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Abstract 

This paper presents results of an on-going doctoral research on the linguistic and 

discursive behavior of the Members of the European Parliament (henceforth MEPs) in 

their engagement in stance-taking and intergroup positioning. Parliamentary debates are 

carried out through institutionally governed communicative activities, among which the 

Blue-card question and answer exchange has been analyzed in-depth in this paper. The 

Blue-card Procedure is the only “spontaneous” interaction in the European Parliament, 

allowing the MEPs to react upon a prior speech given during an ongoing debate. This 

procedure adds an interactive dimension to the plenaries, which otherwise stage 

monologue performances by the MEPs from scripted texts. The corpus of this study 

consists of 273 blue-card question and answer sequences operated by the MEPs in the 

plenary debates held in 2011, during the transition from the shocking first three years of 

the European Debt Crisis to a period when the crisis was relatively stabilized. The study 

focuses primarily on the Blue-card question turns that are meant to contain 

interrogatives to particular MEPs. In total, the data corpus consists of approximately 18 

h of broadcasted interaction. The paper presents an interdisciplinary research, bringing 

together insights from Positioning Theory (Davies and Harré, 1991; Harré and van 

Langenhove, 1999), which has emerged in social psychology as an approach to social 

interaction, and Stance Theory (Du Bois, 2007; Haddington, 2006, 2007; Kärkkäinen, 

2007), which has been developed in sociolinguistics with a systematic method for 

analyzing linguistic behavior of human in interaction. The paper proposes the two 

theories as complementary in studying linguistic and discursive behavior of interactants 

in their endeavor to (re/de)construct and maintain intergroup relations. Du Bois’s (2007) 

Stance-taking Model has provided the linguistic methodological tools for the 
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examination of interactional processes of positioning in a parliamentary interaction type 

of question and answer exchanges. The analysis has shown that intergroup positioning 

in the EP emerges as what I call a ‘collaborative competition’ between contradictory 

ideologies and political agendas. The MEPs strategically manipulate their opponents' 

prior or projected utterances in order to set up positions for the self and its adversaries. 

All participants engage in the maintenance and negotiation of intergroup boundaries, 

even though the boundaries hardly ever coincide. The speakers discursively fence some 

imaginary territories, leaving their adversaries with vague positions. 
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