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Abstract

This paper examingsteractive discours of Elugwu Ezike Elders’ Council in Elugwkzike speech community

Igboland, southeast Nigerieofn Critical Discourse Analysis (CD. perspective taliscernthe linguistic forms that
create unequal balance of power relat and determine the extent to whittaditional judicial systencan be
enlistedin the interpretation of interactional po\w. The Elders’ Counciticts as a repository of discursive resou

and all such signals act within the interactiormitext to provide useful inputs for the interprietatof the differen

power equations that exist. The identified disowgssignals usually mployed for marking interactional pow

include asymmetrical employment of politeness strategidslress forms, prerogative use of proverbs, sugitall

and anecdotal resources, topic selection and sarstenuse of evaluative statements, negotialf speaking turns
and speaking rights, questioning, overt statemkepbwer, and dominant interpretive framew:
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1. Introduction

According to Stibbe (2001: 145), there been what Fairclough (1992: 2) calls a ‘linguigticn’ in social
theory where language is ‘being accorded a mor&raewle in social phenomena.” The work particlylatescribes
how language contributes to the domination of spewple by others. Deribing social construction, Burr (1995:3
notes Stibbe, sees language as providing us wifs Wl structuring ourselves and the world. A goatnber of
scholars have examined the role of language in poglations (cf. Hodge & Kress, 1992; Fowler, 1¢ van Dijk,
1997; 1993b; 1995; 1996:airclough, 1989, 1992; Chimombo & Roseberry, 1998)st of this work on languag
and power focuses on the role of discourse in ggwa and exploitation. As further observed by &tilthe journa
Discourse and Societis “dedicated to power, dominance and inequalitd #ime role of discourse and th
legitimatization and reproduction in society, fastance in the domains of gender, race, ethniciags or worlc
religions.”

van Dijk (1997) believes that one e classic senses of ideology is a mode of thoaigtitpractice “develope
by dominant groups in order to reproduce and legitize their domination.” One of the ways thisés@nplished i
to present domination as ‘Gajven, natural, benign, or inevble.’ In van Dijk's more generalized sense, thipis
one kind of ideology, where ideologies are “shasel-definitions of groups that allow group membersdordinate
their social practices in relation to other groufs, 26). Rather than explic§l encouraging oppression a
exploitation, ideology, according to Fairclough 829 84), often manifests itself more effectively lisging implicit.
This is achieved by basing discourse on assumpti@tsare treated as if they were common senswhich are, in
fact, “common sense assumptions in the servicesiaming unequal relations of powe

Stibbe (148) notes further that ideologies, embdddad disseminated through discourse, influence
individual mental representations of a society’smhers, which in turn influence their actions. Thesenta
representations are part of what van Dijk (1997 @ils “social cognition” because members of aietgcshare
them through participation in, and exposure to alisse. In the end, this social cction in a typical Ezikeoba
traditional context will influence how social consttions exist in the mindsets of the peo

In the Marxist roots of Critical Discourse Analysianalysis focuses on hegemony, where perpetuati
inequalities of varying dgees is carried out ideologically, rather thanrcively, through the manufacture
consent. Cultural constructs determine the fatgedple in any given society. These “cultural cangs” are
intimately bound up with language and discoursecbire, observes Fairclough ((1992:64), “is a practiotjnst
of representing the world but of signifying the Vdorconstituting and constructing the world in miegh. From this
perspective, discourse can be considered as a fvealking and writing abouan area of knowledge or soc
practice that both reflects and creates the stringfwf the area. According to Damiet. al. (2005: 62) the concept
of power and its manipulations within the sociatl aultural contexts of modern society is pervasiecietal and
interactional power and its consequences are pat&i and accepted from the actions of governmeggaicies an
other institutions to the ways that individuals wsp their will on their dependents. In this pape¥,are concerne
with the overall foundational construct of power and howsitexercised and enacted through language and \
discourse. Our database draws from the traditieystem of government of the typical Igbo societyafkeoba a
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encapsulated by theh@-in-Counci. Ezikeoba is synonymous with Elugviizike, an Ilgbccommunity in Enugu
State southeast Nigeria. Ezikeoba comprises of thigy autonomous communities, whose traditionatem of
government imbued with executive, legislative, gudicial powers is vested ith the Elders’ Councilgenerally
referred to as Ba.

As Damicoet. al. (2005: 63) posit, human beings constantly inteveith one another and these interacti
involve not only the ways we construct our commatii@ interactions but also how these structions correlate
with ‘underlying’ social forces such as power aptidarity. This predisposes us to have a functiammahprehensio
of the relations between social forces on our lagguand discourse in order to understand how mendhOha-in-
Council are able to accomplish social actions and navitfeecomplexities of communicative interactionsthis
regard, we expect to filter out the operationatdess of interactional power and how memberOha-in-Council
negotiate powers in collaborati terms during fa-to-face interactions through which they construct ‘gef’ in
relation to others and create social roles, powdraathority hierarchie:

Of course, it has to be noted from the onset titatactional power is an existential rty anchored on the anvil
of power differential, that is, a situation wheredne interactant or group of interactants seentgt@ more powe
than the other in the discourse. In such unequerantional encounters, the power imbalance isabolativel
constructed by the parties involved and coded lgy ¢ktent to which the more powerful interactant keygp
behaviours and resources to exert control and @nsbn the interaction. Such deliberate intetawl nuances al
willfully intended to manipwdte the interaction to create and sustain ‘powgmasetry’ and as some schol:
(Hudson, 1996; Fairclough, 1989; Grimshaw, 1990)ehaoted, it is through such asymmetry in commuive:
behaviour that power and authority manifest themesein social aions. In this paper, we hope to see how
members of th®ha-in-Councilemploy discourse strategies to mark interactiomavgr during joint sittings. Thi
would be examined from the theoretical prism ofti€al Discourse Analysis (CDA), the basic piples of which
would form the thrust of discussion in the nexitigec

