Journal of Language Studies Vol. 1, No. 2,2018:17-52

Contents available at : http://jls.tu..edu.ig

'Q{"“ s Journal Of Language Studies

ISSN 2616- 6224

Applying Critical Discourse Analysis Techniques on some Arabic
Political Speeches

Prof. Dr. Riyadh Khalil Ibrahim*
College of Languages, Baghdad University

Hyousif@tu.edu.iq

Keywords: Abstract: This paper is an attempt at applying techniques
of critical discourse analysis (henceforth CDA) techniques
on some local Arabic political speeches, using van Dijk
(1995-2006) as a model for data analysis. The study aims at
-dominance investigating the way social power, abuse, are exercised by
politicians in their speeches. The analysis reveals that most
of the techniques related to the meaning, argumentative and
rhetorical levels have been employed in Al-Abadi speech

-critical discourse analysis

-power

-political speech

Article Info delivered on the occasion of Kurdistan Region Referendum
- on 25" Sept.2017 to persuade the audience of his
Avrticle history: ideopolitical agenda.

-Received 12/4/2018
-Accepted 18/4/2018

Available online 1/5/2018

* Corresponding Author: Prof. Dr. Riyadh Khalil Ibrahim , E-Mail : Hyousif@tu.edu.ig , Tel
:009647701715071 , Affiliation_: College of Languages, University of Baghdad -Iraq.

17



http://jls.tu..edu.iq/
mailto:Hyousif@tu.edu.iq
mailto:Hyousif@tu.edu.iq

Journal of Language Studies Vol. 1, No. 2,2018:17-52
4 ad) dpalad) cililadl) (aany Jo galil) Ubdl) et il gaudas

o) iUl ey e gl Gl Jidat il Gaadail Al glae Cinll 138 2a3:AsadAY)
e coagll o)) 3 5la) claal) Jilail 310 ( 2006-1995) €l Gl 73 sail alasiuly 4y jall
Ospmlnad) L jlay 30 o ylapual) 5} Cannl) ¢ Fpe Lain ) Adaldl aladind (3 ks sloaiivl sa 4l )
NETERGE

¢ AVl el gl e Cllaall Jalas il dple. alai 5 )laal iUl Jdas jelal a8l
) 3 (i S ol i) Faliag all ) (gl lullad 33U 5 )5
cAgulad) o lSA) 5 aSlaialy (poaliall g W8Y Gl 5 2017 Jsb (e rdiall

g...u\.:\.-.nc._a\.la';c'&‘)la..g.ud\cw\cgﬁﬂ\g&ﬂ\d@:%\ﬂé&\&uﬁ\

1.Introduction

Critical discourse analysis (henceforth, CDA) is associated with researchers such as Roger
Fowler, Norman Fairclough, Teun van Dijk and Ruth Wodak. This discipline is compatible
theoretically as far as its practitioners use linguistic analysis as a basis for its interpretations of
texts. According to van Dijk (2001:352) CDA is “a type of discourse analytical research that
primarily studies the way social power abuse, dominance, and inequality are enacted,
reproduced, and resisted by text and talk in the social and political context” in order to reveal,
and eventually resist social injustice (V Its current focus on language and discourse was
initiated with the “critical linguistics™ (henceforth, CL) that emerged at the end of the 1970s.
CL is the first form of linguistically-oriented critical methods to discourse analysis. CL
analysts raise a number of issues concerning the interrelationship of language and ideology.
One of these is to do with the way in which racist dominant ideologies become deeply rooted
in daily political affairs.(ibid).

CDA has led many researchers since the 1980s significantly to the works of the British
sociolinguist Fariclough (2001:134) who provides the following definition and aims for CDA:

By CDA | mean discourse analysis which aims to systematically explore often
opaque relationships of causality and determination between (a) discursive practices,
events and texts, and (b) wider social and cultural structures, relations, and processes;
to investigate how such practices, events and texts arise out of and are ideologically
shaped by relations of power and struggles over power; and to explore how the
opacity of these relationships between discourse and society is itself a factor securing
power and hegemony.

Wodak (1989) contends that CDA can be defined is basically concerned with analyzing
opaque as well as transparent structural relationships of dominance, discrimination, power,
and control manipulated in language use. In another research conducted by Wodak (2001:2)
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CDA aims “to investigate critically social inequality as it is expressed, signaled, constituted,
and legitimized, and so on by language use (or in discourse)”. Thus, CDA is socially
constructed and conditioned by power relations, and seeks to establish change against
domination and inequality.

Van Dijk (2001:352) defines CDA  as “a type of discourse analytical research that
primarily studies the way social power abuse, dominance and inequality are enacted,
reproduced and resisted by text and talk in the social and political context”. This indicates that
the goal of critical theories of CDA is to monitor and guide human language and action.
Critical theories empower individuals with crucial knowledge that free them from a specific
sort of fancy and mastery.

Accordingly, CDA is particularly interested in such issues as inequality, sometimes paying
attention to the importance of critical recipients who should have a critical stance towards
taking for granted ways of understanding the world. This means that CDA analysts try to
create positive receivers who are not taking what they hear or read for granted but they need
to think twice and always be suspicious of the credibility of any information presented .

In other words, CDA analysts are mainly concerned with examining both implicit and
explicit structural relationships of dominance, discrimination, power and control as
manifested in language use.

2. Key Concepts of Critical Discourse Analysis
These concepts include the following:
2.1 Critique

The term (critique), which is indispensable for CL and CDA can be defined as “a shared
perspective on doing linguistic, semiotic or discourse analysis” (Van Dijk 1995a: 139).
Critical or Critique could be traced back to the influence of the Frankfurt school and Jurgen
Habermas.

