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1, INTRODUCTION

In a study of discourse from the 1998-2000 Spanish Senate hearings on the
question of euthanasia arguing for and against the Jegalization of this practice,
Casado Velarde (2013: 52) concludes that “thete are two opposing views of the
vety same reality which ate translated into two distincts ways of framing argu-
mentatively the two points-of-view and two different otientations underlying
the choice of vocabulary”’, The present study of the underlying topoi, argu-
mentative structures and use of modality in two Canadian editorials concerning
an i.uci_denf in which a young woman was refused renewal of het prescription
for contraceptive pills leads to much the same verdict as does Casado Velarde’s
sttidy of Spanisﬁ texts stérfxrniﬁg from thlé debate on euthafiaéia: the éye of the
beholder detetmines not only the speaket’s stance on a topic, but also the dis-
coutse strategies employed in order to convey that stance. '

. One patt of the Era_m"wo_rk‘_ of analysis for the present study is taken from
Oswald Ductot and _]eah—Claude_ A:Lscombré’s_ notion of argumeﬁtation'in lan-
guage (cf.\_Ans;combre and Ducrot 1983). This approach focuses on the fact
that Ianguége is not a. purely mfprmé.t_ion—'bearihg instrument, but that cettain
wotds and phrases have a ppsitive_ ot negative argumentative orieh'tatidﬁ' which
points the addressee towards cettain conclusions. (I will not be adopting certain
other components of Anscombre and Ducrot’s approach, speciﬁcally the gen-

1 “Existen, pues, dos percepciones opuestas de una misma realidad que se traducen, ademis de
en distintas manesas de enmarcar argumentativamente los puntos de vista, en diferentes em-
pleos del léxico de la lengua usual (...)” [my translation above]. ‘ ’
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erativist postulate that the meaning of a sentence is constituted by its relation to
t.he other sentences of the same language or the structuralist hypothesis that
]Jngl%istic sighs can be adequately defined intra-linguistically, ie. solely by thejr
telation to other linguistic signs (Ducrot 1993: 234-235)). The other part of m

analyftical toolkit will be taken from Perelman and Olbrechts-Tyteca’s (19693;
treatise on argumentation. S : : L

. The two. texts which will be:analyzed both cencern an incident at a walk-in
clinic in Ottawa, Canada that occutred in January 2014, in which a young wom-
an who wished to renew her presctiption for confraceptive pills was unable to
do so because the only doctor on duty did not presctibe such pills due to his
ethical conicetns and teligious values. One of the articles, by Konrad Yakabuski
comes from The Globe and Mail, a mainstream liberal newspaper published 111,
Toronto (see Annex A); the othet, by Pauline Kosalka, was published in The
Interim, also operating in Toronto, which presents itself as “Canada’s life and
family newspapet” (see Annex B). |