2. Framework

Critical Discourse Analysis (CDA) is a theory, aspact of which examines and analyzes power asymgrire
discourse. It depicts instances of injustices iciaddnteration, and aims at raising people's consciousnesiseo.
A recent school of discourse analysis, notes Luk@F)L@oncerns itself with relations of power andqoality in
language.Critical discourse analysis, in the opinion of Ekiugh (1992), referto the use of an ensemble
techniques for the study of textual practice andjlege use as social and cultural practices. ltdddiom three
broad theoretical orientations. First, it drawsnfrpoststructuralism the view that discourse operkteerily across
local institutional sites, and that texts have astauctive function in forming up and shaping hunidentities anc
actions. Second, it draws from Bourdieu's socioltigyassumption that actual textual practices atatactions witt
texts beome "embodied" forms of "cultural capital" withatvange value in particular social fields. Thirddiaws
from neoMarxist cultural theory the assumption that thesscalirses are produced and used within poli
economies, and that they thus prodand articulate broader ideological interests, $doifaations and movemen
within those fields, (Hall 1996).

Generally, CDA begins from the assumption that eysttic asymmetries of power and resources bet
speakers and listeners, readers and \s can be linked to their unequal access to linguéstd social resources.
this paper, we apply this theory to interactivecdigse of Elugwu Ezike Elders’ council in an efftrtshed light ol
the linguistic forms that create unequal balancemfe relations between the Council membeOha) and non-
members of the Council in the course of dischargimgtatutory functions as the custodian of tiadal system o
government. In the next section, we shall charatOhain-Council in Elugwu-Ezke cultural context, using the
Olido Elders’ Council as a case stu

3.Cha A i do (Elders-in-Council)

The traditional government of every autonomous caomity is anchored on thOha, whose membership is
usually drawn from all the recognized matrilinealrilies that make up the community. Usually, eachritiatal
family is represented in theh@ by the eldest surviving male. The next male mamolb each family ranked in ord
of seniority constitutes thigtetaor XkwxCha Council, whose basic constitutidnasponsibility is assisting tf
Ohain discharging its duties as the sole custodiammaafitional system of government. The next tieerafheNgteta
is Egal, which essentially comprises all the youths of dmnmunity. These three tiers constitute general
assembly of the community, with ttOha headed by th@®nyishi occupying the exclusively privileged positic
Equally regarded as an integral part of the genasaembly is th«Oha Umuada(Women’s Council), whos
membership is constituted like tlaa-in-Counciland presided over by the eldest surviving femategreknown a
Ede Although both Councils sit independently at imtds, circumstances could warrant a joint sittifrg.such
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situations, thédha-in-Council led byOnyishij reserves the prerogative to invite thgdeand her Council for a joint
sitting, and which the latter is bound by traditimnhonour. Such joint sittings provide the appiate context tc
discuss the concept of power in language and disepuarious hues and shaiof power asymmetrie

According to Eze (2006: 10), Olido is a communifytioree villages: Ukwuolu, Ugwuabudu, Uwelu. Befdine
present political rearrangement that introduceddka of autonomous community, Olido was regardedree of the
six villagesthat make up the Umuitodo community in Elu¢-Ezike clan. Other communities included Umuc
Esodo, and Ezeodo. The three villages were themnvikras Ekwema(Quarters). Each Ekwema is made up ¢
number of matrilineal familieutmunni). Ukwuolu has fouumunna: Umuayoryi, Umuedugwu, Umunaaja, Umuc
Ugwuabudu has two umunna: Umuabi and Umuodachi;lWhas five umunna: Umueze, Umuogiryi, Umuokere
Umuosayi, Umugbabe. Each matrilineal family is reshdly the eldest surviving male person caOkparawho
keeps custody of the primordiatua, being the symbolic representation of the foundiudper of the matrilinet
family. The heads of these families together wite Onyishi aniNkpoziconstitute theOha Olido (Olido Elders’
Council). The current cdiguration of the Council admits the rotational Hed the vigilante groufOnyeishi ocheas
a bona fide member just as the President of OlidwoAd Union or his representative is granted hamc
membership and sits in Council with other membengnevr the Oha-in-Councildeems it expedient to invite t
Union for consultations and deliberations on cruciatters

The Council sits irDbu ezogw, the traditional courtyard of th@nyishi During such sessions, only the coul
members are eligible to sit the Council chambers. Even when the sessionvedgoint sitting of the Oha and Ol
Umuada, the Ede and her delegation is usually geemts inside thinyiginya ezogw far removed from the
corridors of power, that i)bu ezogw. This sitting arragement is a subtle statement intended to markactienal
power and sustain the established asymmetricdlaeships, which we shall be discussing sho