Wodak (2001:12) uses the term critical in a broader sense,as having distance to the data
,embodying the data in the social , and political stance explicit having focus on self-reflection
as scholars undertaking research, it also denotes the practical linking of social and political
engagement when conducting scientific research. Hence, critique is the making of visible
interconnectedness of things, which enable one to distinguish between the manipulative and
the suggestive procedures of persuasion and discursive procedures of convincing
argumentation.

CDA focuses its critiqgue on the intersection of language/discourse/ speech and social
structure. It is in uncovering ways in which social structure relates to discourse patterns to
uncover the social dimensions of language use. These dimensions are the object of moral and
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political evaluation, and analyzing them should have effects in society: empowering the
powerless, giving voices to the voiceless, exposing power abuse, and mobilizing people to
remedy social wrongs (ibid).

2.2 Discourse

A distinction is made between ‘text’ and ‘discourse’, related to the tradition in text
linguistics as well as rhetoric in German and the Central European educational and
institutional context. In the English speaking world, ‘discourse’ is often used both for writing
and verbal texts (Wodak, 2001:7). The discourse-historical approach has been elaborated and
linked to the socio-cognitive theory of Van Dijk (1996) who views ‘discourse’ as macro
abstracted structured forms of knowledge and the shared memory of social practices
associated with ideology, whereas ‘text’ refers to the micro concrete spoken utterances or
written documents.

This means that the general idea of the word ‘discourse’ varies according to the different
surrounding context and the system of beliefs of speakers when they are communicated in
different aspect of social life, however, speaking of discourse is not only restricted to written
and spoken language, but also extends to include visual images (ibid: 6).

2.3 Power

Fairclough (1992) defines power not only as unbalanced authority that exists among
individuals who exercise relations of power in the same discursive event, but also in terms of
how specific people have different abilities to access and control as well as how discourses
are produced, distributed and inspired.

Van Dijk (1996: 84) argues that power is characterized as relations among social groups,
institutions, and organizations. He focuses on social power that has a powerful effect on the
actions and cognition of dominated groups. Social power is shared and presupposed by the
members of the dominated group; as for the analysis of social problems, this means that
understanding the nature of social power is a central presupposition. Such power deals with
properties of relations among different social groups, for instance, powerful groups always
have exclusive privilege and access to the public minds and a specific social domain through
different forms of discourse such as, media, employment, and education to sustain, conceal
and normalized power and inequality (ibid: 85).

This implies control exercised by one group or organization over the actions and/or the
minds of another group, thus limiting the freedom of action of the others, or influencing their
knowledge, attitudes or ideologies.

2.4 Domination
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CDA analysts are interested in the way discourse (re)produces social domination, that is,
the power abuse of one group over others, and how dominated groups may discursively resist
such abuse (Wodak, 2001:9). This can be concluded from Wodak's definition of CDA as
“fundamentally interested in analyzing opaque as well as transparent structural relationships
of dominance, discrimination, power and control as manifested in language” (ibid).

Van Dijk (1995b:254) states that “the modern and often more effective domination is
mostly cognitive, and enacted by persuasion, dissimulation or manipulation, among other
strategic ways to change the mind of others in one's own interests”.

Van Dijk (1996: 85) puts it in other words when he states that ‘social power and dominance
are often organized and institutionalized, so as to allow more effective control and to enable
routine forms of power reproduction’. Domination emerges with advanced economic societies
that tend to establish different ways of justifying unequal distribution of resources and
maintain the social hierarchies of the groups (ibid).

2.5 ldentity

According to Wodak (2001:13) the concept of identity has two possible relations of
comparison among individuals: similarity and difference. lvanic. This may refer to people
speak in membership categorizing manner of ‘us’ and ‘them’, when they become members of
a group, and tend to be identified with that group.

Identity gives us an idea of who we are and of how we relate to others and to the world in
which we live, it marks the ways in which we are the same as others who share that position,
and the ways in which we are different from those who do not. Often, identity is most clearly
marked by difference in terms of polarization and conflict between: man/woman, black/white,
poor/rich, east/ west and so on.(Wodak,1989).

2.6 ldeology

Ideology is intensively investigated differently by many scholars, but van Dijk’s (1995a)
ideological theory offers better understanding of this notion by combining and interfacing
among its three core components that have only been studied separately before and they,
according to him are:

i.  Cognitively, ideology consists of ideas in people's minds, which are usually studied
by cognitive psychologists.

ii.  Societally, ideology also involves a group membership and value judgment, which
are generally investigated by sociologists and social scientists.

iii.  Linguistically, ideology is not an innate knowledge and, therefore, it needs to be
learnt, acquired, or changed through written or spoken discourse.
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Fairclough (1992: 87) defines ideologies as “constructions of reality.... Which are built into
various dimensions of the forms/meanings of discursive practices, and which contribute to the
production, reproduction or transformation of relations of domination”. Discourse is the most
prominent way that ideologies are re/produced, maintained, and resisted. The negative notion
of 'ideology’ has also become the central element in the common sense, social sciences, and
political uses of the term, namely as a system of false, misguided or misleading beliefs as
opposite to truth of scientific knowledge (van Dijk, 2006d: 7).

According to these definitions, ideology is a tool for misusing of power, dominance, and
hence social inequality. It also implies the possibility of formulating other ideologies rather
than dominated ones that are unnecessarily false or negative.

2.7 Racism

From ideological perspective racism is a false system of beliefs that human mental and
physical abilities, as well as personalities can be differentiated and might be hated on the basis
of ethnicity, race, color or religious doctrine . This view is asserted by Van Dijk (2000a:25)
who describes racism as:

“One major characteristic selected as the basis for the categorization and negative evaluation
of non-Western peoples who are apparent differences of bodily appearance, primarily skin
color. These real or imaginary differences later developed into folk taxonomies about
different ‘races’” This European ideology of racial superiority was often used to motivate,
explain, or legitimate the exploitation, oppression, or extermination of non-European peoples
of other races.

