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Abstract

This research study aims to uncover the discursive devices utilized by President Abdelaziz
Bouteflika during his speech on April 15, 1999, and those used by President Abdelmadjid
Tebboune during his speech on December 19, 2019. The study also seeks to reveal the implicit
ideologies conveyed in their speeches. The main question raised in this research is how CDA
can uncover discursive devices and ideologies in political speeches. To address our research
question and meet the requirements of our investigation, we will conduct corpus research using
corpus linguistics. Additionally, we will utilize Van Dijk’'s model of Critical Discourse Analysis
(CDA) as a framework. Consequently, analyzing the speeches using this framework requires
both a micro-level and macro-level analysis. At the micro-level, we count the frequency and
percentage of discursive devices used by both Presidents. At the macro-level, we compare the
usage of positive self-representation and negative other-representation strategies in both
Presidents' speeches. This approach allows CDA to reveal discursive devices and ideologies
present in political speeches. The findings show that the president Bouteflika used seven
devices out of 25 and used positive-self representation explicitly whilst he used negative-other
representation implicitly in his speech. Whereas, the president Tebboune used 10 devices out
of 25 and he only employs positive-self representation.
Keywords: Critical discourse analysis, discursive devices, political discourse, speech of

Abdelaziz Bouteflika, speech of Abdelmadjid Tebboune, Van Dijk’s theoretical approach
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GENERAL INTRODUCTION

Behind each word lies meaning, and behind each meaning are multiple concepts that
connect language and society. The field that studies the relationship between language and
society is called "Sociolinguistics,” which focuses on the sociological aspects of language and
the impact of factors such as age, gender, religion, and ethnicity on word usage and utterances.
Sociolinguistics provides tools and models to analyze speech and understand its semantic
meaning and implications. Among the various types of speeches, political discourses are
particularly attractive from a linguistic perspective due to their different contexts, goals, effects,
influence, and ideologies. This research serves as a written guide to selecting information about
political speeches and their linguistic analysis.

The aim of our research is to extract the discursive devices used by President
Abdelmadjid Tebboune and President Abdelaziz Bouteflika, as well as the implicit ideologies
present in their speeches. The significance of this work lies in the critical examination and
analysis of discourse to unveil political ideologies as well as its contribution to the policymaking
process by revealing the discursive construction of policies and their consequences. To achieve
this goal, we utilize corpus linguistics (corpora research) and Van Dijk's socio-cognitive model
as a framework.

Politicians often employ specific language and rhetorical styles to influence people's
thoughts and opinions. They also express their ideas and beliefs implicitly in their speeches,
making it challenging for individuals to fully comprehend their intentions. To reveal these
strategies and implicit ideas, the main question of this study is:

- How can Critical Discourse Analysis (CDA) reveal discursive devices and implicit

ideologies in political speeches?

To answer the research question, several sub-questions are considered to investigate the

broader context of our inquiry:



» What rhetorical styles are used by the participants?

» How is Van Dijk's model suitable for analyzing these speeches?

» How do the presidents persuade their audience?

» What is the effect of the presidents’ ideological stance on Algerian society?

The following hypotheses can be derived from the research questions:

+ The Presidents use various rhetorical styles such as hyperbole, metaphor, and
national self-glorification.

+ Van Dijk's model is suitable for analyzing these speeches because it specifically
focuses on political discourse.

+ The presidents persuade their audience by employing certain discursive devices.

+ The presidents' ideologies influence Algerian society by convincing them of their
viewpoints.

In order to validate or invalidate the aforementioned hypotheses, the current research is
divided into three chapters. The first chapter, is about critical discourse analysis, it provides a
broad overview of the basic terminology and the major frameworks of CDA as well as concepts
related to this field. The second chapter is dedicated to political discourse analysis and its
emergence, it aims also to show the relationship between language and politics. The third chapter
is dedicated to data collection and methodology, in addition to the analysis of the collected data

and the discussion of the findings.
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CHAPTER ONE: CRITICAL DISCOURSE ANALYSIS

Introduction

Communication is one of the basics of life, which makes it easy and tricky at the same
time. With words, humans can express their thoughts and feelings. However, the difficulty of
communication begins in translating the meaning to be conveyed. Therefore, linguists resort to
specialized methods in studying, analyzing discourse, and extracting ideologies. This chapter
simplifies the meaning of Discourse from different points of view according to several scholars,
such as Van Dijk and Sarangi. Besides, we move to Discourse Analysis explaining the basics
and theories, and then we thoroughly discuss Critical Discourse Analysis, its emergence, and its
basic principles. Finally, we shed light on the most recognized approaches of this discipline as

well as crucial concepts that are frequently repeated in CDA, such as power and ideology.

I. KEY CONCEPTS AND TERMINOLOGIES
Critical discourse analysis is an approach that examines power relations and implicit
ideologies in different types of discourse. But before discussing CDA, there are some
terminologies that are crucial to comprehend, such as discourse and discourse analysis.
Therefore, this part will be a definitions of these terminologies in detail in order to provide a
foundation for understanding CDA.

1. Defining Discourse

Linguists consider the definition of the term "Discourse” challenging, as it is difficult to
agree on a unified definition. For a start, the word "Discourse” is taken from the Latin origins
that state the meaning of "Conversation and this is what it is in the modern English vocabulary.
A class of scholars considers discourse as a manner of speech or use of language. Hence, the use
of language differs from a singular to another by taking into consideration social factors (age,

gender, social class, and educational level). ( Fairclough, 2003)
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According to( Jorgensen and Philips 2002)

« In many cases, underlying the word “Discourse” is the general idea that language is structured according
to different patterns that people's utterances follow when they take part in different domains of social life.
It means that “Discourse” imposes on the individual speaker a particular scheme to follow to produce

successful utterances and a purposeful conversation. (p.1)

Discourse refers to the way people communicate with each other in different contexts,
such as in a conversation, a discussion, a debate, or a written text. It involves the context in which
the language is used, the body language, and many other forms of communication that express
thoughts and ideas. Discourse can follow both formal and informal forms according to the
situation (speaker, goals, and setting). However, academically, discourse analysis focuses on the
study of a given language in use related to social interaction, with a focus on how language

reflects and shapes social structures, power relations, and cultural norms. (Johnstone, 2009)

Furthermore, discourse plays a significant role in shaping and values. The way people
communicate with each other through language in which it creates, reinforces, or challenges
cultural beliefs and practices. Besides, in this sense, discourse is not just a reflection of society,
but also a tool for constructing and maintaining it. For example, certain discourses may
perpetuate dominant power structures and marginalize marginalized groups. Discourses that are
based on stereotypes or biases can lead to discrimination and exclusion, while discourse that
challenges these norms can promote social justice and equality. Discourse can also be used to
shape public opinion and influence policy decisions, as politicians, media outlets, and other

influential actors use language to persuade and mobilize their audiences. (Johnstone, 2009)

On closer scrutiny of the definitions of this term, some scholars found a
separate definition. In the field of modern linguistics, the word "Discourse” represents the

relationship between language and its disorders contexts, in addition to how language can
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transmit particular thoughts and beliefs; for instance, feminism's discourse and
environmentalism's discourse are oriented to a particular social group. Furthermore, the
conceptualization of discourse varies from one linguist to another. On the one hand, Foucault

states in his words that discourse produces a specific topic and manages the centered subject.

In addition to Foucault's theory, Sarangi bases his argument in his book (2010) on the
fact that to study a global conversation in its two distinct types (spoken and written), linguists
should take into account the smallest grammatical units such as phonemes and morphemes.
Hence, the term "Discourse” can represent the shortest phrases as "Goodbye,” clauses, and even

the longest pieces of literature as novels. (Wodak & Meyer, 2001)

Discourse is the key to communication that allows humans in comprehending, expressing
and producing by which Van Dijk claims in his argument that the concept of discourse is based
on the language in use ( who, how, where, and when ) and that the context has an impact on the

spoken utterances and the manner of using terms.

Moreover, Mills (1997) adds to the previous research that discourse is a basis represented
in several fields such as politics, linguistics, and history. Discourse refers to the way in which
people communicate and exchange ideas, opinions, and information on a particular topic or issue.
It involves a structured and organized discussion, debate, or conversation among individuals or
groups who share common interests, values, or goals. Discourse can take many forms, including
verbal, written, or visual, and can be conducted in various settings, such as academic, political,

or social contexts.

2. Definition of Discourse Analysis

As stated above, discourse is related to language and context by following a particular

scheme to produce a successful utterance. The field of "Discourse Analysis” studies and analyzes
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discourses academically by following some theories and schemes. Moreover, many theories are

proposed by linguists as methods to extract national ideologies and identities.

John Flowerdrew (2008) decided that discourse analysis is a kind of discourse studies in
that its main role starts at the extraction the speech’s hidden meanings, as an illustration, the
written language, which is represented in press articles, and the spoken form, such as presidential
pre-election speeches. In two senses, discourse analysis comes with its theories to extract the
hidden meaning. Many language specialists believe that discourse analysis combines sociology

and language.

Thus, each society has its own specificities, for instance, if we tried a newspaper article
directed at the British people according to the standard of British society, it would not have the
same moral and psychological impact. Therefore, some researchers believe that DA is the main

method in the qualitative research that studies media and transmitting news and information.

Snape and Spencer (2003, p. 200) stated that Discourse analysis originates from
sociology and is about: « Examining the way knowledge is produced within different discourses

and the performances, linguistic styles, and rhetorical devices used in particular account ».

Harrison (2004) declares that discourse analysis focuses on long utterances by combining
highly successive terms and phrases. However, Dr. Hansen confirmed the importance of the
combination between language and communication, which have to be connected to the manner
of the information’s presentation, such as the formulation of utterances and exchanging
conversations. In other words, DA represents the interdisciplinary approach that seeks to

examine language in use by analyzing shapes and reflecting social realities.

This field states the relationship between language and its relations with different

disciplines such as psychology, politics, and pathology. Furthermore, it is used as a tool for
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identity extraction for social identities and their relation to power and influence. It investigate
the role of language in social and political processes, including the construction of ideology and

the formation of public opinions.

Overall, identity analysis offers a rich and nuanced approach to the study of language
and society. It provides a powerful tool for uncovering the ways in which language is used to
construct and maintain social structures and for challenging dominant discourses that perpetuate

inequalities and oppressions.

3. Discourse Markers

Discourse markers are linguistic elements that signal the relationship between different
parts of a discourse, such as conversation or written texts. They serve as connectors between
utterances or sentences, helping to indicate the structure of the discourse and the speaker’s
intention. Discourse markers can be single words, phrases, or even entire clauses. Some common
examples of discourse markers include “well,” “so,” “actually,” “you know,” “I mean,” “In other
words,” and “nevertheless. ” These markers can serve a variety of functions, such as indicating
a change in a topic, marking a contrast on concession, expressing uncertainty or hesitation, or

emphasizing a point.

Discourse markers are particularly important in spoken discourse, where they can help
speakers manage turn-taking and maintain coherence in the conversation. In written discourse,
they can help readers follow the flow of the argument and understand the author’s intentions.
While markers can be useful in facilitating communication and helping to clarify meaning, they
can also be misused or overused to ambiguity of confusion. For example, using too many types
of filler like “um” or “ah” can make a speaker sound hesitant or unsure, while using too many

connectors can make a text sound choppy or repetitive.
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4. Meta Discourse Markers

Meta discourse markers are a type of discourse marker that signals the speaker’s own
comments on the discourse itself. They are often used to indicate the speaker’s attitude or stance

towards the discourse or to comment on the process of communication itself.