4. Data

A corpus of data was collected from a variety dfedent sources, many of which vide clues to how
interactional power that mark the relationship kewtheOhaand others is socially constructed. The corpusvdi
largely from personal observationsOha-in-Councilsessions, which held deliberations on the allegetder cass
involving some youths of Oliddsometime in 2008, one Mr. FelOomedied during a minor scuffle that eventue
snowballed into a full scale fight. As a resulfpamal report was made to the IEze North Police Division, whic
led to the arrest and detemtiof some youths numbering over fifteen. The materame so intractable that -
detained youthsccused of masterminding Mr. me’s death were later transferred to State Pdlesdquarter:
Enugu before they were finally remanded at Nsukifisop whee they were tried for alleged murder of N\Oome.
The death of Mr. Oomand subsequent detention and trial of slido youths posed a very serious challeng
the Oha-in-Council Consequently, the Council decided to wade into rifatter primarily to acress the issue of
brokering peace between the families of the deckasd the detained youths. To this effect, Oha convened a
joint session of th&©ha OhaUmuad: and Olido Abroad Union &bu Onyishi

The interactions during the joint session pred the corpus of data from which the discursivaaig that ac
within the traditional context of Igbo society tanifest interactional power would be filtered, sidyand analyse
The discussion that follows, based on the analykthe above datas intended to elicit an answer to the quest
To what extent does the differential use of languagfluence the interactional power manifestaticarsl
manipulations and by extension create and susiavepasymmetries as well as social inequalitieEzikeoba
socio-cultural context?

5. Manifestations of interactional powe

In this section, we examine the different signdiattact within the interactional context of a tyidgbo
traditional society of Elugwikzike, which provide the bases for ctructing the power relationship that exi
between the members @ha-in-Counci and other nomaembers. As earlier observed, there are a numberaps
that interactional power has been identified to ifiesh in the area of study. These include but imited to the
following: asymmetrical employment of politenesgattgies, address forms, prerogative use of prey
scatological and anecdotal resources, topic sele@nd sustenance, use of evaluative statemergstiaiion of
speaking turns and spéag rights, questioning, overt statement of poward dominant interpretive framewo
These discursive signals shall be discussed biirefiyrns

5.1. Asymmetrical employment of politeness strat
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Politeness is seen as the expression of the srs’ intention to mitigate face threats carried lgytain face
threatening acts toward another. It is equally @dvas “a battery of social skills whose goal i€hsure everyon
feels affirmed in a social interaction". Being ipwltherefore consistsf attempting to save face for anoth
Politeness is considered in terms of positive aeghtive face. Face is the public self image thatyadult tries tc
project. Brown and Levinson (1987) defined posifizee two ways: as "the want of every menthat his wants be
desirable to at least some others", or alternatithg positive consistent srimage or 'personality’ (crucial
including the desire that this saéffrage be appreciated and approved of) claimed teydotants. Negative face w
defined as "the want of every 'competent adult membat'tis actions be unimpeded by others", or "thechelaim
to territories, personal preserves, rights to-distraction-i.e. the freedom of action and freedom from imposit
Positive and negative da can be said to exist universally in human cealtlm social interactions, fa-threatening
acts are at times inevitable based on the terrttseafonversatior

A face threatening act is an act that inherentiynalges the face of the addressee or peaker by acting in
opposition to the wants and desires of the otheaswB and Levinson outline four main types of palies strategie
bald onrecord, negative politeness, positive politenesd, @ff-record (indirect). The scope of this paper woult
permit elaborate explanation of these strategiésheuwhole essence of any politeness strategynsitigate face o
redress the loss of face. Face Threatening Actégl-fiave the ability to mutually threaten face;réfere, rationa
agents seek tavoid FTAs or will try to use certain strategiesimimize the threa

From the interactions during the session underystitdwas discovered that while trOnyishi and other
members of Ohaade no deliberate attempt to observe any politesteateg in addressing other n-members, the
reverse was the case when it was the turn of theakbUnion executive members led by the Nationakident
Cyril Abugu to make their own contributions to tissues being discussed. Other -members followed theame
pattern in an auspicious manner that signaled p@sgmmetry. When the Nkpozi introduced the maimitn
agenda, which was the alleged murder case andeteatbn of the accused youths, the chairman ofCtbencil
(Onyishi) told the Union represettives that they were invited to ascertain theinapinion on how the issue cot
be resolved amicably and to the satisfaction oftedl parties involved. As highly mobile and itingranembers o
the community, the Onyishi told them that their @syre and interactions with people outside the narrowfioes of
their community might have imbued them with wisdamd knowledge, which pale into insignificance thstic,
antiquated and pristine wisdom of their grey halise dramatic import of this unud deference and concession
was not lost on them. Instead, it only helped targén their politeness instincts, knowing full witlat any falsi
sense of security could predispose them to let dithweir guards and let loose their tongue in a matime cwld
attract serious sanctions from the elders’ shangues

Against this backdrop, the Union’s spokesman chtbeepath of positive politeness strategies, whiebksto
minimize the threat to the hearer’s positive fagd@ stooped to speak. Such «egies, which are most usually us
in situations where the audience knows each otidy fwell, are used to make the hearer feel gdmalibhimself,
his interests or possessions. Of course, it gadgsw saying that in addition to hedging and afs to avoid
conflict, some strategies of positive politenesslude statements of friendship, solidarity, comgins, indirec
speech. The President began by expressing the Wripatitude to theOhafor considering them worthy to |
invited and be part of the decisiomaking process of the community. This is withowtjpdice to the fact that tt
Union representatives were constrained by the egijgeand imperativeness of tlinvitation to abandon their
respective workplaces as civil servants and busmen. It was an enormous sacrifice, which the sltardly took
cognizance of while summoning them to the meetihgn if they did, the rare honour of being invitedsit with
the elders in the Council chambers exclusively mesk for only those thatave been specially privileged by t
gods to attain such a golden age, was enough fgatg@twhatever loss or privation they might haveumned or
suffered. This explained the effusive downpour alitpness expressions in form of compliments amditpdes, all
intended to minimize the threat to the Council membpositive face by attending to their interestseds, want:
being optimistic about the outcome of the meetimgking offers and promises, exaggerating exciteroeat the
Council’'s interest avoiding disagreement, minimizing imposition, andging obviating structures, lil
nominalizations, passives, or statements of gematas, offering apologies where necessary. Als¢hadd up as
conscious attempt at achieving Geoffrey Leech’spgliteness maxims of tact, generosity, approbatioadesty,
agreement, and sympathy.