The typical example of such racism is the immigrants of non-Western origins and peoples
of the Third World countries, since they are being categorized negatively in terms of racial
and cultural differences (ibid).

3. The Model Adopted and Methodology

The model adopted in this study is mostly relying on van Dijk (1995b, 2006d) in which he
propesd selection of subtle ideological categories presenting a fundamental contrast between
‘positive self-representation’ and ‘other negative representation’. Positive self-representation
(or in-group favoritism) is a semantic macro- strategy used for the purpose of ‘face-keeping’
or ’impression management’. Negative other- representation is another semantic macro-
strategy serves to derogate out-groups, these macro-strategies show ingroup-outgroup
distinction, polarization and differentiation such as ‘good’ vs. ‘bad’, ‘superior’ vs. ‘inferior’,
‘us’ and ‘them’ formulated by ‘ideological square’, both are distributed on three levels:

In the meaning level, van Dijk (ibid:61-85) deals with such ideological categories as "actor
description’, ' compassion® , ‘polarization’, ‘presupposition’, ‘vagueness’, and
‘lexicalization’, , the argumentation level, focuses on such ideological categories ‘illustration’

22



Journal of Language Studies Vol. 1, No. 2,2018:17-52

,"'openness/honesty” ,'counter factuality’ and ‘consensus’, and the rhetorical level covers
such ideological categories as 'hyperbole’, 'metaphor’, 'contrast’, ‘euphemism’,’, '"number-
game', and ‘citing’.

There are other ideological categories which are used by van Dijk (1995b, 2006d) in his
analyses which are not dealt with because they are irrelevant to the analytical framework of
the present study. The analytical framework of this study includes three domains or levels of
overall impression management strategies: ‘'meaning’, '‘argumentation’, and ' rhetoric’, with
abroad term that is contextually relevant at all levels of text structure, called ‘contextual
overview' covering all levels of analysis.(see Fig.1. below ).

3.1 The Contextual Overview

Van Dijk (2006c:732-133) contends that for the concept of discourse in any ideopolitical
analysis, "It is not sufficient to notice, for instance, that political discourse often features the
well-known political pronoun 'we'. It is crucial to relate such use to such categories as who is
speaking, when, where and with/to whom, that is, to specific aspects of the political situation.
"This is because, context is defined as “the mentally represented structure of those properties
of the social situation that are relevant for the production or comprehension of discourse” (van
Dijk, 2001b:356)This explains the phenomenon of multi-interpretations for the same
communicative situation by different speakers , this indicates that contexts are subjective and
control all the aspects of discourse production and comprehension, because contexts (or
mental models) are mentally constructed and varied from person to person (ibid) .The three
levels of analysis are :

3.2 The Meaning Level

According to van Dijk (2000b:90), the meaning level “is the core level for the expression of
beliefs, such as personal and social knowledge, opinions, attitudes, ideologies, norms and
values”.

Van Dijk (1997b:28) states that “another ideologically relevant property of meaning is
propositional relations, such as implication, entailment and presupposition”. This indicates
that the meanings that might have positive properties of out-groups or negative ones about in-
groups will be implied or presupposed. He adds that the famous ideological function of
disguising “real social or political facts or conditions may be semantically managed by
various ways of leaving information implicit” (ibid).

Hence, the description of others should be carefully examined for the various strategies of
separated and polarized perspectives and ideologies that are signaled by the words used in the
description. This is supported by the selected persuasive ideological techniques of meaning as
defined below:

3.2.1 Actor Description: The way one describes actors or members of a particular society in
a negative or positive way depending on our ideologies (van Dijk, 2006d: 62), for instance,
“China has been a currency manipulator”

3.2.2 Compassion: Involves “showing empathy or sympathy for (weak) victims of the other
actions, to enhance the brutality of the other”. (Van Dijk, 1995b:154). This might show unreal
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empathy, but apparent one, this strategy is manipulatively powerful, for instance, the speaker
empathizes with the dilemma of the refugees, meanwhile, emphasizing their existence in the
country as an economic and social burden for the whole nation . This argument may refer the
positive self - presentation and negative other-presentation.

3. 2.3 Polarization: This strategy is used for separating, categorizing and contrasting of the
parties involved into a positively represented ‘us’ and a negatively represented ‘them’.
Polarization may “also apply to 'good' and 'bad' sub-categories of out-groups, as is the case for
friends and allies on the one hand, and enemies on the other to be rhetorically enhanced when
expressed as a clear contrast” (van Dijk, 2006d: 80).This discursive polarization between
(good) Us and (bad) Them follows more general patterns of ideologically based social
cognitions of and about in-groups and out-groups as expressed at all the levels of text and talk
(ibid: 81).

3.2.4 Presupposition: Presuppositions are contextual assumptions embedded within a
sentence or a phrase. Beard (2000: 118) defines them as as “a thing that is assumed, but not
stated, at the beginning of a line of argument.” Discourse is incomplete and implicit, in a
sense that much information is not expressed, only understood to be implied or presupposed.
Moreover, the common shared knowledge among people or ideas are taken for granted and
unchallenged in propositions (van Dijk, 2006d: 82). This is generally the case for all the
forms of the shared (common ground) knowledge and opinions in political debates. To decide
what information and knowledge about in-groups and out-groups foregrounded, or
backgrounded is heavily driven by ideologies, prejudices, national stereotypes that are false of
many individuals.