29 ¢

Examples of Meta discourse markers include “I think,” “in my opinion,” “to be honest,”
“Frankly speaking,” and “as far as [ am concerned.” These markers indicate that the speaker is

expressing his own subjective perspective or evaluation of the discourse.

Some linguists state that the main function of Meta discourse markers is to indicate the

29 ¢¢

structure of a text or a speech; as an illustration, the phrases “firstly,” “secondly,” and “Finally”
signal the order of information being presented. Similarly, the phrase “in conclusion” signals the

end of a text or speech. These markers help the reader or the listener to follow the structure of

discourse and understand its organization.

Another important main function is to signal transitions between ideas. For example, the
phrases “on the other hand,” “in contrast,” and “however” are used in shifting between arguments

to clarify the relationship between the ideas and how they are connected.

On the other hand, Meta markers can be used to emphasize certain points or ideas by
using “it is important to note that,” which represents that the speaker is drawing attention to a
particular point. Similarly, the phrase “in fact” signals that the speaker is presenting evidence to

support his arguments.

Meta discourse markers can also be used to provide an indication of the speaker's or
writer’s level of certainty or doubt about what they are saying. For example, “I believe” means
that the speaker is expressing his opinion, whereas “studies show” declares that the speaker is

basing his argument on a research.
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5. Critical Discourse Analysis

Critical discourse analysis (henceforth CDA) is a method that is often used to study
different types of discourse. It is referred to as a multidisciplinary, problem-oriented sphere
because it incorporates a range of methodologies and various theoretical models from different
disciplines, but all of these approaches analyze social and political issues. Moreover, CDA
studies power abuse, inequality, and ideology that are generally hidden in discourse; it is also

concerned with the use of rhetoric that impacts people’s actions and thoughts. (Wodak, 2004)

Critical discourse analysis, or as it is called by most scholars in these late days, “critical
discourse studies,” emerged from critical linguistics in the late 1970s by some researchers,
including George Fowler and Gunther Kress at the University of East Anglia, whose approach

was based on Halliday’s systematic functional linguistics. (Wodak & Meyer, 2001)

The real debut of CDA was when Van Dijk released his journal Discourse and Society
in 1990, as well as other books published by other scholars at the same period of time.
Furthermore, In 1991, scholars like Teun Van Dijk, Theo Van Leuween, Norman Fairclough and
Ruth Wodak organized a meeting at Amsterdam University wherein they talked about critical
discourse analysis and discussed their approaches as well as different methodologies to CDA.

Ever since, CDA maintain to evolve and become a linguistics field. (Wodak & Meyer, 2001)

When talking about critical discourse analysis, the word “critical” or “critique” cannot be
disregarded; it is generally misunderstood for criticizing in a negative manner or discussing
serious or negative social and political dilemmas, whereas “critical” actually means unveiling
the hidden meanings in discourse as well as implicit ideologies and power relations. . (Wodak &

Meyer, 2001)
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6.

Tenets of CDA

Many scholars of CDA introduced principles to critical discourse analysis. Nevertheless,

the eight tenets given by Norman Fairclough and Ruth Wodak are the most widely recognized

principles. They are represented in (Van Dijk, 2011) as follows :

X/
L X4

X/
L X4

X/

L X4

X/
L X4

CDA addresses social problems : The first principle explains that critical discourse
analysis focuses on studying social phenomena like asymmetrical relations of power.
Power relations are discursive : The second principle discusses the way relationships of
power are practiced in different kinds of discourse; in other words, CDA gives attention
to the ability of powerful people in a society to affect other people’s actions and beliefs.
Discourse constitutes society and culture : This principle clarifies that discourse both
forms and is influenced by society and culture, which means that discourse influences
what and how people think about certain topics as well as influencing their behavior.
Discourse does ideological work : This principle points out that ideologies are acted upon
through discourse; they are generally implicit.

Discourse is historical: This principle highlights that taking context into account is a
necessity for comprehending discourse. And since discourses can cross between each
other and texts can refer to other texts, then interdiscursivity and intertextuality can be
incorporated in the context.

The link between text and society is mediated: The following principle draws attention to
the connections between textual analysis and sociocultural practice.

Discourse analysis is interpretative and explanatory: This principle mentions that text

and talk can be understood diversely, and this is based on the context and the spectators.
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+«+ Discourse is a form of social action: This principle explains that the main goal of CDA
is to reveal opaqueness and power relations in discourse. Moreover, CDA is a field that
seeks to alter socio-political practices.
Il. CDA MAJOR FRAMEWORKS
There are a plethora of CDA frameworks, and each one of them analyzes discourse
differently. But the most known and used frameworks are Fairclough’s three dimensional model,

Van Dijk’s socio-cognitive model, and the discourse-historical approach of Wodak.

1. Fairclough’s Three-Dimensional Model

Norman Fairclough is a professor of linguistics at Lancaster University. He is one of the
major contributors to the critical discourse analysis field, along with Gunther Kress, Ruth
Wodak, and Teun Van Dijk. He is one of the first scholars who brought up a CDA Approach.

His framework is based on Halliday’s systematic functional linguistics. ( The Lingwist, 2020)

The framework is referred to as "the Three Dimensional Model” since it consists of three
interrelated dimensions and because it analyzes language from three different perspectives,
which include: text; which can be written, oral, or visual in addition to texts that incorporates
both words and images; discursive practice, that includes processes of text production,
distribution, and consumption; also the sociocultural practice dimension. These dimensions also

presented as: description, interpretation, and explanation. ( Fairclough, 2010)

e Textual Analysis:

Fairclough (2010) considers discourse as a social practice; therefore, in this stage, it is
compulsory to concentrate on all levels of the text, including the whole formation of text,
cohesion, which presents relationships among phrases, grammar that involves transitivity and

modality, and vocabulary. Nevertheless, Fairclough provides other things in the textual analysis;
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these are interdiscursivity and conversation analysis (turn taking and force of utterances).

Moreover, this dimension is also known as the "description dimension.”

e Discourse Practice (Interpretation)

This stage involves crucial steps that need to be examined, which are text production,
text consumption, and the interpretation of text. It is requisite to give a thorough explanation of
how people make and understand texts. In the level of text production, the writer selects the
spectators and conceals beliefs in the text, whilst in the next level; the audience extracts hidden
meanings and implicit ideologies based on their assumptions, background information, and prior

experiences. . ( The Lingwist, 2020)

e Sociocultural Practice (Description)

The last dimension of the framework. This level is concerned with how discourse
functions in different social contexts with respect to issues of power and dominance. In addition,

the linkage between text and social practice is mediated by discourse practice.

Fairclough’s approach provides a link between micro and macro analysis of discursive
practice. Moreover, his approach is conducive because it is an interrelated framework; therefore,
it is not necessary to start with a certain kind of analysis as long as they are all included and

explained in detail. ( The Lingwist, 2020)

2. Van Dijk’s Socio-Cognitive Model

Teun Adrianus Van Dijk is one of the cornerstones in the CDA domain; he is a linguist
renowned for developing the socio cognitive approach of CDA. His approach sees discourse as

a social practice, in line with Fairclough’s critical approach. ( The Lingwist, 2020)
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The framework provides a broad overview of how ideology is exercised through
discourse. It is represented in the form of triangle that is made up of important
conceptualizations, which are cognition, society and discourse. That is to say, the internal
structure and function of ideology is needed to be studied rigorously; these functions are not just
cognitive; instead they can be political, social, and so forth. Further, beliefs are altered and
reproduced through socially situated language use. This model also analyzes phenomena such as

power and dominance. (Van Dijk 1998)

Van Dijk considers critical discourse analysis as a field of study that investigates power
abuse, dominance, and inequality, and how they are expressed through discourse in different
contexts. In light of this, Van Dijk’s theory, like most CDA Approaches, also aims at discussing
social issues in addition to ideology. These aforesaid dilemmas can be revealed by applying the
framework that consists of micro-level and macro-level analysis: the micro level is concerned
with rhetoric styles and coherence; it is needed in this level to identify the discursive devices and
count the frequency and percentage of their usage and the next level has to do with in-groups
and out-groups description in which, it is needed to identify the positive-self representation and

the negative-other representation strategies and see their usage.

He identifies different sorts of social power, which are: power as control when a group
dominates another group in the sense that they have the ability to control their actions; coercion
power, which is generally exercised by men or armed force since such power requires strength
and violence; in addition to persuasive power that has to do with the beliefs, in other words, the

control is no more over actions rather than the minds of people. (Van Dijk, 1998)

Further, in order to examine ideologies that are covered in discourse, Van Dijk proposes
an ideological square. It extracts ideologies from two different groupings known as “us and

them,” which Van Dijk calls “in-group and out-group.” He basically positively describes the
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in-group members by calling attention to their good things and overlooking their bad things. On
the contrary, he presents the out-group members negatively or neutrally, depending on the

context. (Van Dijk, 1998, p. 267)

Additionally, Van Dijk (2006) identifies 25 discursive devices that need to be analyzed,
these devices are divided into different categories like rhetoric, meaning, argumentation, topos,
and so on. The purpose behind them is to demonstrate how different ideologies are expressed in
various contexts in discourse. They are euphemism, hyperbole, irony, metaphor, vagueness,
lexicalization, disclaimers, implication, Presupposition, example/illustration, comparison,
authority, categorization, actor description, evidentiality, generalization, consensus,
counterfactuals, national self-glorification, burden, victimization, norm expression,

polarization/us-them categorization, number game, populism. (pp. 735-739)

o Definition of the Discursive Devices

¢+ Actor Description: Actor description is a strategy in which politicians describe in-group
members and out-group members, positively or negatively. According to the viewpoint
of the politician giving the description. (Van Dijk, 2006)

« Authority: Authority is an argumentative strategy in which politicians mention
authorities, presidents, or international organizations to persuade the audience and to talk
about the achievements of the country. (Van Dijk, 2006)

<+ Burden ( topos) : Topos is a strategy used by presidents to talk about the financial or
human losses of their in-groups to gain support and empathy of the audience. (Van Dijk,
2006)

+« Categorization: Categorization is classifying people into groups, based on several factors
such as, race, ethnicity, gender, and so on. It is used in political discourse that involves

“others” to categorize individuals into in-groups and out-groups. (Van Dijk, 2006)
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«+ Comparison: Generally speaking, comparison stresses similarities and differences
between two things. It is utilized in political discourse to compare in-groups and out-
groups in order to support a strong claim. (Van Dijk, 2006)

¢+ Consensus : Consensus is a political strategy employed in political discourse to defend a
country when facing a threat, for example, immigration. (Van Dijk, 2006)

« Counterfactuals: A counterfactual is a sentence that describes what something or
somebody would be like if some circumstances were different. (Van Dijk, 2006)

¢+ Disclaimers: Disclaimers are frequently used in political discourse to support one’s
stance while simultaneously undermining those of others, by highlighting one’s positive
self characteristics whilst concentrating on others’ negative characteristics. (Van Dijk,
2006)

+«+ Euphemism: Euphemism is a rhetorical strategy used in political discourse to prevent the
formation of negative impressions by using a phrase that is less negative, more vague.
(Van Dijk, 2006)

+« Evidentiality: Evidentiality refers to the way spokesmen provide evidence to support
their arguments. This can be through many strategies, such as referring to authorities and
organizations or by providing precise information regarding how or where the speaker
received their information. (Van Dijk, 2006)