The tact maxim imposes requirement on the Uniopf@esentatives to inimize the expression of belie
which implied cost to the Ohend maximize the expression of bes which imply benefits to the Council membe
Through this strategy, the Union’s spokesmen minédithe chances of imposing their views on the Ciband by
the same token attend to its needs, interestsywands. Leech's generosity maxim offered ttnion President and
his delegation the opportunity to minimize the egsion of benefits of whatever suggestion theyreéfeto
themselves and maximize the expression of costegdJnion members. The approbation maxim minimithes
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expression of beliefsvhich express dispraise of other and maximizesekgression of beliefs, which expre
approval of other. The first part of the maxim psposes the Union delegation to avoid disagreeméhtthe Oha
while the second part arms them with the leewagntke the Council members feel good by showing saligle
Also, the Union delegation employed the modestyimar minimize the expression of spraise and maximize the
expression of praise of the OFar their celestial wisdom that informed the demisio hold a joint session of tt
Council and others. In all these, the Union leadmsved enough deference to the Council, concedlirie credits
to the wisdom of the elders’ grey hairs. Even wtiey were prodded on by tiOhato offer their own suggtion on
the way forward, the Union representatives didsdibpensing tact and humility in a manner thatrditionly enlis
their support and public acclaim but also avoidezldanger of seeming manipulative and being misigtaked

This deliberate effrt by the Union delegation at employing politenessitegies, whose redressive impol
intended to satisfy a wide range of the Councibsites such as showing interest in and claimingneomgrounc
with the Council members, seeking agreement anuat of convergence, asking for forgiveness and gidafgrence
where necessary, provided only the flipside of $beial interaction as the elders made no attempéedoess o
mitigate the face threatening acts. In other wotte, Oha members conductedethselves in a manner tt
constituted aract that inherently damaged the face of the Unigleghtior The face has earlier been character
as either positive or negativepsitive face refers to one's sesteem, while negative face refers to oneedom to
act. The two aspects of face are the basic wanemnynsocial interaction, and so during any soai&raction
cooperation is needed amongst the participantsaiotain each others' faces. Failure on the pashefparticipant t
cooperate agld constitute damage to the face of the otheiigipaint. Positive face is threatened when the spreat
hearer does not care about their interactant’'snfigel wants, or does not want what the other watgative face i
threatened when an individudoes not avoid or intend to avoid the obstructidrtheir interlocutor's freedom !
action. In essence, freedom of choice and actienirmapeded when negative face is threatened. Thmugthe
session, the Council members freely, wittingly amevittingly threatened the positive and negative faceb@hbi-
members of the Council in the way they spoke dutiireginteractive discourse. As a result, the Umgpresentative
and other non-members of Olvare constrained to succumb to the power 0lOhg resorting to subservience a
other instances of slavishness; expressing thdmastaendlessly, asking for apologies and excusesepting offer:
and violation of social etiquettes with the meelknasd equanimity of a sacrificial lamb; committithgmselves to
things they would not want to do.

Such asymmetrical employment of politeness strategjoes to justify the characterization of powera
measure of an entity's ability to control the eomiment around itself, including the behaviour diiea entities.
Power can derive from multifarious sources: delegiauthority, privileged position within the muititensiona
social scale, expertise, persuasion, knowledgepdéy, force, group dynamics, social influenceraflition, etc. Ir
the case of the Ohdt can be said that their power derives from rthpeivileged position and social influence
tradition. The Ohgerspective is typical manifestation Friedrich Nietzsche’s ideas on the ‘will to powewshich
presupposes the domination of « humans as much as the exercise of control ovels@nvironment, that hi
tended to inform much of the ®@entury analysis of power. This fits into the thetial prism of Michel Foucault
"technologies of power" framework, which conceptzeg powr as something ‘exercised with intention’. In ot
words, power is actions upon others' actions ireotd interfere with them. It presupposes freedorthé sense th.
power is not enforcement, but ways of making peby themselvelBehave in other waythan they else would ha
done. Grice (1975) is of the opinion that all cersationalists are rational beings who are primanilerested in th
efficient conveying of messages. Brown and Leving€®@v8) use this argument in their politeness théy saying
that rational agents will choose the same politeséimtegy as any other would under the same cstanoes to tr
to mitigate face. In essence, all rational agemthiding theOha and nomembers are reasonably expected to
to avoid facehreatening acts or use certain strategies to maartiie threat. Yet, trOhe members, emboldened by
their highly privileged and exalted position or whaench & Raven call ‘legitimate powers’ choseigoore any
form of politeness strategy in their densation of interactional powers during interactigth other normembers.