3.2.5 Vagueness: This is used to create uncertainty and ambiguity, such as talking about
delicate issues such as immigration displacement, constitution, and the expressions of
possibility. Controversial opinions about ethnic groups typically call for hedging and other
forms of vagueness. van Dijk (2000b: 94) states that vagueness is “characteristically functions
as a form of the impression management: protecting our own face (when being vague about
racism for instance), and where possible being vague about the positive properties of the
others”. Quantifiers that have vague meanings such as “ ('few’, 'a lot'), adverbs ('very') nouns
('thing'), and adjectives (‘low', 'high’), among other expressions may be typical in such
discourse”. (van Dijk, 2006d: 84).

3.2.6 Lexicalization: According to van Dijk(1995:154) this category can be considered as an
overall ideological strategy for negative other-representation through the semantic features of
“the selection of (strongly) negative words to describe the actions of the others: terrorism,
destroy, extremism, jihadist, etc.” If the lexicalization of the underlying conceptual meanings
is analyzed, “few properties of discourse will be as directly revealing about ethnic opinions as
the words being chosen to describe them and their actions and properties” (van
Dijk,2000b:95) Lexicalization analysis is relevant in the descriptions of other groups' actions
and properties.

3.3The Argumentation Level
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Van Dijk (2006b: 376) believes that the argumentative manipulation “effect upon the
readers™ is graded according to their qualification and critical sense of recipients, because,
critical audience who has enough information and arguments are competent to resist
manipulative discourse.

This refers to the “general strategies of manipulative discourse appear to be predominantly
semantic” (ibid). However, as is the case for the implementation of ideologies, the preferred
or non-preferred meanings may also be de/emphasized by using certain argumentative
ideological techniques as defined as follows:

3.3.1 Hlustration: A powerful manipulative strategy in argumentation is “to give concrete
examples”(van Dijk, 2006d:69), generally in the form of a summary, short story, illustration
or making a general point defended by the speaker more concrete and dynamic. Concrete
examples have not only the power to be easily imaginable and better memorable, but also to
“suggest impelling forms of empirical proof to precisely contribute to negative other-
presentation” (ibid:70).

3.3.2 Openness, Honesty: One way to do this is to use phrases such as frankly..., honestly...,
or we should not hide the truth, and so on, to show honesty of speaker and presuppose
dishonesty of others. The honesty involved here is therefore purely strategic and rhetorical.
Thus, speakers suggest that their argument satisfies the positive values of honesty and
openness, while at the same time indulging in negative other-presentation or even blatant
derogation (van Dijk, 1995b: 385).

3.3.3 Counter Factuality: This involves using standard conditional formula such as (what
would happen, if...) by the speaker (or writer) in order to allow her/him to “demonstrate
absurd consequences when an alternative is being considered.... As a warning or advice,
counterfactuals are relevant in political debate... to show what would happen if we would
NOT take any measures or formulate policies or a law” (van Dijk, 2006d: 66). Hence, what is
presupposed by this move is not only false, but also contrary to reality.

3.3.4 Consensus: A well-known argumentative political move that is based on emphasizing
the issue of 'national interest' to call for national consensus and legitimacy of policies that are
not partisan, but for the whole nation and people's interest, thus, the country should "hold
together’(van Dijk, 2006d: 66). This is a very typical political-ideological move in arguments
where “racist ideologies combine with nationalist ones™ (ibid) to win over the opposition, as
in ‘threats’ from outside are typically met with a call for national consensus. Consensus is also
used to refer to the UN and the international community as a political maneuver in order to
legitimate launching wars or taking counterterrorism preemptive actions against specific
groups or nations as international beneficial for the whole world, whereas the international
legitimacy is ignored or mitigated when it relates to in-groups such as the U.S and its allies
(ibid: 67).

3.4 The Rhetoric Level
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Van Dijk (2000b: 100) uses the concept of rhetoric in his model in a limited , relevant and
specific sense in order to “refer to (generally optional) structures at various levels of discourse
that result from special operations”, that regulate specific forms of comprehension, for
instance in persuasion, discourses aim at influencing opinions, they are at the interface with
the semantic level (lexicalization, hyperbole, euphemism, etc.) “because they manipulatively
emphasize and de-emphasize meaning, the expression, and the formation of mental models of
ethnic events and social representations of in-group and out-group” (ibid).

Hence, rhetorical strategies will typically play a role as part of an overall strategy of
persuasion and impression management in this general analytical framework of the
ideological square. Rhetorical ideological techniques are defined as follows:

3.4.1 Hyperbole: A semantic rhetorical device that is used for extremely enhancing,
overstating, and exaggerating meaning to increase impact or to attract attention (van Dijk,
2006d: 73), for instance, “the bomb attack at the World Trade Center, in which only a few
people died, or other, possible terrorist attacks, are compared with a nuclear holocaust” (van
Dijk, 1995b: 395). It is used “within the overall strategy of positive self-presentation and
negatives other- presentation... Sometimes such forms of hyperbole are implied by the use of
special metaphors”, for instance to describe the arrival of many immigrants to Europe as
“opening the floodgates” (van Dijk, 2006d: 73). It may be anticipated that political speeches
are loaded with hyperbolic expressions to derogate the alleged bad actions or properties of
nations or persons that challenge policies of the challenged groups or institutions often
described in mitigated, euphemized, or self-glorified terms.

3.4.2 Metaphor: Metaphor is one of the semantic persuasive devices that are based on
implicit comparison of the two categories with meaning extension. The most well-known
example of political metaphor is "the war is a game", as in “Bush has to pick up his game in
Iraq” It is important to be aware that metaphors are capable of both highlighting and hiding
aspects of the phenomena described. However, most political metaphors are negative, and
“thus fall under the overall ideological strategy of negative other-description” (Van Dijk,
2006d: 78).

