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For many centuries, the mapping of the linguistic formation of judicial discourse, the language 
used in judicial interaction, professional legislative language use, linguistic discrimination, linguistic 
politeness, manipulation, power and control have been the most important topics of linguistics and 
legal-sociological research (Vinnai 2010:155). A popular area of discourse analysis is the 
relationship between language and media, the linguistic norm of the media, analysing the mass media 
as well as the examination of legal communication in traditional and online media. In the latter, the 
media-specific characteristics of language use plays an important role. Law and language are 
considered as two separate disciplines today (Vinnai 2010:145, Sajgál 2007). 

After the series of attacks against the Roma in North Hungary, which is regarded as one of the 
most serious crimes in Hungarian criminalistics, the second instance of the criminal suit took place in 
Budapest, in May 2015. Crimes claiming the lives of Gypsies occurred in Galgagyörk, Pricse, 
Nyíradony, Tarnadob, Nagycsécs, Alsózsolca, Tatárszentgyörgy, Tiszalök and Kisléta, and were 
called in the media as ’Gypsy murders’ or ’Roma murders’. The focus of the present research is to 
study the discursive categorization of the victims and culprits through the texts which appeared in the 
media on these crimes. 

The analysis is carried out from a micro-sociolinguistic perspective. The examination is based on 
the articles appearing in the Hungarian online media (origo.hu, index.hu), accounts and a 
documentary which uses details of the suit. It creates categories during quantitative content analysis 
and takes their frequency into account. The research was inspired by a documentary made by the 
director Eszter Hajdú, called Judgment in Hungary, which focuses on the judge’s personality and 
language use. During the analysis, I considered the ratio of the categories appearing in the film and 
on newspages central. I will present these separately and compare them as well. This work examines 
the discursive categories concerning both the victims  and the culprits within the frames of 
linguistics, which distances itself from the legal and political aspects. 

The research has a qualitative approach. I created three categories as a start, and by comparing 
their ratio, I identified which category has become the most significant in the media when writing 
about either the victims or the culprits. The three categories are the following: (1) assertions 
determining group belonging, (2) expressions regarding inner characteristics, and (3) assertions 
concerning outer characteristics and looks. The research examines constative statements and 
assertives following the terminology used by Searle and Austin. In this essay, I used the words of 
professionals (judge, prosecutor, lawyers) and lay individuals (agents, witnesses, culprits). 

The aim of the study is to demonstrate how the participants in the discourse about Gypsy murders 
create the Gypsy, Roma, skinhead categories, how those who took part in the suit are categorised by 
the media, and what is the ratio of these categories in newspapers or documentaries. 

I also suggest that the press discourse, without exception, creates categories in the case of victims. 
This is true mostly for the category of group belonging. In case of the culprits, whose guilt had not 
been proved at that time, the press creates categories less often and mentions usually the outer 
characteristics or looks of the culprits.  

The results show that the suit as well as the media puts emphasis on the inner characteristics of 
the culprits if the aim is to demonstrate the personality of the offenders. The linguistic construction 
of the inner characteristics is followed by the emphasis on the outer characteristics. We can also find 



examples for expressions regarding group belonging. The press and the documentary uses these 
linguistic categories, expressions in a different ratio. As a result, my hypothesis is only partly 
justified. In the case of the victims, the texts make categorization not only on the basis of race 
(Gypsy, Roma) but also on the basis of inner (disrespectful, aggressive, threatening, worker) and 
outer characteristics (black, brown).  With reference to group belonging, on the level of discourse, 
the Gypsy category is created with the expressions Gypsy and Roma while stereotypes concerning 
complexion, for example, are not typical of the discourse. The offenders also appear as members of a 
group and are introduced with different inner and outer categories. My surmise that in the description 
of the culprits their outer characteristics are of primary importance did not prove to be correct. In the 
studied texts, the stressing of the inner characteristics was frequent (racist, anti-gypsy, Nazi, extreme, 
still in cold blood). 

However, the findings of the research clearly show that the media makes essential suggestions. 
Accordingly, anybody can be a victim, he only has to be a gypsy, or notedly, one who is thought to 
be one by his surroundings.  
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