2. THE TITLES OF THE ARTICLES

To start with an analysis of the titles of the two editorials, that of The Interin
atticle has a mote neutral tone —Ottawa doctors .chastised'f'or.'refusing.fo pre-
scribe birth control’~ while that of The Globe and Mail editorial is mote
polemical, taking the form of a thetorical question: “Does a doctot’s re]igi;an
ttump yout prescription?”. The use of the 'verbl_ trump hete construes the pre-
sctiption as a right. The number-one collocate of this vetb in the Strathy
Corpus of Canadian English is the noun righss, followed by"a set of other nouns
all referring to personal interests and desites: :Z'ﬂteﬁiff, Jaf)emz;gnﬁ; destres, 'm'.rb'e.s
claims and needs. 'The Globe and Mail title also uses é,'para]lel.‘po.sseséi‘x.r:e + noun:
sfc;:u.ctqre on cach _sic}e of the main verb, ther:e;by oppdsiﬁg 4 doctor’s }elz;gé'oﬂ 0
Jour presoription: the possessot of the first term of the opposition is generic and
ﬂle‘p;l):ssg:ssedl nOun’s r_e:fererit,'abstratt; the possessot of the second tetm is
persona]iz’;:d":ié the reader herself, and the posses’séd is concrete. In terms of
a_rg‘umgg'taﬁve_ force, the concrete is felt to trump the absttact (cf. Maztin and
Powers 1983); this reinforces the implied answet to the thetorical question as
being in the negative. The only word beating a rhetorical force in the Inserim
article title is the vetb shasise: as the Webster’s Dictionary of Synonyms indi-
cates, this verb implies vetbal censute and is associated with a putpose of
reformation of "gfrr;eﬂ@rient; this introduces the notion of the doctots bemg
denounced fot some form of wrongdoing. TS
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3, THE STRUCTURE OF THE ARTICLES ‘
The initial p:irt of both editotials focuses :ori‘ the case of Kate 'Desjard.ins, the
young woman whose presctiption Wgs'rgfused. In the Interim atticle, this inci-
dent is desctibed as having given rise to a “controversy” in which “three family
doctors are being ctiticized for refusing to prescribe birth control to their pa-
ients”, the use of the verb aitiiize implying that it ‘remains to be seen whether
the criticism is justified. The Globe and Mail text places the incident in the
framework of the ‘social phenomenon of young adults béing forced to have
recoutse to walk-in clinics because they have no family doctot. Such clinics ate
présénﬁed ina very negative light from the outset of the text, as “dreaded pa-
tent mills” where wait-times can extend for houss, “sucking up a young
wortker’s day off froml an often precatious job”. Tni this context, it is said to be
«even wotse ‘that the- doctor on call can’conscientiously object to treating
theni”. The incident involving Ms. Desjardins is then introduced as'a case of
this doublé whammy situation. Aftet quoting the doctor’s statement explaining
his objection to contraceptives and abottion from the letter that the reception-
ist handed Ms. Desjardins to explain why het request for contraceptives could
dot be inct, the lattef’s reaction is desctibed and the question of patients” tights
s raised. The doctor’s action is described as a “stunt”, Le. something intended
f6 show off his beliefs in an attention-grabbing way in public, and the spectre
of such behavior becoming widespread is raised by refefence to a similar inci-
dent ifi another Canadian city in the previous week. This leads into a discussion
of why doctors who have conscientious objections to certain tnedical proce-
dures should ‘at least be obliged to refer patients seeking such procedures to
othet ‘doctors so as not to deprive patients of ‘¢ssential medical services. These
considerdtions ate followed by some thoughts on the oddness of the -fact of
stich a debate taking place in the modern era,'and the fact that this era is “post-
secular”, meaning that “religion is re-enteting sphetes of public life where it had
been banished ot forgotten decades ago”. Refetence is then tnade to the United
States, where the sepatation of church and state is “often inconsistent”; imply-
ing that Canada should not fall into the same vice and should be consistent in
not allowing individual healthcare providers to refuse to provide contraceptiof.
The other side of the debate is then given the floor in the person of Sean Mut-
phy, the bead of .a group pushing fot. legal protections for conscientious
objectors similar to those refetted to above in some U.S. states: a quote is given
from M. Mutphy taken from.“an anti-abortion portal”, thus classifying him as
being against abortion. The’ atticle concludes with the argument that telling



Ramén Gonzélez Ruiz, Inés Olza y Oscar Loureda Lamas (eds.)

patients to go to another doctor for treatment is a lack of respect for - thejy
tights. This argument is sttengthened by the evocation of the hypothetical situ,.
tion in which Ms. Desjardins lived in a rural region, in which case the
conscientious ob]ectton would have depr1ved her of the right to the treatment
requested due to the absence of any othet doctors Wl]llng to prowde it, The
final sentence —“That’s not good enough i in Canada, in 2014”— implies through
the two citcutmstantial phrases that: (1) Canada is a progtesslve countty where
such retrogtade behavior should not be a]lowed and () 1 in the year 2014, such
behaviot is outmoded.

The structure of the Intmm arttcle 1S somewhat dlfferent After frarnlng the
case in terms of a controversy, the incident itself is summarized . and the subse-
quent behaviout of Ms. Desjardins described in some detail: her posting an
image of the doctor’s letter to a pro-choice Facebook: group and her writing a
post about her expetience on 2 feminist website; a quotation from her, depict-
ing her feelings of being judged, embatrassed and shamed in front of other
people, and concluding that professionals “have to leave theit motals at home”,
Then two cases are cited of patients from the Ottawa clinic who have defended
the thtee doctors and are very satisfied with their natural family planning ap-
ptroach to. gynecology. The head of the Canadian Medical Association, Jeff
Blackmert, is then quoted as contradicting Ms. Desjardins’ claim concerning the
moral neutrality of doctors, saying that the CMA “doesn’t, expect doctors to
check their morals at the doot™. This is followed by a reference to a ctiticism of
Blackmet by a philosophy professor from the Univetsity of Western Ontatio,
The article concludes with a seties of quotes from Sean Murphy; the head of
the Protection of Conscience Project, the final one being 2 plea fot “presetva-
tive freedom of conscience”, according to which healthcare professionals
should not be obliged to do what they believe to be wrong. The major differ-
ence in structure between the two pieces is therefore that in the Interim article
Ms. Desjardins’ case is contrasted with that of women who have a positive view
of the doctors in question and their natural farnﬂy plannmg approach