3.4.3 Euphemism: A means of manipulation used by politicians as more polite or positive
words to soften a harsh, unpleasant, or offensive reality. Euphemism in discourse is the
opposite of metaphor as far as ideology is concerned, while metaphor exaggerates and
derogates out-group, euphemism mitigates and dissimulates in-groups (Trask, 1999:89).
However, both are used to distort reality, for instance, the invasion of Iraq was called “a
liberation” (though it was later defined as an occupation) and a euphemized noun phrase
“prison abuse” was coined after the Abu Ghraib prison scandal broke in spring 2004 in order
to avoid the word “torture”

Van Dijk (1995a:140) finds that the rhetorical move of euphemism, along with down
toning and minimizing negative impression, are co-hyponyms of superordinate semantic
category of mitigation that are used to deny one's negative actions such as “I did not threaten
him, but gave him friendly advice”, “I did not insult him, but told him my honest opinion”,
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etc. In other words, the use of euphemism presupposes the denial of systemic racism of the in-
group or dominant society (ibid).

Van Dijk (ibid:141) asserts that intensive use of euphemism is also well-known in the
military propaganda and news reports about the Gulf War in 1990, such as “surgical strikes”,
“friendly fires”, “laser-guided” or “smart bombs”. An analogous use of euphemism is made
in elite discourse on ethnicity or race relations, in which racism is typically denied, and
replaced by less harsh words.

3.4.4 Number-Game: As a rhetorical argumentative strategy, political debaters use numbers
and statistics in their arguments to persuasively emphasize objectivity and precision, and
hence to suggest scientific credibility by representing what are selectively framed as "correct
facts" against mere opinion and impression by others. The number-game is also a rhetorical
move of highlighting and exaggerating (Van Dijk 2000a:45).

3.4.5 Contrast: Contrast is traditionally a semantic device but van Dijk (2000b, pp.93-4)
states that it can "be studied in a rhetorical analysis" in what serves the aims and perspectives
set forth by the analyst. This technique is usually used by language users to shed light or
emphasize the contrastive points between people, actions, and issues It is highly used by
politicians to contrast their (actions) goodness with others' badness where the former is always
good, moderate or superior while the latter is the opposite.

3.4.6 Citing: Citing technique along with number-game are vigorously penetrating ones in
depicting us and our actions -as language users - as good, truthful, and positively portrayed
on the contrary of others who seem to lack these attributes and charismatic properties. Citing
(or quoting) from others - even if being opponents- can be strategically used and adapted in
favor of the one who cites. van Dijk (2006a:136) shows how the citing technique can be deftly
utilized by language users either to show or emphasize their integrity, goodness, or otherwise.
This technique covers not only citing from iconic or historical figures but also from religious,
judiciary or constitutional texts and resources.
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4. Data analysis: The Contextual Overview

Al-Abadi's speeches about the Kurdish referendum were of the most important speeches in
the period of 24-29™ September 2017. They took place in a very critical time where the Iraqi
forces were fighting ISIS and had achieved great victories on this terrorist organization. They
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have received much publicity coverage before as well as after their release. In his speeches,
Prime Minister Dr. Haider Al-Abadi addresses many issues and covers variety of topics. The
most important issues which he dealt with were: the role of the Iragi forces in defeating ISIS
on the Iraqi territories, saving the lives of people and taking care of the displacements. But the
most important topic was the opposition of the Iragi government over the Kurdish referendum
which was going to take place in its determined date 25" September as Masoud Barzani , the
Kurdish leader declared in his 22" September speech.

4.1 The Meaning Level
This level covers the following :

4.1.1 Actor Description
Actor descriptions are never neutral, but have intended meaning functions in the
expression of opinions and viewpoints about others, because “all discourse on people and
action involves various types of actor description” (van Dijk, 2006d: 62). Hence, some of
these actor descriptions represent ‘members of groups’, ‘individuals, ‘by first or family
name’, ‘function’, ‘role’, or ‘group name’, and so on. This move is based on the overall
ideological strategy of positive self-presentation and negative other-presentation as in the
following example:
Example (1)
Oyl O 8 (s OIS adY (oA el oSl 5 BaS yig 1 58 5 Lo il el S iay 38 alaa e Uall ol o)
(5) ....vieall 4aSad g ad laags o8 )
In this example the speaker uses a negative description to express his opinion so instead of
saying Saddam's regime he said the tyrant Saddam regime to gain the support of the Kurd
who have been affected by Saddam's government.
4.1.2 Compassion
The expressions of empathy and compassion may be largely untrue, and serve strategically to
match the speaker's impression with the audience and welfare of some of the others, at the same
time, invent, or enhance the savageness of the other. As in the example below:
Example (2):
Bas 55 Cpadl N (o) e Lol A8 ) abelad s aga) 5 ) skl GBI jadl oLl e Ja ) cllaall) 028 8
(1)....33
In this excerpt Al-Abadi shows his compassion to the Iragi forces and enhancing the
savageness of ISIS gangs by saying their fragrant blood and their souls .

