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bs3356002  bodgggdo: olizwibo, 3merodozamo  olizambo,  obwébob
(3658 0590329¢10) 056339(980

3Mmo@03Mmo 9bols godmygbgds Lggds 3mdmbozsaowm®mo 3OmiEgLol
R0MAGBOL s 3Bl sb bl 0bogzoOl 0YBEHMBdOLS s LmEosEIYY-
M0 OHMEgdoL  3MBLEAHMMOMGOIBY. 9B, OMAMEME TJOSBHMMO 30MPISOM
393006MHds oo Bgdol AoBsfowgdsl, Labmysmgdmog sSBOLS s
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b, LssE YoM 35LrgbolidaNdEIMdS dBLM3B0s. gl 3MbEgREOs Of-
3936 Bg3sbBH03we 3momoBoEosl, Booa BMIZYMIE0 3MEOEH0Z)MO M-
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0L3gh, MM 53006 S0(30ME 3slbOLIIYYGOWMDS s byero Fgfymb mo-
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6. Bwydobody

305600 0QgMEMA0MEM0 3mBOE0GOOL 33Z0MYDL.

BodMmdo gbgds 9bmdM030 FoM3gMgdols godmygbadols olzmmben sbs-
oL s 500 3603369MdGIOL 06EHIM3MYESEOSL. FoM@s 530ls, AsBLs-
3OMIOMEO 4IMHIGOS JIBMDS ,5JEHOMMO S ,35L0VIMO 243500l LEMS-
393099 259myxbgdsl 3ME0E03EMO 25653boYdOL Fobss®ldo.

96mdM030 3039MHIMGds 30EH03YM OLZNMLT0 BSOHDME FoIM0ygby-
05, M@ dmbgl LsbmPsEMGdIOL IMBOEOBYdS. 0I3OEOEIOO 9bs, 396-
dm@, 3sL0wMHO 3MBLEMVIE0s, OMAMOE 35LwbolidgIdEIMBOL BSEBlY-
B0l LMD, VMY, dBLMZBL bl gBagzbol, Moa AsbLsIMm-
900 3OHOMOOGGEHI0S 3ME0E03wM0 5503w siEo0l MmU.

300056md530, 3Meo@03MMo 9bols 53 oM 3gMgdol godmyqbgds oMol
bgmgbgds, MmMAgeroa sMgbs@bg 3603 gdsls, LsBMmYsMIdMHOZ0
3BMOL BMOHA0MYBILS 5 3M0EH03MH0 JoBbYdol domfig3sl olsbsgl dob-
Boco.

330930 8900Mm@OM™Q05 9537136705 LmEOM-3058530349 s SbGIM-
3m396GHOIE-303MB035306  IGPMEMEIMYOL, MHMIJOoE  5965c0BYIL
dmabligbgdeol 303MB03oE0M ABBMbZels s BEBMOBR0sL s oo 393-
FoOl BeE0sIH s FMWEMOIE BMOIGOMB, 53Mgm39, 08 BwWbJsz0Mo
3995603900l 330939, MHMAgeEms 3g39MBOME 3M935B03NIE0 FoM3IYMY-
00 Ubga35M5 063JM3M0M©Yd06 oL MMLvIeo 3mbEHJLEOL Bqlsdsdo-
LoQ. 330935 9B3BJdS OHMAMOE 3O0EH0IME SBoEPOBL dMmeEoE03ME ©OL-
39OLSD ©353d0MgdOm, 81939, M30LJdMOZ30 OLIYOLOL sbsEODBL, 0dol
3900533 g35, 0¥ OHMYME 04gbgdgh 3MoE03MMO BoAMMHIOO 3Moydo-
G039 FoM3gMadL o 35L0E 3MBLEMJE0gdL, MHMmymME JsbodmEoMmgdols
0BLEBH®WMA6EJOL Lox o™ godmligengddo. 33930l Imbo3gdgdols Ggammag-
doLOL  JOMOMOIE 39YMHIBom $39M039w0  3MgBoIBEHIOOL - m-
Bocno BH®330Ls o XM d50gbol LE0bsYMMoEOM godmlgEgdl.

@0 G9M5GMOoL Jodmbongs. D930 3mIMBo3oE300l MML 5sd0sbgdo
J06056 565 Fbmem 2535303 MEs© 3MBLEHMMOoMmgdYe [oboowgdgdl,
3059900 gobabmM30909096 A9M339v JdgYOGOL S 5Yse0dYdIE Mo3056m
0©IBEAMBL. 9bs, 965 TbMEME 0bBMEOHT5300L A533w0LS s JFYYOGIOL
2956bMmM 300 gd0L 0bLEHMIGEE0s, 5MsdgE ol sligzg Ladroangdsls sdag3L
060030070l 4565L5bOgHME 3ME3MgEMIEo MmeEgdo. MBOMmSEM BoEYyzgdls
535 0¥) 08 EOLZMMLTo Fglsdems 930LMYGdMEL YBOHM MB3GMEIM s Yob-
Ubb303909 0B6GHIM3MGBH0309. F9RIWOms©, 39w9dgdgwos MWW As0-
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M, ) HoLO JFPIEMBS 593L SMILIBEL s Mo WM INMF0YMO dogrom Sb-
96L B396%g Bgas3eabsl, MHmEs vEbmdos 30l Mebado (3000mL 0go Mog0l
Bomagbsl (Gee 2014, 23).