In analyzingthe inseparable link between power eknowledge Foucault (1980) outlines a form of cov
power hat works through people rather than only on thetng that “belief systems gain momentum (and h
power) as more people come to accept the partigidars associated with that belief systencommon knowledge
Such belief systems define their fies of authority and within such a belief systeneaml crystallize as to what
right and what iswrong what is normal and what isdeviant Foucault notes further that these “ideas, b
considered undeniable ‘truths’, come to define digaar way of seeing the world, and the particular way of
associated with such ‘truths’ becor. In the belief system of Elugwkzike traditional society, the idea
asymmetrical employnm of politeness strategy crystallizing as whaigst and normal is eloquently attested to
the following proverbQgerenyi(Onye ka g) nukwu g eh n’az, i s ya OluOtfg&/hen an elder farts in your preser
you show appreciation by greeting hiOluOha) In essence, an elder’s farting, especially thentlerous type
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which phonologists would want to characterize ascedbi-anusplosive’ is a great feat that deserve an appree
dose of congratulations! In fact, an elder does fadt he merely teathes. Even in rare cases where an
acknowledges his farting prowess after one delagkzhse, he makes a feeble attempt at mitigatingdouriferou:

sting by utteringgb pi. By this unprecedented singular act, the youngiractant is expect to appreciate the

elder’s polite gesture to mitigate the face thneiaig act and breathe in the ‘aromatic’ perfume waithsquiggling o
squinting his face.

According to French & Raven (195¢ower is that state of affairs which holds in aegiwelatonship, A-B,
such that a given influence attempt by A over B esak's desired change in B more likely. Conceived wvay,
power is fundamentallselative - it depends on the specific understandings A anddh epply to their relationshi
and, interestigly, requires B's recognition of a quality in A isth would motivate B to change in the way A inter
Related to the interaction in focus, the elder seeddraw on the base or combination of bases wkpappropriat
to the relationship to effect tlesired outcome in the young person. In the sanme tree young person is expec!
to appreciate the nature of the relationship exgsbetween them and act accordin(To do otherwise is to act
manner thaexpresses his indifference toward the €s positive face or negative assessment of histigesiace.
This indication of indifference to the positive éaceeds of the elder could earn the younger inemaceriou:
sanctions.

5.2. Address forms

Forms of address are often employed during teraction to mark interactional power. In other dgrspeaketr
tend to locate themselves along the power continbyitihe way they name their addresses. Duringdim $essiot
of Oha the interaction between tlOha and other non-members showed thaethee a number of address form:
part of the verbal repertoire of the speech comtyumihich assisted the interactants in locatingrtbelves along
power continuum. Not surprisingly, the interactanith more power Ohg opted for more intimate fors when
addressing the nomembers just as the latter used more formal artdrdiforms such as titles while addressing
Oha members.

In Olido traditional context, thOha members have titles with which they are addres3&e. Onyishi, fol
instance bears either tiAe or Xdetitle depending on whether he is of the Qmxdagedge or not. An Qmxdag
Onyishi takes thégtitle but an Onyishi who has no Qmxdaga blue blowkes do wittUde title. Other members
of Oha who by their positions &@kpara Umunaequally have such titular appellations Ekwueme, Ugwudike,
Odugwu, Oloosayetc. A nonmember ofOhawho is given the privilege to address the Courgikkpected t
remove his footvears, squat on either leg or both to greet memipenzeling off thei titles in hierarchical order
after which he ends withakwer n o« (Please, may everybody accept his greetincO mare nke e, kwer n oo
(Please, all title owners, accept your greetirif)e reverse is the case when it is the turn of €myind otheelders
to address the noBGeuncil members as we observe interactional powamif@stations in the light of unequal
lopsided distribution of address forms. For insearwhile addressing the Union President, the Ogishply called
him by his first nara, Cyril. Sometimes, he may choose to addressdtsop by alluding to his father's nanNwa
onyen...nwa Ogbona Ocheblhis strategy perhaps, is intended to undersitmrénsignificance of the addresse
personal name, which does not merit even a rmention. On the other hand, it could still be ipteted as a subt
politeness strategy meant to accord respect tadbeessee’s father, who might have distinguishetélf as a wa
hero, wealthy farmer, successful palm wine tapgesat wrestler, « blacksmith.

Either way, the unequal distribution of addressnf®ras markers of the power differential bespeak
interaction power manifestations that characteniteractive discourses of typicEzikeobi Oha-in-Council Of
course it needs to be ptéd out here that the demands of politeness retluiiethe Onyishi or other members
Oha reciprocate the polite address forms by replylgbadogwubut the law of asymmetrical employment
politeness strategies examined above nullifiessarch impostion on the elders. Let us consider, for instaposyer
coded as evident in the unequal distribution ofraslsl forms during this typical interactions betw&gnyishi anc
Union President:

Bialeka Cyrin, Oha g bor aga@ome Cyril, how is your family tod:?)

Nna anyi, a ryiode Ugwuanyhgama ne ari ebikwutego ishi eka ntgOur father/the Great One, we thank
Almighty that we woke up today).

Here, we note the unequal balance in the distobutif address forms, with the scale tilting in favef the nore
powerful participant, that is, the Onyis

5.3. Use of proverbs, scatological and anecdotabtece
Generally, the use of proverbs, idioms, wellerisarsecdotes and scatological references is consicerehe
prerogative or exclusive preservethe wise elders in the Igbo cultural context. Hekeob: traditional society is
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not different in any significant way. This was esid in the interactions that took place duringOha sessions. The
Onyishi and his celders demonstrated this much ile way they explored and exploited the inestimabilees of
proverbs, parables, and other instances of aestimatnipulations oEzikeobadialects, leaving the n-members of
Oha-in-Councilto crouch in awe and ponder the seamless ease aliflunus suaity with which they knitted an
wove the fine literary fibres together into a camrflawless discours