4.1.3 Polarization
Terrorism is the central topic and issue in the speech which seems to be the hallo around

which the speech is revolving. The speaker on the one hand , is dedicating most of his speech
to terrorism and the danger of terrorists and the consequences of their evil acts. On the other
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hand , he foreshadows the end of this terrorist gangs by the heroic role of the Iraqi forces .
The speech under analysis polarizes terrorism vs. Iraqi forces as in the following example:
Example (3a):

AUl 3da g9 u.\.)ﬂ\)j\ ua)l oe lelds ‘\:\S)S\ r-:Ac\.A.J} rﬂ;@.;\})\ ILEJM\ é\)ﬂ\ el Lead Jay ‘.,,:A\ Cldaatll s34 ‘55
Ay gl s ¥l oy 3ol sl e el atl (Biad il S s 2l W) Ll oyl il B i g
(1) ..o dSsds8 S s

In this example, Al-Abadi call the Iragi forces (the brave sons of Iraq )* praising and
highlighting the heroic acts of them against ( terrorism )? represented by ( Al Dwaesh — the
fighters of 1SIS gangs )* located in the west of Anbar , Alhawija , the west of Kirkuk and
everywhere .

Sl sge )83 gall 5 48 i <l ge Ll T jaad) Gels dbiae deal Gulilia s L ol 55 (530) gl g
(2) . Ay sSall 5 Tkl

oLl cal 5 138 5 ¢ 53 3l Jlel e s Ju ) o bl Cae s Jm sall 5 L5y S5 s g 2 gkl Ll g8
(2) . A Bl all ()l e el IS (e lelia apagingg

These are another examples from many through Al-Abadi's speeches. He calls the enemies (
ISIS criminal gangs )' to express their barbarous ideology of killing innocent people.
Whereas he calls the Iragi forces ( our brave forces )?> and mentions some of their recent
victories and promise to free all of Iraq .In the following example the is a polarization
between new and past Irag.

Example (3b) :

¢ Ll Llals alaa e Uall Ly aga ) Gl e ) paall (e () 53 jall i 13
O ()1 5 Caladl) g o Lual) ) (3) pall Jua gl 521 o sgi g adalasig o5 e gladl s sladl) (5 guu o 5
(4).0) 5

O Al U8 b sy S 40 (5 AY1 i Sl LS 55138 5 Lo Gl_jal) IS5 iy 38 plans el ol
(5) ... Aimaall Al 5 4l lay0g5 516 )

JaY ol s (o sall 5 (5 5ih 4l Lo il 55 (ol sl flen 5 Lghngd ZLall ol IS ol e L)
(14) alaa (inS Cual s 3l all ey Guial gall oand il <l sall o3 5 Cpridal sall dilan

Hagmad ol g o8 aluall el Uaill g aldl) JSUe JS AN Jany s &y geaaiall 5 gildall Jiliss geaay (ga lia
4 5 pusall 228 Aigma Adil Jpast Unaldl (o5 Al g sl 028 o padl Jran Undldl (e g dallny g iladay () Jall IS (32
Osdins e (s o 2SI salls ) (gl 5 31 SY) (e plaaa alda g | gilaal (3l Jand A5 sl o3
(13) e Oz s 3 SI () sding b o pad) | salla () 5 0 S
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As we can see Al-Abadi make a comparison between his government and Sadam Hussein
government. In the above quoted instance, it can be noticed that Iraq is presented with two
images; one of the past and the other is of the present through the use of different lexical
options associated with each one of them. The new Iraq is built on democratic basis and the
respect of human rights. The speaker presents an adorable image of the new Iraq through the
use of very positively loaded lexical options. This semantic condensation is followed by
another series of nouns with very constructive and optimistic associations ( our forces are not
like Saddam's forces because their goal is to protect people as you see nowadays ). Old Iraq
is presented by the metonymic use of Saddam as the ruler of that ex-going regime. The name
of the ruler is associated with destroying and the violation of human rights.

4.1.4 Presupposition
Here, the speeches adopt one of the cores of ideological arguments that is presuppositions.
Because presuppositions belong to knowledge and beliefs that are not stated, but simply
presumed, candidates are able to instill ideological presuppositions into their arguments that
take racist beliefs against the World of Islam and the Middle East for granted. The use of
presuppositions enables both speakers to share with the audience a lot stereotyped and
orientalist information that derogates out-group representation and hides or mitigates in-group
representation.This can be seen in the following example:
Example (4) :
Arpd o) ya ald elaall i) aUaill 5 alal) JSLEe JS AY) Jany sy geaiall g diilall Jiluse fecay (e Sllin
(13) ... s msall 028 o pall Jaaas Undlll (g g dallny 5 Aibiday (] 2l JS 3o
Al-Abadi presupposes that the hearers know the ones who try to agitate Racism and
Sectarianism. He persuade the audience not to be misled by those deceivers.

4.1.5 Vagueness

Vagueness can be used as new forms of implicitness and indirectness . It is a semantic
property of texts that functions to conceal responsibility for self- negative actions. One way of
concealing in-group or speaker's responsibility is the use of sentences in syntactic structures
of passivation and nominalizations. In the speeches under analysis , this is for instance the
case when the actions of in-group are described, as follows:
Example (5):

0o Rl 5 SV (e alaia Al aa | gidaal (all Jand 4 5 susall 038 3 5 gusall 238 Aigee Adids Jpans Undll (1 g
Jeaady 3l 5 0 pe (ysifim g 3 JS) () sifims o 0 el ) sl () g ) S) () siim g o pe () siimg a3 ST | gl (]
e a5 i ol A sl s 5 slglanal) gy | pald (ol 5 gl o oLl 138 2550
(13).8120
In this example Al-Abadi uses some manipulation to settle this problem because in Saddam's
regime there are Arabs who were tortured by Kurds and at the same time Kurds were killed by
Arabs and those two were followers of Saddam's tyrant regime. Therefore, the ones to be
blamed are those themselves not the whole Arab or Kurd people.
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4.1.6 Lexicalization
Lexicalization reveals the communicative value of the selection of word meaning in
creating an overall ideological square strategy associated with radical contrast of negative
other-presentation and positive self-representation. Consider the following example :
Example (6) :
(1) oo 2l sal) o el ail (it O 581 e s 'l W) e Copall o183l ol i g
DUl age ) 53 gall 5 485l se s Lalis 3da jadl (e s Lbiae aual Galilia s L Uad 55 o2l gl i
(2) ... ) sl s Lol
In these excerpts Al-Abadi makes use of heavy loaded words to express the negative other-
presentation in using terrorism to describe the inhumane actions of Al-Dwaish? instead of
calling them the enemy fighters to show their insignificance and savage nature . Another
usage is that of criminal ISIS gangs® to emphasize the criminal hard-hearted behaviours of
those killers in killing innocent people. The fourth usage of lexicalization is through the dark
era of exploitation and dictatorship® to refer to Saddam's regime. As we could see this
technique is highly employed to serve the ideology of the speaker.