< Example/ Hlustration: Illustration is an argumentation strategy used by politicians by
giving concrete evidence to support their arguments. It can be accomplished by giving
an example or telling a story, since the audience can be more emotionally affected by
concrete stories, which are often easier to remember than abstract reasoning. (Van Dijk,

2006)
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o
*

*

Generalization: Generalization is to make broad assertions about a certain group or
phenomenon; this can be by applying positive or negative characteristics of the group.
(Van Dijk, 2006)

«+ Hyperbole: Hyperbole is a rhetorical device that involves using exaggeration to
emphasize a point or to leave a permanent impression on the audience by stressing
negative traits of “others” and diminishing positive characteristics of the "in-groups ".
(Van Dijk, 2006)

< Implication: Implication refers to the meaning that is applied or used implicitly in
discourse, which can be understood by the audience based on their common knowledge.
(Van Dijk, 2006)

¢+ lrony: lrony is a rhetorical technique in which the opposite of what is intended is said,
generally for humorous effect. It is used in debates to make allegations or criticism in a
less harsh manner than a straight allegation. (Van Dijk, 2006)

+« Lexicalization: Lexicalization is the process of expressing opinions and concepts by
choosing certain lexical items that present in-groups positively and out-groups
negatively. (Van Dijk, 2006)

%+ Metaphor: Metaphor is a persuasive rhetorical technique that involves describing
something in terms of something else to make complicated ideas more concrete,
understandable, and comman. (Van Dijk, 2006)

« National self-glorification: National self-glorification is used in political discourse. It is
presenting one’s own country positively by praising the country, traditions, and history.
(Van Dijk, 2006)

<+ Norm expression: Norm expression is conveying the norms of behavior that are expected

in certain situations. As Van Dijk explains it, “What one should or should not do.” (Van

Dijk, 2006, p. 738)
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Number game: Number game is an argumentation strategy that involves the utilization
of numbers and statistics in order to increase the credibility of the speaker and convince
the audience. (Van Dijk, 2006)

Polarization: Polarization is categorizing people into in-groups and out-groups based on
certain characteristics such as perspectives, ideologies, and so on. It also involves
describing in-groups positively and out-groups negatively. (Van Dijk, 2006 )

Populism: Populism means that society is divided into two groups, in which the interests
of ordinary people are ignored by the elite group. (Van Dijk, 2006 )

Presupposition: Presupposition refers to the meaning implied in discourse; it is used to
persuade people about particular propositions without providing explicit evidence. (Van
Dijk, 2006 )

Vagueness: Vagueness is talking about concepts in a general way, by using expressions
that lack precise meaning or by the use of quantifiers like a lot, many, and so on. (Van
Dijk, 2006)

Victimization: Victimization is the categorization of people into two groups to emphasize
the negative characteristics of out-groups and represent in-groups as a victim. (Van Dijk,
2006)

Wodak’s Discourse Historical Approach

Ruth Wodak is one of the main characters in the realm of Critical Discourse studies. She

is a professor of linguistics at University of Vienna, who developed a theory called the Discourse

Historical approach.(Lancaster University, n.d) This approach is multidisciplinary and uses

diverse methods; it examines political discourse and discourses about bias and racism, one of the

main objectives of her model is to show the connection between fields of action, genres, texts,

and discourses. (Wodak & Meyer, 2001)
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The Discourse Historical approach is a triangulatory approach that uses multiple methods
and takes the background information and historical background of the issues analyzed into
consideration. The purpose of this approach is not to show the problems examined as positive or
negative, but rather to make them clear and translucent. Also, the context in this model is

historically comprehended. (Reisigl &Wodak, 2009)

Wodak believes that discourse and discourse topics can overlap and cross between fields;
in other words, they are linked to each other. Therefore, intertextuality and interdiscursivity are
crucial aspects of her model. She clarifies that intertextuality is when text refers to other or
previous texts, and this could be in a multiple ways: by referring to the same incidents and events
in other texts, or exchanging arguments from text to text, and so on. Whereas interdiscursivity is

a crossing between discourses. (Reisigl &Wodak, 2009, p. 88- 90)

Wodak (2001, p..93) sums up the main steps used in her Discourse Historical approach:

e Gathering data about the text.

e Founding intertextuality and interdiscursivity after determining the genre that the
text pertains to.

e Forming research questions based on the problem examined.

e Setting up the questions to linguistic categorizations.

e Employing the categories to the text and trying to comprehend meanings arising
from the questions by using different methods.

e Formulate an outline of the context of the text.

e Understanding the object of investigation adequately.
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IIl.  CONCEPTS RELATED TO CDA
Ideology, power, and rhetoric are some of the terms that are regularly employed in the
field of CDA and are important to be familiar with. The following paragraphs provide an

explanation of these concepts.

1. Ideology

The concept of “ideology” is a contentious term that carries a negative meaning; it is
defined as sort of idea as well as a set of beliefs. Its bad signification dates back to Marx and
Engels, who consider ideologies to be a type of “false consciousness,” and it is used in contrast
to real knowledge. In that matter, (Knight, 2006, as cited in Wodak and Meyer 2009) mentioned
that « it is not easy to capture ideology as a belief system and simultaneously to free the concept

from negative connotations. » (p. 625)

Ideology is both social and cognitive; socially, it means that members of a community
who belong to a particular group share the same beliefs. Besides, ideologies resemble languages.
Therefore, just as there are no private languages, there are no private ideologies. Whereas,
cognitively means ideologies, which are considered to be a system of ideas, are preserved in
long-term storage. Moreover, ideology permits misuse of power by authorities; when passive
groups consider dominant ideology as a normal thing, then it can spread quickly in society. Also,

Beliefs are used in modern politics to describe political thoughts. (Van Dijk, 2006)

Ideology is a topic of concern in critical discourse analysis, especially the hidden type of
ideologies that are applied in discourse through manipulation. Therefore, CDA has some
strategies in order to reveal the implicit ideologies and some of the several methods to detect
them are: lexical choice, which is the selection of terms in certain texts that makes the ideology
clear; agency (through personification and nominalization); modality like the use of adjectives

and adverbs; and lastly, point of view through personal narration, which describes personal
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opinions including emotions; impersonal narration that appears in the third person; and assertive
phrases; as well as authorial voice, in which the author explains thoughts of characters of the text

without giving any personal views. (Jackson & Stockwell, 2011, pp. 196-198)

2. Power

Power is a nebulous concept that is mentioned in the majority of critical discourse
analysis approaches, particularly social power. In fact, it is seen as inequality between groups in
a community. By “social power,” it is not meant just the physical power or that it is based on
violence, which is known as coercive power, but also the power of influencing people’s thoughts
and opinions, in other words, the persuasion power. There are other forms of social power as
well, such as control, which is manifested in controlling actions of other groups. ( Van Dijk,

2015)

Other than social power, which is renowned as « the control of one group over other
group », another type of power exists, and that is power abuse. Power abuse basically occurs
when dominant people have control over discourse, for instance, politicians, who have the ability
to control political discourse, that is to say, when they dominate influential Text and talk, they
are considered to be powerful. However, not everyone can have access or are powerful to the
extent that they control discourse. This kind of power is exercised in official text and talk like
political discourse, media discourse, and so forth. Additionally, if people can practice power in
discourse, they can dominate the minds of others in the sense that they can shape and change

their opinions. ( Van Dijk, 2015)

Moreover, CDA is interested in power. It focuses on social power abuse and inequality
and how they are exercised through various types of discourse. In addition, it examines the

outcomes of these problems in discourse. ( Van Dijk, 2015)
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3. Rhetoric

Rhetoric is known as the art of persuasion in language. It is used in discourse with the
intention of informing and convincing people. The origin of the term “rhetoric” is traced back to
the Latin word “rhetorice,” which is derived from the Greek term “rhetoiktetekhne,” which
means “art of oratory.”( Etymoonline, 2021) Previously, rhetoric was used often in speeches
rather than written texts. However, now it includes visual rhetorics like videos in addition to
speeches and written works. Its scope is not really undefined since it has always been debated
by scholars. For ancient scholars, rhetoric is related only to political discourse, while

contemporary scholars have broadened it to almost all fields. ( Masterclass, n.d)

In the view of John Holmes (1739) rhetoric is speaking beautifully and ornately. Besides

he considers it to be an art of persuasion. He defines it as:

A. RHETORIC is the Art of Speaking or Writing well and ornamentally on any Subject. Its Principal End
is to Instruct, Persuade, and Please. Its Chief Office is to seek what may be most conducive to Persuasion.

B. the Subject it treats on is any Thing whatever, whether it be Moral, Philosophical, or Divine. (p. 1)

In addition, in the field of rhetoric, Aristotle offers three techniques to persuade an
audience, these are ethos, pathos, and logos. He describes Ethos as the strategy by which the
author persuades people that he is a reliable source and is deserving of their attention. Pathos is
used by the writer to convince his readers by playing with their feelings, one purpose of pathos
is to make the audience feel the same way the author needs them to, whether that be a positive
or negative emotion. Logos, on the other hand, is about logic; it occurs when the author uses
factuals and supports ideas with commonsensical evidence for the purpose of persuading viewers

and listeners. ( Ethos, Pathos, Logos Definition and Examples, 2005)
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Conclusion

In general, this chapter emphasizes the value of critical discourse analysis as a method
for examining the ways in which language is used to convey ideas and form social reality.
Also, it stresses how crucial discourse analysis is for understanding the intricate and effective
ways in which language is used to clarify ideas and reveal beliefs. It also highlights the main
concepts that are often used in CDA realm and major theories that are used to analyze

discourse.
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CHAPTER TWO: POLITICAL DISCOURSE ANALYSIS

Introduction

In the last years, researchers in the critical discourse analysis field have focused their
attention on analyzing political discourse. In light of this, this chapter provides an overview of
political discourse and political discourse analysis; it highlights the importance of language and
body language used by politicians when delivering their speeches. In addition, it addresses
political speeches thoroughly as well as the topics discussed in them and the gender differences

in political speeches.