Other nonmembers of the Council who aspired to use provedgmn by taking express permission from
elders:Unu bu nd ogerenyi mast s ne Ogoo Amoke gbagbon ejo ulg ne o lako(héou, the elders have a prove
which says that no matter how long Ogodo Amokesfladbad home, he would eventually return to it)luFa to
ascribe the proverb patent to the elders wouldomsidered a serious ront and almost a sacrilegious encroachr
on the pristine recesses of tradition, of whichytilage the natural custodians. The same appliexdtolsgical
references such as human feaces, farting as weklhsg the spade a spade in matters relsto human private
parts: At medome oome, 0 woook{ (When the vagina behaves well, it becomes a sexatiaA woman whc
donates her vagina freely is misconstrued as arsmiac). A ho-member who uses such terms ordinarily o
proverbs even with exprepgrmission is considered as rude and vulgar bedasenot licensed by tradition to
so. However, th&deand other members Oha Umuadavho may have sufficient reasons to make use oferhs
and other idiomatic expressions risk no sanctioomfihe Oha expect where it was proven beyond all reasor
doubts that such proverbs or scatological referem@re not intended to denigrate or desecrateribng sanctity
of the ancestral symbolatua.

5.4. Topic introduction/selection and sustere

The exclusive control of topic introduction/selectiand maintenance of such topic is another maaifes of
interactional power observed during the interactidn the case of thOha-in-Counci) the elders who constitut:
the dominant interactantswere naturally predisposed to determining the {@pito be discussed and even
duration of the discussion. Damico, et. al. (208®} alluded to this by citing Shuy (1987) and Walke987) whc
opined that “whoever controls the topic is oftee fieson who controls the interaction, not only in -to-face
manipulations of power but in broader applicati@sswell.” This aspect of interactional power caroelte fore
when the Nkpozi Ohathe traditional Clark of the Council formally iotluced the ezenda of the meeting, part
which was the alleged murder case of Mr. FOomeand the detention of the alleged masterminds. Mydinto
the discussion, Chief Jonathagbed(, made some attempt to introduce an extraneous foppossible discussio
Specifically, the speaker drew the attention of Oha-in-Councilto the Igweship tussle between him and C
Augustine Agashi and the need for the Council tedhthe advice of the Honourable Commissioner faeft&incy
Affairs, Chief Godwin Ogbo to wie a letter informing the state government about rttagter with a view t
resolving it.

According to Eze (2006), Chief Agho was duly elected by the community as her first Tradal Ruler but the
State Government was misled into issuing a ceatifiaf recognition to the wrong person, Ct Agashi. That was
the issue, which the speaker felt was crucial aeedad urgent attention, but the Council, led byGtairmar
thought otherwise, and expressed it volubly in amea that fell short of reprimaing the speaker for attempting
usurp the powers of the Council. He was promptlgroMed for attempting to introduce a topic outstide purview
of the agenda prepared by the Council. Ordinathg, issue raised by ChiAgbedowas topical enough toave
warranted immediate inclusion as one of the matesing for deliberation. However, given that @ayishi anc
some members of the Council including some reptatieges of the Abroad Union seemed more favour
disposed to having Chief Agash[ the new Igwe, despite the flawed process that thrienvup, overruling Chie
Agbedds motion sounded so natural as if it jelled pettfewith the thinking of the gods and ancestorghaf land.
This seems to provide justification for Fairclouglf1989) asertion that even in larger social events sugbeaglec
investigation, the balance of topic content andchadeological ‘spins’ are overwhelmingly in favoof the existing
power-holders.”

5.5. Use of evaluative statements

Evaluative statements, ndbamico et. al. (70), are employed to signal povesnanetry in situations where t
power differential is inherent in the context. Arpkcit case of interactional power is manifestetienr one
interactant provides an answer to a question oresakstateent, which is in turn evaluated by another inteaat
Cazden (1988), in Damico et. al. cited the follogvatructuresthat’s correct; a fine thought; very go as examples
of such evaluative statements that teachers pr@asdesponses to studentseractions in the classroom. In the ¢
of Oha-in-Counci) the Onyishi and some other members ofOhaused various evaluative statements to esta
interactional power and traditional authority. Siethtements usually resound from the hallowed clers of Obu
Onyishieach time a nomember of the Council is squatting before wise doesiake his or her presentation o
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matter being discussed. For instance, when oneeof/hion’s representatives, Mr. Ignatius Ugwti was invited to
address the Couiton the issue being discussed, he stressed #tfoe caution in the light of the delicate nataft
the case. He suggested that the first step tokemtim the direction of amicable resolution of ttese was payin
condolence visit to the bereavinily. In this regard, he requested the Counciinandate the Union to underte
this task on behalf of the community. This pointdmavith every measure of pungency, elicited suciuative
statements aszokwu abia rfthe truth has comeoniye bu okwu onye mar ilfthis one is the statement of a w
person)haniya bu gwamuku y@his is it) etc.

When Chief Agbedaaised his motion about the chieftaincy dispute, thnion President, Mr. Abugu quick
interpreted the mood of the Onyishi and somer Council members and opposed it. As he reasohedCouncil
should not be unnecessarily burdened with suchldnssue at a time the community was grappling weitich &
serious case asurder. To entertain Chief Agbe’s motion was to chase rat when ’s house was on fire. Such
puerile fantasies could not be associated withwiise elders, Mr. Abugu intoned to the admiratiorthafse he ha
spoken their minds. The admiration came in fornswth evaluative statementsibaa! (yes);okwu g d nryi(your
speech is fruity)wor gaba(carry go / forward ever). Of course, such posigvaluative remarks are interpreted :
tacit endorsement of the speaker’s line of reagpeioming from the pow-wielders, whose sole ambition is
direct and control theldw of interactions in order to establish and snstateractional asymmetries needec
accomplish the goals of most interactions. If ttaéesnents were negative, the speaker would have dmrapelled tc
make a detour and figure out the course chaiut by the elders for him to toe.