4.2 The Argumentation Level
This level covers the following :
4.2.1 lllustration
Giving concrete examples is one of the powerful manipulative strategies in argumentation,
which can be in the form of a summary, short story or illustrating by making concrete and live
examples, since they are based on direct experiences. The following example illustrates this:
Example (7) :
|saia (o gall 5 (5 51 b 4iled La il 5y (ol sl o 8 Lgngd ALl ) SEIS g A a1 L) 5
(14) plaa GiuasS Gy 31l qaad s (pidal sall (cand (Al ol ll 238 5 (pidal sall dlan JaY aguadily
In this example Al-Abadi argues by saying you have seen what they did in Ninawa as a
concrete evidence which is known for everyone that the Iragi forces are fighting for all of the
Iragi people. In comparison with the forces of Saddam who had done a brutal deeds with
civilians in the past.

4.2.2 Openness, Honesty

Van Dijk (1995b:155) argues that the honesty move is used as “a well-known form of
denying possible negative statements”. One way of expressing ‘openness, honesty’ is by using
phrases such as honestly, or certainly we should not hide the truth as forms of disclaimers.
This can be shown in the following example:

Example (8) :
ST 31l (R 5 ¢ Ay uaiall A gall 5 Apiildal) A1 gall (a5 g Liacad ) 285 2 S Uiidal g (e (835 GV L) 2 o) S5
(3) o Sle (58 () ranss 5 () )
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In this paragraph Al-Abadi emphasizes that he will not abandon the Kurds citizens and
assures them that they are part of Iraq despite everything happened in the past.

4.2.3 Counter Factuality

Counterfactual presuppositions are created through the use of If-clause. The use of such
conditional structure by the speaker(or writer) indicates that what is presupposed is not only
not true but also contrary to facts. This kind of presupposition is rarely used by the Prime
Minister Dr. Haider Al-Abadi in his speech. The following extract is an instance of this kind
of presupposition.

Example (9) :

Lioa) pemil ad VYY) 158 ) Gl gl O eVl cually Jdsd Gilsiel (sl (s sl sliEinY)

ity g o LidnYy) |.AA‘;.:)S\L“5\ u)ﬁgdémbj‘hd%hyﬁhﬁ)g\u}m@&\#\M\M}&Uﬂu?\
(11).... o8l Cpminn ye o ale (gl ) Loy 2ty IS 1)

In this example, the speaker employs if-clause (if)* to create a counterfactual presupposition.
Through the if-clause construction, the speaker initiates a presupposition to reflect the fact
that the referendum is illegal and unconstitutional on local and global scales. Therefore, the
politicians who made this referendum should have made it appropriately to expect its results.

4.2.4 Consensus
Consent and consensus play a fundamental role in the exercise of power and the
reproduction of ideologies that support such power, ideological interaction is often associated
with various forms of manipulation, with strategies that manage or control the mind of the
public at large to manufacture the consent or fabricate a consensus in the interests of those in
power in the speeches of Al-Abadi this technique was of high value because he was dealing
with internal crisis and tried to globalize it let us consider this example:
Example (10) :
LY ) 5 ) gl ot oL 155 8 Gl Cal g usall O 5L G padl s (90 il yie ) gl (s s o) o LidinY)
O 130 eanili 5 L) 1 o i (o) i i (o (UL sedanba 40 8 448 ) (5 (5 4l ) sile ) aguadil a8
o adle jals oo pd e 5 (s sied e A3 LY @il Jsa (AN (patie e e ale (4l L 2aly
i o die ) alBY) lal Gt ) () (i 4l 2l8Y) Gapliay s 9 381 jall unlall ol Apallall Guplialls o g daiaia
(11) .=
Al-Abadi makes use of this technique to globalize and support his objection about the
referendum declaring that it is illegal locally , internationally and even the region president of
Kurdistan refused this referendum.

4.2  The Rhetoric Level
This level covers the following:

4.3.1 Euphemism
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Euphemism or euphemization is one of the techniques used by language users to put down
the negative connotations associated with the use of a certain word or expression. This
semantic technique is geared towards reducing the negative connotations interrelated to the
use of certain word or expression. Despite this relieving effect, the essence of the euphemized
expression remains the same.

Euphemism, in all its forms, is a very active tool in the hands of language users, especially
politicians, because it enables them to evade direct reference to sensitive issues and make
their language more flexible and maneuvering. The following is one example:

Example (11) :

Al 3da g9 ugdﬂ\)j\ oa) o el 4..35‘)3\ (AA;LAJJ VENES), LS_)L.."J‘ L’é\)ﬁi\ sl Led d&.\.} ‘_;\j\ cldaall) s2a Lﬁ
(1)

In the speech under analysis , Al-Abadi used the expression (give their souls and their
fragrant blood to defend ...) instead of saying (dying for you) which is more direct expression
with a sense of bloodiness and gloomy view. He changed the bad connotation of death to
more elevated one which is the martyr's death for saving all the Iraqi people including the
Kurds people.