I. POLITICAL DISCOURSE

Political discourse studies political topics; it is the discourse of politicians or political
organizations like governments and Congress, whether that is orally or written. Thus, referring
to political discourse as related only to actors, events, or institutions would be an inadequate
definition because it does not involve only politicians and leaders but also citizens, people who

vote for presidents, minority groups, and so on. ( Van Dijk, 1997)

Political discourse is generally about politics since it addresses political matters, political
systems, and ideologies. Politicians talk about elections, themselves as candidates, and why
people should vote for them; they also discuss their policies, as well as other presidents’ poor
policies. However, political text and talk can almost be about any subject because, other than the

political field, they incorporate issues from other social fields. (Van Dijk, 1997, p. 26)

Moreover, political text and talk involve discourses about immigration, minority groups,
and exiles, in which politicians ascribe these groups negatively or unfavorably, which leads, as
a result, to the spread of racism in communities. In other terms, political discourse, especially

that of elites, may skillfully influence people’s opinions. ( Van Dijk, 1997)




CHAPTER TWO :POLITICAL DISCOURSE ANALYSIS

Also, political discourse discusses other phenomena outside racism and immigration,
such as relations of power, bias, as well as group interests which are generally hidden or implicit
in discourse; these subjects have lately been examined from the perspectives of discourse

analysis and critical discourse analysis. (Van Dijk, 1997, pp. 39-44)

Il.  POLITICAL DISCOURSE ANALYSIS

Political Discourse Analysis (referred to as PDA) concentrates on the examination of the
political text and talk that are created by politicians, namely, presidents, ministers, members of
parliament, the government, etc. On the other hand, PDA is also a critical activity in the sense
that it focuses on the exercise of power abuse, domination, and the struggle over power in
political discourse, as well as the results of such activities in a society like inequality between
social groups. Also, CDA explains and analyzes the rhetorical strategies that are used in political
speeches, along with their purpose of usage. Additionally, PDA analyzes political ideologies,
which are characterized as a shared set of beliefs among political groupings. Democracy,

liberalism, and communism are examples of political ideologies. (Fairclough, 2012)

Political discourse analysis is pertinent to the emerging interdisciplinary field of
discourse studies. In fact, linguists and discourse analysts make up the vast majority of pioneers
who study PDA. However, the actual relationship between politics and language goes back to
Aristotle’s politics, in which he characterizes humans with the capacity of speech, which is useful
in distinguishing between things that are fair and unfair, good and bad, right and wrong, helpful

and damaging, and so forth. (Fairclough, 2012, p. 19)

Aristotle draws a linkage between the political essence of humans and the influence of
words; according to him, the purpose of speech in politics is related to rhetoric, which seeks to

persuade an audience by using words that will have an impact on them, and so consequently, the
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use of language is vital for political practices. Since politics also aims to influence people’s

thoughts and opinions through the power of speech. (Fairclough, 2012, p. 19)

In the 18th century, the power of language was questionable; however, rhetoricians and
politicians kept using their rhetorical skills. After almost two centuries, linguistics experienced
a significant advancement, and researchers started to consider language as an innate component
of the human brain. Nevertheless, they did not focus deeply on the relationship between language
and politics, but rather on the language as associated with syntax and isolated from other

faculties. (Chilton, 2004, preface)

Other European scholars were interested in the way language was used in society. In
Germany, the Frankfurt School and critical theory pioneers like Habermas made the strongest
connection between language and politics. Besides, the relationship between language and
politics was a subject of interest in the fields of linguistics and humanities. (Chilton, 2004,

preface)

In England, a group of researchers led by Fowler developed critical linguistics. They did
not adopt Chomsky’s theory, which regards language as an innate component in the mind, but
they based their theory on Halliday’s systematic functional linguistics, which views language as
a social activity. These researchers and the scholars of CDA used language to fight social

problems like inequality and racism as well as political concepts like ideas and beliefs.

All of these domains that link language with politics and culture contributed to the

emergence of Political Discourse Analysis. (Chilton, 2004, preface)

Political linguistics, which emerged in Germany, was the first trial in establishing a field
or a discipline to study political text and talk. Most of the works about language and politics

emerged in that period of time, especially through scholars like Hanold Lasswell and Nathan
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Leitess. All of those studies appeared mostly because of the utilization of propaganda in the
Second World War (Wodak in Voda 2009) as another weapon to control the minds and opinions
of people; this led the researchers to concentrate on the language that was used to manipulate

public opinion.

Since 1990, research in the domain of political discourse has continued to develop, starting with
sociological and sociolinguistic methods, it enlarged to include the language use of political
institutions, and finally to the distinctive oratory skills of politicians in political speeches. (Voda

2009)

I11.  LANGUAGE OF POLITICS

Political orators are the most renowned speakers for their remarkable capacity of
persuading audiences. Although they represent a huge variety of viewpoints and ideologies, they

can fascinate people with their skills in influencing public opinion. (Atkinson, 1984 )

Politicians are acutely conscious of the significance of audience responses to their
speeches, and so they use certain strategies in order to manipulate crowds and catch their
attention. Some of their strategies involve the use of rhetoric, which, as mentioned earlier, targets
feelings, logic, and character.( Beard, 2000) In addition to Rhetoric, they use other techniques,

which are:

1. The List of Three

A list of three is one of the most common techniques used by politicians to win the
audience’s attention and acceptance of their talk. Actually, it is not used only in political speeches
but also in normal parlance since it is employed to give a meaning of completion. In political
discourse, these lists are commonly a repetition of one word or various terms that share the same

meaning and significance. Nevertheless, their influence does not depend completely on the
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repetition of the terms but also on the body language and the voice tone of the speaker. For

example: Education, Education, Education. (Beard, 2000)

2. Contrastive Pairs

Politicians use contrastive pairs consistently in their speeches. It is also known as
« antithesis » in the domain of rhetoric. As opposed to the list of three, which consists of three
pieces that basically complete one another, contrastive pairs contain only two components that
are, in some respects, contradictory but, in all other respects, apply repetition to give a full

impact, such as: One small step for man: One giant leap for mankind (Beard, 2000)

3. Metaphor, Metonymy, and Analogy

Metaphor and metonymy are both employed in political language, and despite the fact
that they represent only one part of political discourse, they serve as helpful places to begin with

when examining politicians' language and detecting their ideologies.

Metaphor is basically comparing between two conceptualizations; it is utilized not only in
political speeches but also used in casual discourse. The metaphors in politics generally
originated from sport and war since both include a kind of competition and force, so they are
frequently used by politicians in elections. Whereas metonymy occurs when a concept is
identified by a thing or another idea that is related to it, nonetheless, it does not represent the
entire thing and the exact meaning. Therefore, metonymy can impact how the crowd views and

feels about the original idea. . (Beard, 2000)

Additionally, analogy is used to present politicians' beliefs as well. It is a comparison
between two dissimilar things that share some aspects together, so analogy explains that if these
two objects share some things together, then as a result, they have other features in common as

well. . (Beard, 2000)
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4. Pronoun Reference

Referencing a pronoun is used in political discourse as a persuasion method. Politicians
refer to specific pronouns such as « you » or « we » to give the public the feeling of being targeted

in person.

« You » addresses the whole public, including people who watch the politicians talk in
their houses, and not just one person, « we » on the other hand, denotes unity and completeness
of people. Therefore, politicians like to imply pronoun reference strategy to manipulate the
crowd that they accept politicians’ views and beliefs despite the efforts they make to persuade

the audience. (Beard, 2000)

Politicians use language to manipulate and persuade people, but they also use other
strategies to gain public positive responses and cheering, like clapping for them. These strategies

are:

5. Favorable References to Persons

Favorable references to individuals are employed in multiple public situations outside of
political conferences. They are often seen at the start and closing of political speeches. Favorable
references are usually utilized to introduce the next speaker. Hence, politicians praise the person

introduced in order to increase the appreciation of the public. (Atkinson, 1984, p.35)

6. Favorable References to « us »

Another method that frequently elicits a positive response or applause from the crowds
IS praising « our groups » or « us » by using statements that express favorable assessments about
« our accomplishments. » It is not only used by the elites but is also used by representatives of

minorities when talking about their expectations for politicians’ promises.
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In addition, it includes mentioning « them » or « others » negatively as evil or feeble.
However, when politicians talk about « them » in a bad manner, they do it explicitly to win the

audience’s trust and positive response. (Atkinson, 1984)

7. Unfavorable References to « Them »

Unfavorable references to « them » or « the other » is a powerful technique to boost the
confidence and unity of the audience. Politicians use it to take advantage of the opportunity to
paint a picture of « them » as the antagonist, the threat, and the real reason for « our » issues.
This technique was used by many presidents, such as Adolf Hitler, because the audience always

reacts positively to it. (Atkinson, 1984, p.40)

8. Projecting a Name

Is a type of « claptrap » that is used by politicians as a trick to make the audience applaud
for them. Politicians use this strategy by identifying the individual, describing him briefly, and
finally naming him. This gives the crowd a chance to recognize that it is time to show their

approval and cheer.

At the start of sentences that project a name, there are terms like « now » or « however »
that are frequently used since they give spokesmen an uncomplicated manner to let the public
know he is about to start speaking about another thing from what was discussed before; that
deserves more attention and appreciation. However, it is not necessary for the individual called
to be presented directly; spokesmen occasionally mention the person implicitly and let the crowd

predict who he is. (Atkinson, 1984)

IV. POLITICAL BODY LANGUAGE

Politicians’ body language can play a key role in their communication strategy. By being

mindful of their non-verbal cues, politicians can effectively communicate their message and
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build a connection with their audience. Political body language refers to gestures and non-verbal
communication to convey a message and establish authority. This term can include facial

expressions, hand gestures, posture, and even clothing choices. . ( Political marketer, 2021)

First of all, politicians often use hand gestures to emphasize their points or show
confidence. For example, they may use a « thumbs up » gesture to show approval or a « pointing
finger » gesture to emphasize a particular point. Besides, facial expressions are another important
aspect of political body language by which politicians may use a variety of expressions, such as
smiling, frowning, or furrowing their brows, to convey their emotions and feelings as a message.

( Political marketer, 2021)

Furthermore, the speaker often uses postures to convey his authority and confidence. He
may stand up straight with his shoulders back and chest out and use eye contact with people
while speaking and also have a handshake, or they may lean forward to emphasize a point and
avoid being severe. In addition, his clothing choice plays a serious role as an important aspect of
political body language. He may choose to wear certain colors or styles of clothing in order to
convey a particular image to represent, such as professionalism and being aware that he
represents himself in public. As an illustration, The Jordanian official hat, called «Thagiyah, »
and a scarf-like head cover, which are worn by their king and his court, represent royalty and

strength. . ( Political marketer, 2021)

Political attitudes, beliefs, and ideologies are shaped by a variety of factors, including
our upbringing, education, and life experiences. Social psychology can help us understand how
people form these beliefs to make their speeches and how these speeches can be influenced by
factors such as identity, social norms, and cognitive biases. However, effective political
communication requires an understanding of how people process information and makes

judgments, and using communication research as a helpful tool to understand how to make
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messages that are persuasive and effective in changing others’ attitudes and behaviors . ( Day

Translations, 2018)

Thus, it is important to note that political body language can vary depending on cultural
and regional differences. What is considered appropriate or effective body language in one
culture may not be in another. According to Asian body language, some gestures that could be
universally accepted are considered as rude or taboo in the political speeches of this region, such

as the handshake, V sign, and pointing fingers. ( Day Translations, 2018)

V. FIELDS RELATED TO POLITICAL DISCOURSE
Political discourse is related to other fields such as, phonetics, phonology and all that have to do

with sounds, under the name of prosody. Political discourse is also related to grammar.

1. Prosody and Politics

Researchers concentrate on the language use and body language of politicians in political
discourse; however, they also focus on the utilization of phonetics and phonological features by
politicians in order to achieve some effects on the audience, as some studies show that the way
orators sound affects the way the crowd views them in terms of their cleverness, attractiveness,

and reliability. (Wilson, 2015)

Studies in prosody in politics demonstrate that politicians are fluid in using rhythm and
brief pauses in a suitable place while talking in order to persuade people and make them vote, as
well as changing the rate of articulation according to their position, which indicates a person’s

power. (Wilson, 2015)

Prosody is also incorporated with pragmatics and discourse; according to scholars, lexical
and syntactical elements can be combined with tone and intonation, or what is known as

suprasegmental traits, to produce unique political impacts. They indicate that prosodic aspects
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in political arguments can correspond to arguing purposes such as irony. Therefore, sounds are
crucial to understand when examining political discourse. Thus, this section merits deeper
research in order to comprehend how it interacts with other sections of discourse-making.