5.6. Negotiation of speaking turns and speakinte

There is an interlocking nexus between the negotiaif speaking turns and speaking rights and Xeecise of
interactional power as has been demonstrated by works as Halliday (1978); Saclet. al (1974); Brown &
Levinson (1987); Fairclough (1989); O’Donnell (199®&ccording to Damicocet. a. (70), these works have
demonstrated that “...speaker(s) with greater poygcally manipulate and control both the re and granting of
speaking turns -eften through interruptions of the other speakew(h little risk of discord. The more powert
interactant can interrupt, choose the next speakeextend the turn with long chunks of uninteragbtalk.” The
foregdng clearly typifies the interactions between Oha and nomaembers. From observations, it was clear
the highly outspoken Onyishi appropriated the pewer determine the speaking turns and the rightshe
interactants to speak. Tradition confon the Nkpozi the authority to introduce the agersshal recognize those tf
have made indications to speak at a point in time a&ccord them the right to speak. It is also withis powers t
raise point of order to redirect a speaker thatsti@s/edfrom the topic of discussion. But the Onyishi woulat let
the Nkpozi do his duty.

Instead, he would interrupt a speaker at interwdtls the least regard for the his/her resteem and sensibilities
to reprimand him/her for daring to voice out annion that may be out of sync with his or the Couagiosition.
One particular speaker, who emerged from the popsidke, that is, the midc-aged groupegal), approached the
threshold of theObuwith a passionate plea with a view to drawing tleen@il’s attention to the plight of some
the detained youths who might not have had any lrarlde alleged murder and the need to secure biadifrom
police detention. Instantly, the Onyishi lost heppery temper and let loose his acerbic tongudeapless young
man: Fuchimag gbalie mbenufe;onye gwar g kamomu? A nekwu ne nwakpa eeneor oz, i bia mbeniye ba
achotore onu ke anyi ja agba#und oyibo sr ne he ne enyo enyo ke nd eka hebu ochu. (Shut up your trap and
get lost; who told you teay a thing like that? The serious matter at havd is that a fu-fledged man is lying stone
dead; yet, you come here to jabber about, askinm @g® and bail those people being detained by mowent for
their alleged involvement in the murder ca:

The terribly embarrassed young man did not nedzkttold that he had since lost his speaking tuchraght if
he had anwb initio. He had strayed into the lion’s den. Only a rdreak of luck would snatch him away from 1
cannibal’s jaws and naviga him out of the wicket. Wisdom pointed to thelyffabf stretching his luck too far
Quickly, he stitched up his fractured emotions a@otlected the rioting fragments of his fading hunmessenc
before melting away unceremoniously. With such disiaefiat, the Onyishi sent out a clear message thatesi.
into the inner recesses of any other ‘rascal’ thigght have a similar outlandish idea. By wieldinig powers tc
circumscribe the speaking turns and rights of adtamts, the Onyishi had clearlefined the rules of engageme
which conferred on him limitless rights to manigeland control the interactions in order to esshbAnd sustai
interactional asymmetries.

5.7. Questioning
Questioning is another discourse tact employedbydbminar interactant to manipulate and control interac
and sustain intactional power. In Searle’s (19) version of speech act theory, questioning isurged as a form ¢
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control, a kind of control meant to get one intémat to do something for the morowerful interactant. In mo:

interactions, it is usually the case that the damirindividual has greater freedom to use questghd control the

discourse. In the case of Obaing studied, the Onyishi and other members eixghei manipulative resoLes to

achieve a wide range of purposes. For instancestignéng could be used to nail an interactant, got on the

defensive and perhaps extract information or umveseapology from him. Naturally, the interactardanked out by

his less powerful poson within the multidimensional social scale hagreater obligation to provide the answi

As was observed in the preceding section, the @ntusned the young man’s honest submission interiagation

and thus succeeded in putting him on the The rhetorical questiorQnye gwar g kamaomu? (Who mandated
you to make such utterance?) was not intendeddib &hy answer from the young man but its sigwifice derive

from the fact that there is greater rather thasdeasymmetry along the per differential

5.8. Overt statement of power

As another effective signal of interactional asyrmypieovert statement of power is one explicit meaf
signaling power differential, which manifests imamber of ways. The dominant interactant can ae this by
drawing up the agenda and announcing it at theingeas well as defining in clear terms the rightd grivileges o
those in attendance. When the joint session oOha-in-Councilcommenced, the Nkpozi empowered by Ony
announced the maiobjective of the meeting, that is, the alleged rearchse and the detention of suspects and
to resolve it amicably. Th®ha reserves the inalienable right to determine thaeissto be discussed and ¢
forecloses the introduction of any extranedssue. Even when topics are introduced for deliiara it still
behooves th©hato define the mode of interaction in terms of whtk$ and who listens; who issues directives
who carries out the directives.

