image perception.
Although there are additional means of examining the process of identity
formation (Wilson 1990, Chilton 2004, Weigand 2010), I start from the
premise that the functions of personal pronouns in discourse extend past their
features as referential and deictic language units, as they can be purposefully
adopted by politicians to potentially achieve distinct outcomes, obtain
positive responses from what is being said on stage, advance strategies of
persuasion or mark aspects of their discursive style. Pronouns are seen as an
intrinsic characteristic of political discourse which can, to great effect,
“induce interpreters to conceptualise group identity, coalitions, parties, and
the like, either as insiders or outsiders” (Chilton 2004: 56). Consequently, I
draw on Weigand's Mixed Game Model (2010) and view identity as a
product of dialogic interaction, manifesting itself as dynamic, contextually
bound, and actively negotiated in parliament. I further claim that, when
speaking in public, individuals shape and re-shape their public image by
attempting to maintain or reaffirm their position as the right person for the
job at any given time.

It is worth noting that the strategic uses of pronouns were examined from
different perspectives, such as stancetaking (Biber and Finegan 1988; Du
Bois 2007; Kirkkdinen 2007; Vasilescu 2010), subject positioning (Tirado
and Galvez 2007; Epstein 2011; Angermiiller 2011), ventriloquizing and
voicing (Lauerbach 2006; Cooren 2010), or person deixis (Zupnik 1994, De
Finna 1995). Other approaches centered on pronominal usage in varying
political sub-genres like election campaigns (Steffens 2013, Saftoiu and

Toader 2018, Kayam 2018), parliamentary discourse (Vukovi¢ 2012; Saftoiu
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