(Wilson, 2015)

2. Grammar and Politics

In 1997, Roger Fowler, Gunther Kress, and other scholars developed their theory based
on Halliday’s SFL, which considers language as a « social activity. » They proposed that
language’s surface realization designates the modification of a fundamental truth. In this
perspective, they see grammar as a study of social and cognitive features, and consider politics
and beliefs as manifested through grammatical structure. This kind of language analysis is
recognized as "critical linguistics. » Since then, this theory has developed, and it is considered

to be an important element of CDA nowadays.

Despite the fact that grammar continues to be a key explanation of how ideology,
dominance, and power are formed through linguistic structures, some pioneers argue that CDA
shifts «linguistic » to an « interdisciplinary » and «multi-methodic » stage. Van Dijk on the other
hand, views critical discourse analysis not as a « method» but rather as a critical theory fulfilled
by discourse analysts, who are interested in politics, which aims to employ various
methodologies to analyze abuse of power and inequality between groups in a community. (

Wilson, 2015, p.781)

In addition, CDA has been reviewed for its assertion that it can corroborate types of
power abuse through linguistic analysis. Because of its critical focus, theorists like Widdowson
content that CDA is related to sociology or to sociopolitics but not linguistics. Furthermore,
political discourse is likely influenced by the political critique of political text and talk used for

political objectives.
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In the past twenty years, one of the most rapidly developing fields of applied linguistics
has been the critical theory to language, specifically political text and talk. Most CDA
researchers have contributed to the field of political discourse, such as Norman Fairclough and

Van Dijk. ( Wilson, 2015)

Critical analysts define political discourse as the utilization of words, sentences,
grammatical relations, and discursive positioning for reasons, such as concealing or distributing
responsibility in a particular manner or categorizing people or groups into different categories

that fulfill specific political ends.

The speaker chooses which one to use according to his purposes, whether he wants people
to empathize with the victim or hint at some sort of personal accountability on their end, which
means the choice of words is «systematic » and may represent options present in the language’s

grammatical system. (Wilson, 2015)

At the stage of «transitivity," for example, choices can be between many related and
separate processes; these processes encompass the « material, » which presents «what
happened, » and the « mental » which indicates how things are comprehended or experienced
and so on. In other words, transitivity contributes to view who does what to whom and the reason

behind the action.

Indeed, choices can be made at different grammatical stages for particular stages, but
sometimes a particular production does not ensure a particular understanding. For example, the
speaker wants to stress one group over the other by saying «Police arrested the thief» or «The
thief was arrested by Police,» since both have the same linguistic system and can change passive
phrases into active phrases and vice versa, the comprehension of these statements may not be

influenced by the structure. (Wilson, 2015)
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Additionally, in sentences that lack agent, responsibility can be evaded, since there is no
identifiable subject for the activities; however, in actual texts, sentences do not stand alone and
the subject can be understood from earlier statements. Similarly, in critical discourse analysis,
Fairclough emphasizes the significance of intertextuality and mentions that texts are interrelated

to each other and do not stand alone. (John Wilson, 2015)

VI. POLITICAL SPEECHES

Political speeches have a significant influence on public opinion and can shape the way
people think about political issues. They can inspire people to support a particular candidate or
cause, and they can also influence policy decisions. However, Political speeches are an important
tool used by political leaders to convey their message to the public. These speeches serve as a
means to communicate their policies and ideas to their constituents and inspire them to support
their agenda. Political speeches are also used as a means of persuasion, to win over undecided

voters, and to rally supporters to the cause. (Ecanvasser, n.d)

The structure of political speeches usually follows a set of patterns. They start with an
introduction, where the speaker establishes their credibility and connects with the audience. This
is followed by the main scheme of the speech, while the speaker outlines their policies and
thoughts. The main body is usually divided into several sections, each focusing on a specific
topic. The speech ends with a conclusion, where the speaker summarizes their key points and

main ideas and leaves the audience with a call of action. ( Ecanvasser, n.d)

Furthermore, the language used in political speeches is often designed to inspire and
motivate the audience. Political leaders used rhetorical devices such as repetition, alliteration
and metaphors to emphasize their key points and create a memorable message. They also use
emotional appeals to connect with the audience and persuade them to support their policies. (

Ecanvasser, n.d)
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One of the most famous political speeches in history is the « | Have a Dream » speech
delivered by Martin Luther King Jr. in 1963. This speech, delivered at the March on Washington
for Jobs and Freedom, called for an end to racial discrimination and segregation in the United
States. King’s use of rhetorical devices and his powerful delivery helped to inspire the civil rights

movement and led to significant changes in American society. ( Ecanvasser, n.d)

Another famous political speech is the « Yes We Can » speech delivered by Barack
Obama in 2008. This speech, delivered after Obama won the lowa caucus, called for hope and
change in American politics. Obama’s use of the phrase « Yes We Can » became a rallying cry

for his supporters and helped to inspire a generation of young people to involve in politics.

Political speeches can shape the way people think about life and political issues by
framing the debate. Political leaders use language and rhetoric to frame the issues in a particular
way, which can influence how people perceive those issues. For example, a political leader who
frames an issue as a matter of ‘national security’ can make people more likely to support

politicians who prioritize security over other concerns. ( Ecanvasser, n.d)

In addition, another way that political speeches can influence public opinion is through
their use of symbols and imagery. Politicians often use symbols and imagery to convey their
message and create a sense of unity and purpose among their supporters. For example, a
politician who uses the American flag in his speech can create a sense of patriotism and national

pride among his supporters. ( Ecanvasser, n.d)

Writing a successful political speech can be a challenging task, but it can also be very
rewarding when done effectively. Here are some tips to help the reader to write a correct political

speech (Pathways to Politics, n.d)
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1. Understand Your Audience: Before you start to write a political speech, it is
important to understand who your audience is. Who are you talking to? What are
their interests and values?

2. Have a Clear Message: Your speech should have a clear message that you want
to convey to your audience by identifying the key points and avoiding ambiguity.

3. Use Rhetorical Devices: Rhetorical devices are powerful tools that can help you
make your own speech more memorable and impactful.

4. Be Authentic: your audience wants to hear from someone genuine and authentic.
You should speak from the heart and use personal anecdotes or experiences to
illustrate your points. Moreover, avoid using language that sounds too rehearsed
or scripted.

5. Use Emotional Appeals: People are more likely to be moved by a speech that
connects with them emotionally. Use emotional appeals to tap into your
audience’s values and beliefs. You can use stories and metaphors to illustrate your

points and create an emotional connection with your audience.

On the other hand, political speeches can influence policy decisions by putting pressure
on politicians to take action. Political leaders who deliver powerful speeches can inspire their
supporters to take action and demand to change their elected officials. This can lead to policy

changes that reflect the concerns and priorities of the people. (Pathways to Politics, n.d)

1.  The Use of Humor in Political Speeches

The use of humor in political speeches can be effective if used appropriately and in
moderation. It can help politicians to connect with their audience and convey their message in a
more memorable way, but it should be done in a way that does not offend or alienate anyone.(

Benjamins, n.d)



CHAPTER TWO :POLITICAL DISCOURSE ANALYSIS

+ Self-Deprecating Humor: Politicians sometimes use self-deprecating humour to
show that they are aware of their flaws and can make fun of themselves. This can
help to humanize them and make them seem more relatable to their audience.

+ Satire: Politicians may use satire to criticize their opponents or draw attention to
an issue in a humorous way. This can be effective, as it can make people think
about the issue in a different way and encourage them to take action.

+ lrony: Politicians may use irony to show the contrast between what they are
saying and what is actually happening. This can be a powerful way to highlight a
problem or issue that needs to be addressed.

+ .Jokes: Politicians may use jokes to lighten the mood or to make a point in a more
entertaining way. However, it is important for politicians to be careful with their
jokes, as they can easily be misinterpreted or offend some people.(Oxford
Bibliographies, 2022)

2. Gender Differences in Political Speeches

It's important to note that these differences are not absolute and can vary depending on
the individual and the context of the speech. Additionally, it's important to avoid making

assumptions based solely on gender and to focus on the content and substance of the speech.

Word Choice: Both men and women disappear in giving political speeches, especially
with regard to the vocabulary used. In public speeches, women tend to use words expressing

feelings and relationships, unlike men, who rely on words expressing competition and power

Tone: Women are known for their low tone, which is an indication of softness and the
selection of polite words, in contrast to men, who have a sharp tone and direct vocabulary, which

is an indication of strength.
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Nonverbal Cues: Women may use more nonverbal cues such as smiling and nodding to
convey agreement or support, while men may use more physical gestures to convey dominance

or authority.

Topic Selection: Women may focus on issues related to social justice and equality, while

men may focus on issues related to economic growth and national security.

3. Emotions in Political Speeches
Emotions are considered as means of special influence in the political field, with an
influential discourses by spreading feelings such as fear, happiness, hope, anger, and gratitude

in order to change beliefs and take certain actions

Some of the most commonly used emotions in political speeches include fear, anger,
happiness, and empathy. Fear is often used to emphasize the dangers of a particular policy or
course of action, while anger can be used to rally supporters and mobilize them into action.
Happiness and hope are used to inspire positive change, while empathy can be used to connect

with people on a personal level and demonstrate understanding of their concerns and needs.

( Ecpr, n.d)

However, the use of emotions in political speeches can also be problematic if they are
manipulative or insincere. Politicians may use emotional appeals to distract from the substance
of their arguments or to hide their true intentions. Therefore, it is essential for politicians to use
emotions in a responsible and ethical way by being authentic and transparent in their
communication and by using emotions to foster empathy and understanding rather than division

and conflict. .( Ecpr, n.d)
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4. Topics in Political Speeches
Political speeches can cover a wide range of topics, depending on the context, the speaker,

and the audience. Some common topics in political speeches include:

» Economic Policy: This can include discussions of taxes, government spending,
job creation, trade policy, and other economic issues.

» Social Policy: Topics in this category might include healthcare, education,
housing, and social welfare programs.

> National Security and Foreign Policy: This can include discussions of defense
spending, military intervention, diplomatic relations with other countries, and
international trade agreements.

» Civil Rights and Social Justice: Topics in this category might include race
relations, gender equality, disability rights, and other issues related to social
justice.

» Environmental Policy: This can include discussions of climate change, pollution,
natural resource management, and energy policy.

» Immigration Policy: This can include discussions of border security, immigration
reform, and the rights of immigrants.

> Political Reform: Topics in this category might include campaign finance reform,
voting rights, and other issues related to the functioning of democracy.

» Healthcare Policy: This can include discussions of healthcare access, insurance,
and healthcare reform.

» Education Policy: This can include discussions of school funding, curriculum,
and education reform.

> Infrastructure Policy: This can include discussions of transportation, public

works, and other infrastructure-related issues.
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Conclusion

In this chapter, we have seen the impact of the political speeches on the society as an
influential tool, the language used, and the combination of a successful political discourse, such
the spoken and the non-spoken language ( Body language), in addition to the most chosen topic
included in the political discourses and the differences between gender as politicians. This

chapter is capable to help the reader in involving his own political speech correctly.
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Introduction

According to the previous two chapters, the zone of research is about political speeches
and how can linguistics and its procedures helpful to extract the ideology given by politicians.
In the last chapter, we focused on the Algerian politics as an area of research by starting with
the historical background of the Algerian politics since its independence to simplify the context.
Besides, we selected the most two attractive presidents as a case study: Mr. Abdel Madjid
Tebboune and Mr. Abdelaziz Bouteflika. Moreover, both of the presidents were present with
their first speech in relation with the two tricky situations that Algeria passed through ( The
Black Decade) and (Al Hirak ). However, from those two influential speeches, we selected
some passage in order to facilitate the work and the final findings. As stated in the previous
chapters, the chosen passages were analyzed by using the framework of Van Dijk’s modal (

Macro and Micro-level analysis).