This explained the abpt interruption o Chief Agbedoby Onyishi when the former tended to persevereis
motion, urging the Council to take a disposal actim the chieftaincy dispute. Onyishi promptly redeéd him tha
the matter he was harping on was not beforcOhaand it was not within his (Agbellpowers to define the agen
for Oha Onyishi sealed the matter permanently with a rioydepicting the awesome powers of Oha Ohe Oha
kar ka shire(Whatever the Ohdecides supersedes all other opinions). In othedsymobody has tl right to extend
the frontiers of the scope of discourse delimitgdh® Ohanot to talk about hitting tangentially off the markhe
mandate of the Union representatives and otheektddters like thtEde and herOha Umuad: were spelled out to
them inclear terms: practicable steps forward in resoltireggalleged murder case. No more, no |

Sometimes, the nomembers may come up with a proposal that mightiblysisorder on the common intere
of the community; yet, the prime mover(s) must saet¢ obtain the express permission of Ohato present it for
possible deliberation. Even when the proposal mightintended to achieve a common good for the &
community, such proposer(s) would be remindedithatagainst the tradition to seek aince with theOhaempty-
headed. In other words, presenter(s) of any suochgsal must do so with at least some -nuts and gallons of
palm wine as escorts. Such is the asymmetricabcker of the interactional dominance of Oha, which is overtly
andexplicitly stated at any given opportuni

5.9. Dominant interpretive framewc

Ulichny and WatsorGGegeo (1989) in Damicet.al. (2005: 70) present the manner in which one’s cbation
is interpreted via another individual’s dominantenpretive frimework as one of the subtle signals of interacti
power. A number of discourse studies (Erickson &l 1982; Kedar 1987; Grimshaw, 1990; Morris &eDhil,
1995; Scheflen, 1973; Panageis al. 1986; McTear & King, 199; Cicourel, 1992; Lahey,020 Kovarsky, 1990;
Simmons-Mackieet.al 1999) have revealed that interactional asymmetiést when professionals such as doct
lawyers, or teachers provide services for those weguire their services. In particular, Damico &neo (1997)
demonstratechow dominance is negotiated through the cliniciarésponse framework while interpreting
students’ attempts at interaction. In all thesanid@ant interpretive framework is asymmetrically doyed as ¢
control mechanism for various functions, inclLg as a constraint on therapeutic discourse rou

A careful analysis of th®hain-Council reveals how the Council members controlled intévast betweel
them and nomembers through dominant interpretive framework.r8gcting to the contributions wothers, they
exert interactional control and by so doing empinteractional dominance to set the agenda and gthid
interaction. For instance, when they called for apéions of the Union delegation on the allegeddeu case an
the way forward, thé&Jnion came up with the idea of a condolence visithe bereaved family as the first stey
resolving the case. Even though the idea was cereidbrilliant, the Onyishi and some other Counedmber:
would not let their egoistic and domineering incts be dulled into insignificance or allow the Umito take the
shine off their sail by swallowing the idea hodkgl and sinker. They needed to negotiate dominbpdeterpreting
the condolence idea as one that was originallyrghigut which could €l further benefit meaningfully from th
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contributions of the Union representatives. By emjlg this dominant interpretive framework, the @y and his
co-elders not only influence the interaction but atexw nor-members ought to conceptualize issperhaps to
underscore the centrality of power asymmetry taimitig the goals of interactior

6. Conclusions

This work has looked at the interactive discoursElagwu Ezike Elders’ Council and how specific abisirse
structures are deployed in the reguction of social dominance to create unequalrixad of power relations betwe
the Council membersOha and no-members of the council in legal and conflict retiolu discourses. Th
foregoing justifies social power of groups or itgibns as a ceral notion in most works in CDA. Conceivit
social power in terms of control, individuals anduyps, notes Dijk (1996), are said to have (morkess) power i
they are able to (more or less) control the actsramds of (members of) other groups. ™ ability presupposes a
power baseof privileged access to scarce social resourcesh @18 force, money, status, fame, knowle
information, "culture," or indeed various formspfblic discourse and communication. The discursivectures o
the EldersCouncil equally show that groups may control etgeups, or only control them in specific situaticor
social domains. In addition, dominated groups aatunally disposed to accept, condone, comply wih
legitimatize such social power as beincsync with the "natural" order. This explains why tbocial power of th
Elders’ Council has been integrated in laws, rub@sms, habits, thus taking the form of "hegemc

It is equally evident from this work that it is tpeerogative of the Elders’ouncil to control the context, whic
Duranti and Goodwin (1992); van Dijk (1998b) seetas mentally represented structure of those ptigseof the
social situation that are relevant for the productdr comprehension of discourse. It consists ohethnographic
categories as the overall definition of the sitmtisetting (time, place), ongoing actions (inahgddiscourses ar
discourse genres), participants in various comnativie, social, or institutional roles, as well dit menta
represerdtions: goals, knowledge, opinions, attitudes, @eblogies. In this regard, the Council wields enous
social powers by controlling context in terms ofetmining the definition of the communicative stioa, deciding
on time and place of the commaative event, or on which participants may or nhespresent, and in which role
or what knowledge or opinions they should (not)ehaand which social actions may or must be accaingdl by
discourse.

Apart from the context, the Council exerts contiver the content as well as the structures of tedttalk. For
instance, it is observed how the Council Chairm@nyshi) took unilateral decisions on the (possildiEscourse
genre(s)or speech actef the meeting. He demanded a direct answer andny convoluted circumlocution or se
opinionated argument from nd@wuncil members whenever it suited his discursigevenience. He not on
controls the topics (semantic macrostructures)tapit change but also enforces discursive reguiattbat protbit
access to conventional schemas, prescribes anddscribes specific speech acts, and selectiveliildigses ot
interrupts turns. In essence, the discursive sirastof Ezikeoba Elders’ Council tend to validatgk’® (1996)
claim “that virtually & levels and structures of context, text, and tdk in principle be more or less controlled
powerful speakers, and such power may be abuséiteatxpense of other participants.” Herein lies plogver
asymmetries, which characterize the interacdiscourses of Ezikeoba Council of Elde
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