4 THE TREATMENT OF TI—IE PARTIES INVOLVED

In the Inferim atticle, two cases are cited in favour of the doctors “Vetsus: only
one against them, which shows this papet’s positive bias towards theit side of
the controversy. This bias also shows through in the way Kate Desjardins and
Sean Murphy ate treated. First of all, Ms.:Desjardins’ full name is not given, but
only her first name and initial. This suggests that she has something to-hide and
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is remaining partially anonymeous. In contrast, the full names of all three doc-
tors are provided. In the description of Ms. Desjardins’ Internet reactions to
the incident, she is associated with “a pro-abortion organization famous for
sending knitted wombs to politicians” and with a feminist website. In one of
the quotes from the pro-choice site, a parenthetical “sic” 15" added (“when you
become a doctot, you take an oath to do not (si) harm”), implying that its users
do not even know how to spell propetly (see Casado Velarde 2010: 75), an ob-
vious attempt to diminish their credibility. Ms.. Desjardins is quoted as making
the vety strong claim that “when you’re in a professional position, you have to
leave yout morals at home™, and as charactetizing people who are against abor-
tion as “radicals”. In contrast, in the Globe and Mail article, Ms. Desjardins’ full
name is given, implying that she feels herself to be in the right and has nothing
to hide. Her age is also given, 25, which tells readers that she is 2 mature adult
and not an irtesponsible teenager. Her teaction to the refusal to renew her pre-
sctiption is described as one of humiliation, whereas The Interim depicts her as
being merely surprised. The Globe and Mail thus cleatly takes Ms. Desjardins’
side and ptesents het as a mature woman who was denied one of her basic
tights in a condescending way. For The Interim, on the other hand, she is a pro-
choice feminist who is against public morality. :

The treatment of Sean Murphy in the two articles also reflects this opposite
positioning. Firstly, he is given five paragraphs in The Interim, as against only
two in The Globe and Mail. In the latter, he is associated with the negatively-
viewed inconsistent state of affaits existing in the United States, with the impli-
cation that this-is due to the activism of Evangelical fundamentalists in certain
states. He is also associated with an’ anti-abortion website (note the use of the
term anti-abortion instead of pro-iif). This setves to discredit his position and
allows the editorialist to conclude, by invoking the extreme hypothetical case of
someone in an isolated rural atea, that conscientious objection to certain medi-
cal procedures constitutes a denial of patients’ rights to medical treatment. In
The Interim, in contrast, Mutphy’s position is presented in much greater detail.
He is given space to rebut statements from the Radical Handmaids’ website as
well as from a hypothetical law professot who demands that doctors act against
their consciences in medical practice but not that lawyers do the same in legal
practice, and to put in a plug for natural family planning. He is also given the
final word in the conclusion of the atticle to plead in favout of preservative
freedom of conscience. The reasonableness of this plea is relnforced rhetorical-
ly by presenttng it as lower on the scale of demands than the stronger claim of
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“petfective freedom of conscience”, which is the freedom to actively putsue a
petceived moral good. This contrast allows the playmg down of what the Pto-
tection of Conscience Pro]ect 1s asking for. - >

5. THE USE, QF MO_DALITY

Another interesting difference between the two articles is the much greater
presence of evaluative modality in the Globe and Mail atticle. Exptessions indi-
cating a negative evaluation of the situation occur consistently from'the second
patagraph on, with a parallel structure (“i¢s bad enough that wait times that these
patient mills can extend for hours {...). I£s even worse that the doctor on call can
conscientiously ob]ect to treating them”) placing the incident on the level of
higher-than-usual degtee of turpitude. Two patagraphs later, Dr. Kyrillos’s let-
tet is characterized as “pteachy, if not condescending?, also utilizing 2 structure
that ramps up the negative evaluation from a first level of being preachy to a
higher one of being condescending. Another two paragraphs later, the Ontirio
College of Physicians and Sutgeons’ exemption of doctors from the obligation
to refer patients for treatments to which they have a conscientious objection is
deemed to “go too faf”, and requiting General Practitionets to provide such
refertals is judged to be “an essential scrvice”. Then the whole debate ovet teli-
gious accommodation is qualified as an “odd” thing to be occutting in the year
2014. In the next paragtaph, the application of the church-state divide in. the
United States is judged to be “often inconsistent”. Finally, in the concluding
patagraph, allowing doctots to refuse to treat patients requesting objectionable
treatments is‘deemed to be “not good enough” for a modern state such as Can-
ada in the modern era of 2014. The Whole tone of the article is thus one of
motal indignation. :