I. SCOPE OF THE STUDY (ALGERIAN POLITICAL HISTORY.)

According to the website el moradia dz Algeria has a complex political history, with
various forms of government and political movements emerging over the years. In 1830, Algeria
was invaded by France, and it became a French colony until 1962. During this time, Algerians
were subjected to colonial rule and exploitation. However, resistance movements emerged, such

as the National Liberation Front (FLN), that fought for official independence.

Furthermore, the FLN took control of the government. The early years of independence
were marked by political instability, economic struggles, and a power struggle within the FLN.
Besides, a famous military coup led by Houari Boumedienne overthrew the FLN government

and established a socialist state.
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Boumedienne's regime was characterized by authoritarianism and centralized control.
However, after Boumebienne died in 1978, a series of military coups and political turmoil
followed. In 1991, the Islamic Salvation Front won the first round of parliamentary elections,
but the military intervened and canceled the second round, sparking a civil war that lasted for
over a decade. Furthermore, In 1999, Abdelaziz Bouteflika was elected president, and he
remained in power until 2019. Bouteflika's presidency was marked by economic growth but also

by accusations of corruption and authoritarianism.

During his presidency, Bouteflika oversaw the end of Algeria's long civil war in the 1990s
and implemented policies aimed at stabilizing the country's economy. He also pursued
diplomatic initiatives, including efforts to mediate conflicts in neighboring countries such as

Libya and Mali.

However, Bouteflika's presidency was also marked by allegations of corruption and
authoritarianism. His administration was accused of stifling political opposition and restricting
press freedom. He also faced criticism for failing to address widespread unemployment, poverty,

and inequality.

In 2019, protests erupted across Algeria, calling for Bouteflika's resignation and political
reform. The previous president eventually stepped down, and a new government was created.
Nowadays, a new term has been noted: « The New Algeria, » created by the present president
Mr. Abdel Madjid Tebboune as a semi-presidential system, a republic that is governed by a
president who serves as a head of state and a prime minister who control the government. Mr.
Tebboune is elected for a five-year term with no term limits. In addition, a popular parliament
represents citizens. The military plays a significant role in Algerian politics and has often
intervened to shape government policy. The military is seen as a powerful and influential force

in the country, and many senior government officials have military backgrounds.
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Official parties are allowed, but they are tightly controlled by the government, and
opposition parties face significant challenges in organizing and participating in elections.
Besides, the ruling National Liberation Front (FLN) has dominated Algerian politics since its
independence, but other parties have emerged in recent years, including the Islamist party, the
Movement of the Society of Peace (MSP), and the Secularist party, the Rally for Culture and

Democracy (RCD).

Since the presidency of Tebboune, he has focused on implementing his economic and
political agenda, which includes reforms to the country's state-owned enterprises, increasing
foreign investment, and modernizing the economy. Tebboune has also taken steps to address

corruption within the government and improve relations with neighboring countries.

Tebboune's presidency has also been overshadowed by the COVID-19 pandemic, which
has had a significant impact on Algeria's economy and healthcare system. His administration has

faced criticism for its handling of the pandemic.

Il. RESEARCH METHODOLOGY
In order to get an accurate and a well-structured research, we followed the corpora
research method, which involves gathering and analyzing large amounts of language data from
a range of sources, including long written texts and spoken language. We used this method by
selecting passages from speeches (Corpus Linguistics ) and for the statistical procedure of

counting the frequency of discursive devices that are used in both speeches.

1. Data Collection Tools
Before starting the analysis, first it is needed to select the passages from both presidents’
speeches, these passages represents all the discursive devices that they used in their speeches.

Then, counting the frequency and percentage of each discursive device.
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A. Selected Passages from President Tebboune’s Speech
These following twenty three passages are taken from the first official presidential speech
delivered by Mr. Abdel Madjid Tebboune on December 19, 2019 at the Palace of Nation ( Kasr
Al Oumam) in Algiers, Algeria. In which he called the nation to unite in order to build a new era
of Algerian history after a pig popular uprising ( Al Hirak). The speech is taken from a website
named : EI Mouradia Dz. This speech is written in Modern Standard Arabic (MSA), which is the
language used by the president formed in 24 pages. A transliteration is provided for non native

speakers and a translated version in English for better understanding.
DAl Cladia (g shi o began Lle Gy
yata‘ayanu ‘alayna jami‘a® aan natwi safhéti aikhilﬁaﬁ.
We all need to turn the page on our problems.
L) i

watadhihabu ryhuna.

We lose.

datbu aatwa‘u aladrhthalafi.
Give the most incredible examples.

Al A g gl e e il el sase ey
ya man ‘awadtum aljazayira ‘ala datbi adfwa i alaarhthalafi fi tadhiafi.
For those who gave us the most incredible examples.

djhd\wa)ahg;ﬂ\ tﬂjw\‘;uuﬂ\«ﬂ\)aj\ ‘)MUAB‘)AS}A‘).\ASS\ C\A.\j\ faa u!
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aind hadha alfijahi aikabiri hiia thamarafu® min thimari aiharak alshd‘bTi almubarak aladhi
badarahu sha‘bana aimubérak.

This success is a fruit of our blessed uprising initiated by our people.

SO et s B ULl 5 Lalaal el i) llpaal) elli€

katiika altidhiati alati gadamaha aajddadana wa abaawna fT sabili tahriri aibiladi.
As the precious sacrifices made by our fathers and grandfathers to free Algeria.

.45-\’—‘45. :’\GJ.LJS\UMN ﬁﬁﬂ\}mﬂ“ “\cé)joiu._a;ﬁ

yajibu adn natfa‘ altdhidta wa altagdyr liij aysh alwatant alsha“bi.
We must thank and praise our National popoular Army.

Leman 0a¥) Y ) ga S J e g0 SN
wa Ishilkru mawsilu® bila miarabafi» liadslaaka alaarhni jami‘aha.
thank harmfully to all our security agencies
sl dlae 3 aguiil Gunalall ) ) S

sayatimil aislilréku E_Iij ami 1iyna anfusuhurh fi ‘amalfati alniihadi.

We will engage our youth in the uprising process.

wa taqumu aldawlatu biaﬁlﬁqi khutati ‘amalin lilshababi.

The government will release a work plan for our youth.
N s 0550 o aleall 28

kada almu‘alimu aén yakwuna rasilan.
A teacher’s status could be as hight as that of a prophet.

553 () siaall Ll
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aindma almuminiina aikhwatu®.

All Muslims need to be together as a loving family.
052 o Lagas L)

aindna jami una jazayiriiwna.

We are all Algerians.
Lran () 5 ke L)

ainana mulzamina jami a®.

We are all committed.

EERPAIS
wa sawfa taflrasu aij azayir ‘ala bina’i ‘aladqati saddaqati» wa ta‘awunu ma‘a kulll duali ai‘ﬁlami
bistithna’ tilka alati 1a tatbutna biha ‘aladgatur diblimasiatur.

Algeria will take into consideration creating a friendly relationship with all countries around the

world except the one with whom we do not have diplomatic relations.
Opmadd) 5 A V) culal Y-
alailtizamat alaatba fa wa Ikhumusiin.
The fifty four obligations.

bl Je ) Jia s gaes ) dsla sdalla s genan
awajihu da“wa khalisa wa sadiqafu" aila jami'i rijali aiaé“’méli aiwatanﬁyna.
A sincere invitation to all Algerian businessmen

t).\lqjtg‘gﬁdbaﬁj ;1.'\,\]‘57..».'\.\.»_
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sanas‘a libina’a aiqtisad qatiy wamutanawi a.
We will work hard to build a fruitful economy.
s el Sl Al 5 Bl il o g
sawfa naftahu afdaqara wasi‘atan llaigtsad almanzili.
We will create an environment to the house economy.
5 oniead a5l S s O 6 D Y om ) O
lafi aatda liadyi jazayirii® aan yu‘ayisha fi kiikhi® aaw bayt qasdiri.
I will not allow an Algerian to live in an old house.
Al slall A8laf o i LS
kama aaltazimu aakhliqaia aihayafi alsiyastati.
I will make an ethical system for the political life.
Al (3 Gaae 2 al Liad o i Al )
aind aldawlata sataqimu adyda® biaislahi ‘amiqi fI alnizami.
The government will make a deep reform of the system.
B. Selected Passages from President Bouteflika’s Speech
The following thirteen passages are taken from a speech delivered by Mr. Abdelaziz
Bouteflika in April 15, 1999 in Wilaya of Batna, it is addressed to the Algerian people with the
aim of convincing them to vote for him to apply the civil concord and bring the civil war to a
close ( the black decade in Algeria) from an election compain. The speech is taken from a
Youtube channel and has been transcribed manually. It contains 15 paragraphs on five pages, in
which the president uses modern standard Arabic. However, he uses some words in ADA.
Moreover, a transliteration and an English translation for the passages are provided for a better

understanding for non native speakers.
i) Gl (8 Aalaall ) galaiy

yata‘alamu aihij ama f1ras aiyatéma.
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They have made you a testing ground.
S A )5 culS i 5ad)
aij azair kant warshat tajarub.
Algeria was an experiments lab.
sl 5 s )y qbadl Laadl ) Ll sy 5 2 50 3l A0 i) g o gl (0 IS 4 sl

matdhunush anu kan mina alsahl an yarfa‘u aiaiﬁsén alraya aij azayiria wa yusiluha aila alsama

alsdab‘a w aila sidraf almuftaha.

. Don’t believe that it was easy for a man to raise the Algerian flag and take it to the confines of

the seventh heaven.
AV Jad maain i oS i

aubashifkurn bikhayr sanusbihu shibla alaasad
Good news, we will become a lion’s cub.

labuda aén tatfa‘Gia riuwsakurh kamihwari thabit, ma natumsh aaya sha‘b, ma ntumsh wlad aayt

baladi® , aantum awlada aijazéyir.

You must hold your head up, You’re not random, you’re not the sons of any country, You’re the

sons of Algeria.

Siall 3 e atpal cbalall Giatua b # sl dtaal ccbalal idivale tsabuad) atual aS5Y 4ad IS ) glas aSiad (K

Ayl Al gl Jladl) oda e ol 5l araia (e oS G U 5 clbald) Ciainale
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lakind qimatakurh ta‘ld kulli gima liadndkurh aahbabtum almabadia mahbbtumsh aimadiyat ,
adhbabtum alshmtukh mahbbtumsh aimédiyét, adhbabtum ‘izafa aijazéyir mahbbtumsh

aimédiyﬁt, w aana aashkurukurh mifi samimi aifudadi ‘ala hadhihi aikhisali alwatania alrafy‘aa.

But your value surpasses every value because you loved principles, not materialism. You loved
pride, not materialism. You loved the dignity of Algeria, not materialism. And | thank you from

the bottom of my heart for these noble national traits.
Bobmall e a5 Al Jeadii Y jall i 1)

Idha quit aij azayir la tanfasil alkalima wa iai$m‘ani aihadara.
When | say Algeria, | mean the country and the civilization.

Al ol ez g Al e Y

1a buda mina aikhuriiji mif hadhihi aimihna.

We must get out of this ordeal.