4.3.2 Metaphor

Metaphor is one of the important techniques used by language users in general and
politicians in particular. As a rhetorical device, politicians usually tend to coat their discourses
with metaphors which are based on cognitive and /or linguistic basis . Since metaphor is an
important rhetorical device used in political speech, discourse analysts usually utilize it in
their analyses of political — and nonpolitical- speeches .

In the speech under analysis there seems a little use for this technique may be due the fact
that he is addressing the ordinary people to urge them not to participate in the referendum.
Here is an example :

Example (12) :

On oY) R gSa ) il 5 1 e 0 i 5 0l 3aad T el pal) Jae daant g Aty Y JSLEa o) e AT i
O3S g ¢ Ll o8laTin a8Y) e Adaal) JSLERN 038 5 a8V 8 o s el sl sy 3538 slae (92

ainall am g agil i JS a8V g el ZAgiland) (a1 pal) Cannsy () ol (e V5 50 aine (ga Y il llia
(11) .a8Y) 8 Lkl s ellias (o dually (il by (o 5 (A sall

In the above excerpt there are two examples of metaphor. The first is that of usage of (
freezing the parliament work )* the gerund freezing in its ordinary sense is not used with the
work of parliament. He made use of this metaphor to highlight the problems in Kurdistan and
the dictatorship of Al-Barazni who stopped the parliamentary work, which represent the
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democratic practice of authorities. The second usage is that of (aggressive reactions) * of
Kurdistan officials toward the neighboring countries and the international society. The word
aggressive is used to describe animalistic behaviours but the speaker uses them to show the
policy of Kurdistan to the Kurd people .

4.3.3 Contrast

Contrast - as a rhetorical technique - is utilized by language users to shed light on aspects of
two situations, states of affairs, characters,...etc through a contrastive comparison. This
contrastive comparison is not necessarily very overt but it can be the other way around. It can
be exploited by speakers to emphasize goodness of one side and badness of the other. In fact,
the utilization of contrast and contrastive pairs is usually considered one of the features
prevalent in political speeches and it is called by classical rhetoricians antithesis. In the
speech under analysis the speaker used different comparisons between ISIS and The Iraqi
force , the old Iraq (Saddam Hussein) and the new Irag (Al-Abadi) and the Kurd officials and
the Iraqi government ... etc. We have covered some of these comparisons through our
analysis.(see examples,3a &3b ).

4.3.4 Citing:

Citing here is used to refer to quoting from other sources whether being religious, historical
or from iconic figures. This technique can be effectively used to indicate certain points in the
mind of language users. It can be used to enhance credibility, add charismatic features or
emphasize/de-emphasize some issues and events,...etc. in the speech under analysis there was
no occurrence for citing except one example which is often used to open Al-abadi speeches as
in the following example :

Example (13):

(> A el &) s ) in the Name of Allah the Merciful the compassionate quoted from the
Holy Quran as a common expression to begin your speech in the Muslim world.

4.3.5 Number-game

This technique refers to the use of numbers to enhance the credibility of the speaker, show
the massiveness of an event or amplify/de-amplify some kind of action. This technique can be
used to indicate hugeness or to serve certain ends in the mind of the speaker. The following is
an example from the speech under analysis:

Example (14) :

G Le e 1) gied an g Jadill ) gl o35l a8V 8 g psal) Vil Tl 50 S Lismd sl SIS dn )
(6) .. 3l AL 8 i) Jadill a ) Jobay L () La s Jai 2 0 il 900
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Al-abadi in this excerpt directs his speech to the Kurd population using the expression ( 1
direct my speech to the Kurd population especially )* . He urges them to ask for their right
(salaries) which were cut by Kurdistan officials claiming that the federal government had cut
the finance for Kurdistan region. Al-abadi's argues by suggesting why don’t you ask your
officials where is the money they got from paying oil without permission from the federal
government. He used the technique of a number game by declaring that ( nine hundred
thousand barrel of oil are sold per day ...)* this amount equals a quarter from the Iragi oil in
total. Mentioning this fact , Al-abadi wanted to say that Kurdistan region is ruled by corrupted
politicians who want to throw the responsibility on the Iragi government.

4.3.6 Hyperbole

Hyperbole is a description of an event or action in exaggerated terms .1t is used to
emphasize strongly negative ideological meanings. The reverse is also true; if opponents'
negative actions are to be exaggerated, speaker's negative actions are, of course, need to be
softened. The following is an example:

Example (15) :

oLl canl 5138 5 ¢ 8 3 dall Jladll Gaa s Jao )l e phaddl Caaal g Jua sl 5 JLsW iy jS5 ) a5y sl Ll 8
(1) ... A 3 all i ) (e el OS e el apngiu g

In this example the speaker overestimate the situation by saying that the Iraqgi forces pushed
the danger away from Erbil as if ISIS gangs were about to invade them. This usage is to
persuade the people of Kurdistan not to vote for separation from Iraq which devoted the life of
its soldiers to protect them from ISIS gangs.

5. Conclusions

The study reveals that most of the techniques used in critical discourse analysis are
applicable to Arabic political speeches. This indicates that politicians, in general, manipulate
the language system in their political speeches to convey the political agenda. Politicians seek
to impose their own ideologies in their speeches via exercising power, dominance on the
audience. Data analysis reveals that AL-Abadi has employed most of the critical discourse
analysis techniques on the levels of meaning, argumentation and rhetoric. Accordingly,
various techniques such as: illustration, openness, consensus, hyperbole, metaphor,
euphemism, polarization, compassion, and lexicalization have been used to persuade listeners
of the ideopolitical perspectives of the speaker towards Kurdistan Region Referendum.
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