In contrast, the Inferiss editotial adopts a factual tone fot the first ten para-
graphs, with evaluative language being used only in the 12" and 15 (and final)
paragraph. In patagraph 12, Sean Mutphy is quoted as writing that freedom of
conscience is “important” for living 2 fully human life; in the last paragraph of
the article, he is cited as defending the principle that healthcare professmnals
“should fiot be forced” to do what they thmk to be wrong

6. CONCLUSIONS

Overall the editorial from Tbe Interim reflects a more cautlous and defensive
att1tude with the mc1dent at the clinic being presented as in a ]udic1a1 ttlbunal
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The facts are stated in the initial part of the article, with Ms. Desjatrdins being
identified as the witness for-the prosecution, and Andrea Pavlovski and Faye
Soniet as the witnesses for the defense. Experts from both sides are then quot-
ed, with the final plea being granted to the lawyet for the defense, Mr. Mutrphy.
Intetestingly, Casado Velarde (2013: 52) obsetved a similar more sober tone in
the testimony of the expert who argued, agamst the legahzatton of euthanasia in
the Spanish Senate heatings.

The Globe and Mail editorial, on the other hand adopts the attttude of the of-
fended patty whose rights she feels have not been respected. The patticular
mc1dent is presented as a threat to commonly accepted principles and its im-
portance is played up from the very outset of the article, in which young adult
women being obliged to have tecoutse to a walk-in clinics for sexual or tepto-
ductive. health teasons is presented as a frequent occurrence. This way of
ptesenting things constitutes an application of the “locus of quantity” atgumen-
tative strategy, according to which that which occurs frequently setves as the
basis for “the step from what is done to what should be done, from the normal
to the notm” (Petelman and Olbrechts-Tyteca 1969: 88). Later on, in patagtaph
6 of the editorial, another reference to frequency is made with a different effect.
Here it is claimed that unless the Co]lege of Physicians ptovides and enfotces
clear rules (note the implication that the cutrent rules ate unclear), “the collision
between the rights of doctots and theit patients is likely to become more com-
mon”. This is backed up by a reference to a similar incident that occurred the
week before in another Canadian city. Here the modality of probab]hty is ap-
plied to a possible increase in the frequency of conflicts between patients’ rights
and doctors’ conscientious objections to certain medical procedures The fact
of two such cases havmg occutred in the space of just one week is extrapolated
from in order to con]ure up the spectte of a growing wave of refusals to pro-
vide contraceptlon based on doctors’ personal beliefs. No teference is made
however to the number of cases of conscientious objections recotded in past
years or months. Since such incidents are regarded as a threat to established
rights, even two is felt to be a sufficient motive for alarm. As Perelman and
Olbrechts-Tyteca (1969: 106) obsetve: “inertia makes it possible to rely on the
normal, the habitual, the real and the actual and-to attach a value to: them,
whethier it s 2 matter of an existing situation, an accepted opmron ota state of
regular and continuous development”. Any change to the status quo is felt as a
threat, an offense against accepted and- settled opinion. This accounts for the
attitude adopted toward the incident 4t the medical clinic in the Giobe and Mail
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article. The fact that The Interim does not tepresent a-mainstream viewpoint on
the situation accounts for the ‘coutt of justice’-framing that the incident is given
in this publication, which invites the reader to first of all hear the facts, then
listen to the defense and the prosecution, and finally side with the defense.

All of this goes to confirm Casado Velarde’s (2010: 71) observation that
journalists employ 4 diversity of semiotic resources in order to bring ‘in’ othe
speakers and enunciators without losing the shghtest control over the direction
in which they wish to take the teadet: - ' :

Indeed the plurivocity of each textual unit and of each news medium does not
in any way tun it into a chaotic atena of vying voices; tather, the vatious voices
are carefully positioned with respect to each other by the-author of the text (or
the decision-maket in charge of the mediurm)-in finction of the ovetall message
that they wish to convey in.each hemerographical unit and in the editotial line-
followed by the medium. There is always a° dominant voice in each text that de-
cides unambiguously what the latter’s import is meant to be. Polyphony is
subotdinated to argumentative goals2.. :

As the same author also puts it, there is always a conductor leading the orches-
tta of the vatious voices convoked to express their views in each text. This is
cettainly the case for the two repotts on the same incident that have been ana-
lyzed in this study ' Lo
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