YLl AV Gl Y5 bt BY (gl axi Leagn (38 L adl Cagpla (8 Canaa 5 AiaY) JSLER g

_‘A.'\\})

bisababi almashakil alaarhnid w sabhat fi dhuruf aanihu ma bgash yﬁmhﬁ tut reély 1a f1 filastin

wala fi ai‘iréq wala fi Hf)yﬁ wa
1a fi ruanda.

Due to the security problems and the circumstances that have become so dire, its concern is no

longer to give its opinion regarding Palestine, Iraqg, Libya, or Rwanda.

Al el e Gl O 50 (e Akl sl e 0 3l il
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yusafir aljazayiri mif tbessa i meghniya mif diin adn yakhaf min ay jazayiri akhar.

An Algerian can travel from Tebessa to Meghnia without being afraid of any other Algerian.
Omdass (50158 il By sea aadic Chda gy aghgn CHAS (agd yai Lia claalls Ua OlAY) e 1S

kathiru» mina aiaiklilwéni huna walaa$diqa’a huna na‘tafhuth dakhali buyltahuth wawajadt

‘indahum surata alrdyiysi hawaari.

I went to many friends and brothers’ houses. When I walked inside, I found The president

Boumediene’s picture.
(R e ing (I Gade s Gl £l gl V) el 8 8 Le 4l i
Aatagid aanahu ma baqa f1 aldamir aila al‘ahd nta‘a alrdyis bumadyan I7 yua ‘tabar ‘ahd dhahabi.

| believe that there is nothing left in our conscience except for the era of President Boumediene,

which is considered a golden era."
(3 ¢ galad g LS U ) e e ST e e LD

aistglalna mata “alayhi adkthara mif ‘ushiiri nta‘a sukdanana wa aafturh ta‘lamiina dhalika.
More than the tenth of our people died to get our independence and you’re aware of that.
2. Procedures

The collected data are studied through Van Dijk’s modal which analyze speeches through
two levels, at the micro-level we identify the discursive devices used by both participants to
defend their ideological stance. Besides, by following the framework, at the macro-level we
identify positive self-representation and negative other representation and make a comparison
between their usage by both participants and at the micro-level analysis we count the frequency

and percentage of the discursive devices used by both participants in their speeches.
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3. Data Analysis
This stage represents CDA and the analysis of the two speeches, following the
framework of Van Dijk, the analysis will be at two levels ; the micro-level analysis which is
about the frequency of discursive devices used by the participants, and the macro-level analysis
which is a comparison between the usage of positive-self representation and negative-other

representation.

A. CDA of President Abdelmadjid Tebboune’s Speech
This section represents the passages of President Abdelmadjid Tebboune which are

going to be analyzed through two levels: micro-level and macro-level analysis.

1) Micro-Level Analysis
As it is mentioned in the previous chapter, according to VVan Djik this level represents the

25 aspects used by Mr. Tebboune :

e Metaphor

This aspect shows that Mr. Tebboune used metaphors three times :

(page 07 p 01) DAY ciladia g ghai ) lasan Ll
(page 08 p 01) Uay, iy
(page 10 p 01 ) ALY £ g

e National Self-Glorification
According to the followed framework, this device is for the speaker who focuses on his

country and glorifies it. According the first speech, Tebboune mentioned three passages :
(Page 10 p 03) Lol B ABaY) £ g o o il jad) alage e -

( Page 06 p 01) ¢ jlal) Ui 0,0l (21 &l jlsall sndal) ) ) Jladi (a8 el g2 sl zladll 138 (-
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(Page 08 p 02) B et e A LUL1 g Lialaa Lgaad ) ciliauait) dtic.

e Authority
The authority level shows the passages that focus on clarifying authority as the

national organisations or poeple who are above the governement :
(Page 07 p 02) o) b gl Ghaall il g daail) ad i O -
(Page 07 p 02) Lgrsan ) Y 4y ) ga S J g ga SN g-

e Populism
At this level, the speaker mentioned the populism strategies twice by the proposal of

the youth’s labour :
(Page 17 p 03) sl Adas B agudil Cprmalad) &) HE) alve-
(Page 16 p 02) ) Jas ddad (Ualy A gal) o 68 5

e lllustration/ Evidentiality

Mr.Tebboune quoted two examples from the religious background as :
(Pagel7 p 01)  Ymy 088 oo alzal) Sls-
(Page 21 p 04) 3930 ¢ siagall Lalle

e Polatization

It is about about mentioning the ingroup (us) / outgroup (them) :
( Page 08 p 02) sl Unsas WS-
( Page 08 p 03) e (5 ga jla Ll)-

e Implication
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The speaker used the hidden language ( Pragmatics) in his utterance to implicate

the non-said meaning :

Cilidle Lgy Uk 5 Y Al Al oLty allal) J 93 JS aa G glad 9 Blaa cilidle oUy o yil ol paad Cigu g-

( Page 19 p 03) ala gl

e Number Game

This aspect represents the numbers mentioned in the speech, and we found once :
(Page 11 p 01) 54J) <lal J5N)-

e Burden

The speaker shows a part of sorrow by mentioning the Algerian martyrs :
(Page 08 p 02) 3Ll ol Jasen (8 IL3L1 g Lialaal Lgasd ) cilpaanl) dllis-

According to the selected passages and the Micro-analysis Level by Van Djik , the
following Table represesnts the findings and results of the research showing the discursive

devices .

Table 3.1: Discursive Devices Used by President Abdelmadjid Tebboune.

Discusive devices Frequency Percentage
Metaphor 3 15.7%

National self-glorification 3 15.7%

Authority 2 10.5%

Implication 1 5.2%

Polarization 2 10.5%
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Illustration

Evidentiality

Populism

Number Game

Burden (topos)

Generalization

Comparaison

Categorization

Victimization

Disclaimers

Irony

Hyperbole

Consensus

Counterfactuals

Euphemism

Vagueness

Actor Description

Norm Expression

10.5%

10.5%

10.5%

5.2%

5.2%

0%

0%

0%

0%

0%

0%

0%

0%

0%

0%

0%

0%

0%
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Pressuposition 0 0%

Lexicalization 0 0%

According to table 3.1 these are all the discursive devices used in the presidential speech
presented by the President Abdelmadjid tebboune: Metaphor three times with a percentage of
(15.7%), national-self glorification three times with a percentage of ( 15.7%), authority twice
with a percentage of (10.5%), implication once with a percentage of (5.2%), polarization twice
with a percentage of (10.5%), illustration twice with a percentage of (10.5%), evidentiality twice
with a percentage of (10.5%), populism twice with a percentage of (10.5%), number game once
with a percentage of (5.2%), and burden once with a percentage of (5.2%). In addition, it shows
the absence of all the following devices: irony, hyperbole, victimization, vagueness, euphemism,
consensus, counterfactuals, disclaimers, comparaison, categorization, generalization, actor

description, norm experession, pressuposition, and lexicalization.

2) Macro-Level Analysis
At this level, our analysis is about the given image of the speaker ( a politician) and the
manner in which he uses words to create a positive view about himself, known as the Positive

self-representation.

e Positive Self-Representation
According to the speech, the politician used the positive self-representation strategy to

convince the hearers about their right choice by giving several positive plans as an illustration :
(Page 12p 02) £ 5 9 g 88 adl ol adiu

(Page 12 p 04) Gladll Jas Ao 3Ualy 4 gal) g8 5
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(Page 13 p 04) Al LB daf g VBLS) il b gau
(Page 15 p 02) s oinal a9l & 58 (B Ghumy O g 1 Y el O

( Page 11 p 04) L) Bt AL o 3007 Las-

( Page 13 p 04) paill B gaee £3laly Lyl a giiu A5l (-

In this speech, we notice that the speaker avoids the use of negative-other representation

strategy.

B. CDA of President Abdelaziz Bouteflika’s Speech
The following stage is about the analysis of the selected passages in President

Abdelaziz Bouteflika’sspeech according to a micro-level analysis and macro-level analysis.

1) Micro-Level Analysis
This level represents the frequencies and analysis of discursive devices used by President
Abdelaziz Bouteflika in his speech to persuade the audience with his ideas, as well as explanation

of every discursive device.

Table 3.2: Discursive Devices Used by President Abdelaziz Bouteflika.

Discursive devices Frequency Percentage
Lexicalization 14 51.85%
Metaphor 4 14.81 %
National self-glorification 3 11.11 %
Implication 3 11.11 %

Vagueness 1 3.70 %
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Burden (topos) 1 3.70 %
Authority 1 3.70 %
Total number 27

According to table 3.2 the following devices are all the discursive devices that President
Abdelaziz Bouteflika used in his speech to defend his ideological stance, which is ending the
civil war. It shows that he uses these devices 27 times, including lexicalization (14) times, which
he used more than the other devices, with a percentage of (51.85%), followed by metaphor four
times with a percentage of (14.81%), national self-glorification three times with a percentage of
(11.11%) implication three times with a percentage of (11.11%), then vagueness once, burden
(topos) once, and Authority once with a percentage of (3.70%) for each, respectively. Regarding
the other devices such as actor description, comparison, counterfactuals, disclaimers,
euphemism, evidentiality, illustration, generalization, hyperbole, irony, norm expression,

polarization, populism, presupposition, and victimization, they are not applied in the speech.

e Lexicalization

President Abdelaziz Bouteflika employs lexicalization (14) times with a percentage of
(51.85%) to describe others ( Terrorists) negatively by applying negative lexicalization such as
el 3aad) Belajll Jalasd) gae 44 gdal) cia ge ). He also applied positive lexicalization to describe

in-groups positively like; saball, ¢ saddl 3 e, sld ) Aad ) duida gl Juadll 3 jLiaall cillas

e Metaphor
President Abdelaziz Bouteflika uses metaphor to persuade people with his ideas and
views; he employs it four times with a percentage of (14.81%). the following sentences are

examples of metaphor :
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(from minute 06 :16 t0 06 :22)  (ealid) (il (B Aalpad) galay
(08:16t0 08 :18)  uladddiygils il

In these utterances, Abdelaziz Bouteflika refers to all the presidents that came before him
but did not benefit Algeria in any way other than trying new things and making decisions without
thinking about the consequences of their actions. He does this by referring to Algerian people
as <L to show that they accept any decision because they have no one to defend them or speak

on their behalf.
cobiial) 3o ) g asbd) Laad) ) Lebaagn 5 40 50 ) A Gl ad o Jgeead) (e OIS AT U giliiLa
(22 :51 to 22 :59)

In this sentence, he describes the misery the Algerian people experienced and how hard
it was to get the independence of Algeria by mentioning delivering the flag to « (sgidal) 3 jaw »

and «gbad) slawdl » which is impossible.
(23:431023:47) Y S prain iy oSyl

With this utterance, the President reassures the Algerian people that they will come out

of this crisis together and end the civil war.

¢ National Self-Glorification
President Bouteflika uses this device three times with a percentage of (11.11%) to praise

Algeria and the Algerian people in these following sentences
Al Y A caly o) Y g Glaiile (o ol (hal La (i ) gaaS aSugyy ) 28 53 o AN

(from 19 :08 to 19 :23)
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30 almal (Cbaladl (haina La # gadl) almal ccilbaladl Ghainale sabal) aluaf aSSY dad S ) ghat aSiad o

(04 :22 10 04 :52) .Aad ) Ak gl Juadd) oda o 338 avaua (e aS S0 Ul g cilpalal) iaisala il o)
(11:30t011:40) .3 téaall e a¥) g Al Jualii Y il ol culd 13)

e Implication
The president Abdelaziz Bouteflika, uses this device three times with a percentage of

(11.11%) in the following sentences :
(16 :53 t0 16 :55) .Adsall oda ez g AN e 1Y

Vs bl (B Y9 lad) (AN Cabaald (B Y (gl ) (ol Lgagy R La 4di gl R a9 Ala¥) JSLaY) Gy

(20 :23t0 20 : 36) .Jailgy b
(12 :36 t0 12 :42) AT guilsa ¢l e cilig of ¢e9 ¢ Auiial At e g1 Jad) il

In these sentences, he uses implication to mention the terrorists and the civil war
implicitly because his purpose was to convince the Algerian people to unite all together in order
to finish the civil war. So he mentions words like « &iaally « 4% Jslially and «<igBll » so the

crowd can understand what he is referring to.

e Vagueness
President Bouteflika employs this device once with a percentage of (3.70%) in his
speech; the following utterance is an example of vagueness :
LCHda 9 5 R il B g pR IS i g9 aglig IR cagh i Ub slBaally Ua O gAY (e S
(02 :57to 03:05)
e Authority

In this speech, President Abdelaziz Bouteflika employs authority once with a percentage

of (3.70%) in :
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(08:231t008:35) .3 4e iy I (ndags uni ) BLU 3gall ¥) jpadal) B 8, Le 4] aic

In this utterance, President Bouteflika mentions the golden era of President Boumediene
to remind the Algerian people about the glory and strength of Algeria in the era of Boumediene

and how it was before the civil war.

e Burden
President Bouteflika utilizes burden once with a percentage of (3.70%) in the

following sentence:
(22:361022:41) .&lld (galad ol 5 LS gl jpde (o ST 4l cila UL

Here, President Bouteflika mentions the human loss during the liberation revolution to

gain Algerians’ empathy and to persuade them to end the civil war,

2) Macro-Level analysis
The macro-level analysis presents the utilization of positive self-representation and
negative other representation by President Abdelaziz Bouteflika. However, we notice that there

is a slight dissimilarity in their usage.

e Positive Self-Representation

Through reading the speech of President Abdelaziz Bouteflika, delivered in 1999, it can
be seen that Bouteflika frequently employs the positive self-representation technique; he
emphasizes the positive aspects of Algeria and the Algerian people; he uses this strategy through

discursive devices, specifically, through National self-glorification, as follows :
Diload AYJeﬁi caly ‘5\ N g Glaiila oo é\MLA s@uJJMS?SMstJ ‘J’AJ:‘CJ‘ Ay
(19 :08 to 19 :23)

(11 :30 t0 11 :40) 3taall oo and) g AalSl) Jualii Y il o) culd 1)
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30 almal (clbaladl (haina Le # gadd) alnal ccilbalall Ghainale gabal) alual aSY dad S ) ghad aSied o

(04 :22 t0 04 :52) Aazd ) dyikagll Juadl) oda o 3158 arana (e a8 jS&0 Ul g cbialal) Ghalyala i Jal)

In these sentences, the president describes the Algerian people positively as well as
praises the country and the people of Algeria by using positive lexicalization in words such as
3ol (sl Uil and 4=l dsk )l Jlwall Besides. he also utilizes the negative other-

representation, but not as much as this strategy.

e Negative Other-Representation

In the speech of President Abdelaziz Bouteflika, it is noted that he did not use this
strategy so often. In addition, he employs it implicitly in his speech through the discursive
device « implication » since « others » are Algerian terrorists, and one of the purposes of his

speech is to convince Algerians of the concept of civil concord. This technique appears in :
(12:36 10 12 :42) AT s il ol n iy o 0193 (e Auial Al (o g 150 il
(16 :53 10 16 :55) 4iaall o3a ¢ g o AN (e 1Y

Vs bl (B Y9 lad) AV Cabaald (B Y (gl ) (ol Lgagy R Le 4di gl b ciaa g AV JSLdal) Gy

(20 :231t020: 36) .Jilg, A

In these phrases, Abdelaziz Bouteflika talked about « others » who are terrorists
implicitly. In the first sentence, he refers to terrorists as « JA1 ¥ 3 », and in the second sentence,
he mentions the word « 4iaall ». He also said « 4% Jsliall» and « <i g,k » to make the Algerian
people understand that he is talking about the Algerian Civil War, or as it is known, the black

decade.

4. Discussion of Findings
After selecting the speeches of President Abdelaziz Bouteflika delivered on April 15,

1999, and the speech of President Abdelmadjid Tebboune delivered on December 19, 2019, we



CHAPTER THREE : METHODOLOGY AND DATA ANALYSIS

analyzed the speeches using Van Dijk's Framework of CDA. We started the analysis at the micro-
level, where we extracted the discursive devices used by both presidents in their speeches to
convince the audiance with their ideas and defend their ideological stance. We concluded that
President Abdelaziz Bouteflika used seven devices out of 25, which are metaphor, vagueness,

national-self glorification, authority, burden, lexicalization, and implication.

Furthermore, Abdelmadjid Tebboune used 10 devices out of 25, which are metaphor,
national-self glorification, authority, implication, polarization, illustration, evidentiality,
populism, number game, and burden. Then we moved to the macro-level analysis, where we
utilized a comparison between positive-self representation and negative other representation, and
we concluded that President Abdelaziz Bouteflika used positive self representation explicitly in
his speech and used it more than the negative other representation, which he applied implicitly,
whereas President Abdelmadjid Tebboune avoided using negative other representation
completely. The reason that the two presidents did not apply negative other representation or did
not apply it explicitly is that in both periods that the presidents delivered their speeches, the
"other" was one of them, one of the Algerians. Finally, we conclude that critical discourse

analysis can extract discursive devices and ideologies from political speeches.

Conclusion

This research ends with the third chapter, which focuses on the case study by giving a
short overview of politics in Algeria. Moreover, it includes analysis of the speeches of President
Abdelaziz Bouteflika and Abdelmadjid Tebboune which, they delivered during dark periods
kown as “ the black decade 1991-2002” and “ the popular protests in 2019 utilizing Van Dijk’s
CDA modal. Furthermore, according to the collected data, the two Presidents used discursive
devices in their speeches to defend their ideological stances which shows that CDA can reveal
discursive devices and uncover political ideologies and their influence on public opinion,

policies, and social practices.



GENERAL CONCLUSION

This study aims at revealing discursive devices and implicit ideologies in political
speeches, we analyzed the speeches of President Abdelaziz Bouteflika that he delivered on April
15, 1999, and president Abdelmadjid Tebboune that he delivered on December 19, 2019, which
are regarded as two of the most influential speeches since they were delivered in two critical
periods that Algeria has gone through, from a CDA perspective.

We came to the conclusion that the two Presidents relied on using the discursive devices in order
to create communication with the audience and thus influence and convince them with their
ideological stances. President Abdelaziz Bouteflika wanted to convince them to end the civil
war and start a new life all together, and President Abdelmadjid Tebboune wanted to convince

them with a new beginning to Rebuild Algeria again. And they both did.

The Framework that we adopted to arrive at these results is Van Dijk’s framework, which
consists of analysis on two levels : the micro-level analysis, in which we counted the use of
discursive devices and we explained each one they used, and the macro-level analysis, in which
we compared the two strategies of positive self-representation and negative other representation
and their usage by both Presidents. Moreover, the results of this investigation also show us the
power of language in influencing people’s thoughts and opinions, which makes the politicians
able to give a powerful impact on their citizens and the political environment. Further, our
recommendations to the next researchers to try other CDA frameworks in analyzing speeches
like Fairclough’s model , also to work on more comparative studies on Algerian political

speeches.

Finally, after a long period of research, and a hard practical process we faced some
obstacles such as interpreting the discursive devices, especially those used by President

Abdelaziz Bouteflika since we did not live in the period of the black decade, and applying the



model of Van Dijk that we faced a problem in understanding what we should analyze in the
micro and macro levels. Moreover, we estimate that critical discourse analysis has a powerful
effect as a followed process that can reveal discursive devices and ideologies in political
discourse, CDA can reveal them by using theories like Van Dijk’s theory, also the ability of the
audience to understand and decode implicit thoughts and the special language that the politicians

use is very crucial.
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Appendices
Appendix 01: Speech of Abdelaziz Bouteflika Delivered on April, 15, 1999.
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For the whole speech click on the following Ilink : Www.youtube.com.

https://youtu.be/eZjSD_2XhAY

Appendix 02 : Speech of Abdelmadjid Tebboune Delivered on December, 19, 2019.
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For the whole speech click on the following link :  https://www.el-

mouradia.dz/ar/president/inauguration-speech
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Abstract
This research study aims to uncover the discursive devices utilized by President Abdelaziz Bouteflika
during his speech on April 15, 1999, and those used by President Abdelmadjid Tebboune during his
speech on December 19, 2019. The study also seeks to reveal the implicit ideologies conveyed in their
speeches. The main question raised in this research is how CDA can uncover discursive devices and
ideologies in political speeches. To address our research question and meet the requirements of our
investigation, we will conduct corpus research using corpus linguistics. Additionally, we will utilize Van
Dijk's model of Critical Discourse Analysis (CDA) as a framework. Consequently, analyzing the
speeches using this framework requires both a micro-level and macro-level analysis. At the micro-level,
we count the frequency and percentage of discursive devices used by both presidents. At the macro-level,
we compare the usage of positive self-representation and negative other-representation strategies in both
Presidents' speeches. This approach allows CDA to reveal discursive devices and ideologies present in
political speeches. The findings show that the president Bouteflika used seven devices out of 25 and used
positive-self representation explicitly whilst he used negative-other representation implicitly in his
speech. Whereas, the president Tebboune used 10 devices out of 25 and he only employs positive-self
representation.
Résumé
Cette étude de recherche vise a montrer les dispositifs discursifs utilisés par le président Abdelaziz
Bouteflika durant son discours du 15 avril 1999, ainsi que ceux utilisés par le président Abdelmadjid
Tebboune durant son discours du 19 décembre 2019. L’étude vise aussi a révéler les idéologies implicites
transmises dans leurs discours. La question principale posée dans cette recherche est comment I'analyse
critique du discours (ACD) peut montrer les dispositifs discursifs et les idéologies dans les discours
politiques. Pour répondre a notre question de recherche et aux exigences de notre enquéte, nous menerons
une recherche de corpus en utilisant la linguistique de corpus. En outre, nous utiliserons le modele de
I’ Analyse Critique de Discours (' ACD) de Van Dijk comme cadre. Par conséquent, I'analyse des discours
en utilisant ce cadre nécessite a la fois une analyse de micro-niveau et de macro-niveau. Au niveau micro,
nous comptons la fréquence et le pourcentage des dispositifs discursifs utilisés par les deux présidents.
Au niveau macro, nous comparons entre l'utilisation du stratégies de la représentation positive de soi et
la représentation négative de l'autre dans les discours des deux présidents. Cette approche permet a
I’ACD de révéler les dispositifs discursifs et les idéologies présents dans les discours politiques. Les
résultats montrent que le président Bouteflika a utilise sept dispositifs sur 25 et a utilisé explicitement la
représentation positive de soi, tandis qu’il a utilisé implicitement la représentation négative de 1’autre.
En revanche, le président Tebboune a utilisé 10 dispositifs sur 25 et il n’a employé que la representation
positive de soi.