960U 259mygbgds 300300 30380MHT0s 0IBEMBLMB, 535 vy 0d M-
9dmb, HMIgdLSE LmEowdol doaboom 300980 Lbgsalbgs MMy s
Lo@¥9930530. 9bs o6 360l Fbemenm LsABMBIMOZ0 FYJOSEHMMO, sM53g@ Ol
bdoMo 53m0yggbgds MHMAMM3 05MM0, Mroms BabmMAsMYd5d0 3Mb3IMYE¥-
@0 0QYIMEMY0JOOLS S FGHYEOYGdJOOL A93MEIYdS BmbEIL. OLZM®-
Lo 5MHOL 3gMHdsEMMO 3MINB03o300L BMMAs, HMIYE0E LME0sEIMO yma3ols
53Lob3zg YO MHOYO MODOJOHNMBGOOL (303¢0L FoMTmoagbli o ge3wma-
6905 00oMgdmgdgdols s BmMmAgdol 3M0E03MM A59m33wg3sl (Habermas
1989, 571-606).

QQMMOL 4M5dgMH0L 3330(3900m, 3MEOEGB03IMHO OLZMOLO O3EMIs-
A0 0bLEMYIgbE0s (Graber 1993, 305-332). Bogmems 3L 50b0dbsgl,
8 300G032M ©olMMLTo Lodyzsms BwgdEos JMMAZIMO BodB03ss,
LEMo@gaoss (Woods 2006, 231) begnm gengbs 9902500l dmbsBmgdom gl
3M0bL ,3M3MB035300, MOl IMNegz5M0  AobBMIbZs  dorsmamEgdolomgols
dMIMss“ (Sheigal 2000, 440).

3003996 ©olizwmldo BgdsbE0n3wMHo s OLIMEOMAOVIMO SMESMO-
DoE0d oMY SMOL odmbo@wo, Mog 0f393L 3MmBoGow®m s Bggodom®
39935L9d90L 3MEOGOIME S OIMEIMAO0VYO 3063MMIBEHIOL TmMMOU.

3BmdOOos }. MGl YYIMYMBOMNO IFMINPYOIGdS DBMYSIWO©
3mo@030L gbols dodsmm. B39bL (3030E0BE0L Ol SHIBOSMGOL, MMM
Q3050 IMM5EMHO BEobsMEHJOOL dgLsdsdolo, s8o@Emd 9bol s3606g-
B3l MO0 39330090 3MEOE03MM o 93mbm3oz® 0By BgdL. ob-
39OLO Bobobxgds s MBOM dbromgsbo bpgds s gb LEGHOWo MEBsTg-

639 3ME0GH03MMo IFIOMdOL y39ea®y 250mmPBgen Fobolinsmgdgws
093d (Orwell 1946, 143-157). xmtx m6OHv990 9fobssdgaqds 4533900000

39GOBMMIdOLS s MLMYGOEM BMBIOOL godmygbgdsls, s9EHoIMo g35MHOL
33L0MO 9350000 F9Bo33WgdsL, 03 LOEYSE05T0, MHMEs osJBoIMo 3mb-
LEAOWYIE305 3L M30MSEJLO.

0L3OLOL sbs0BO, HMIgEoE IbmEwm© wgdulodMMo s LobEsdEo-
30U 96 1gdsbBH03MM PoMbMgddo IMosBMYDS, 56 sl LEWMEIYMBOEO, M-
296 ol3MMLo B0z MMos s dolo 9393gdudo s 3MgLy3mBoEOYdO
bdoMs 9JLEOs0b30LEHWE BodBHMMYOL 9YyMEBMdS. 36935030 F56-
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6. Bmdobody

396900 3bbs39b F93YmdobgdOL 0EPMIMEOLIM doensls o QoEIM3HIGD 30b-
A99bBLBY ©oRdbxdME 0bBMMTo30sl. om0 IHTSMYd0m OGO
LOYEYMR0Oo 5b5¢0Bo FqLadengdgero bgds FbmEMmE 3640530390
doamdom, MmIgeog 96md®og 3mbEHIJUEHME ghms LmEosw® s
3MAIOM 5odBHMMGOLS 00035¢0LF0bHRdL.

5060860 33wzs gbgds 3aBmygbgdy 3MaBadognw LA®GIYO-
9oL, MMIGd03 LE3MIBOIBEHM JOBHJOTO AodM0Ygbgds dEPOgMO Smeno-
G030 030x 0l glogddbgesgo. oM 530S, YrIMIYOSL 3o3535H300qd
0¢) M5 EMDB00 bgds 5dBH0IMO s 35L0YIMO 43500l godmygbads dmeodo-
376 ob3M®LJo.

ol3ML0s. LadMybBoIBEH™ 39BOsBHIBOL FogM 3o Yo LEBMS-
3930900l 453mygbgds gdsEJIOL MM sSOBYBO Fogegbsls sbgbl LoBm-
23900Mad0L 50dsls o Fgx3lgdgdBY. Fogow0MO®, 9BEbIYddT0 0d3¢o-
3930900l 56 0M0d0 d0b0d67ddOL A5dmygbgds Fodmoygbl LmEomeob-
330LGHMO LEAOOEIA0L, MGG 5EMILIBEOL OLIMOLL 0bEgargd@ws-
@99 BoEMIGLs s LEHMoEIYO boliosmls Ldgbl, Mol Jgwgassa 396o-
Q330 50043905 MMM dM39bo, obwobgmmwo s yogwgbosbo dmeo-
A03MM0 B0, MM 00305xJMGOMds LodgByzgarm 5g¢9gdds dgod-
@905 2553E0GOHML COIOMBOL 96 03X IMIOMMBOL 5¢Jds (Nguyen &
Sawalmeh 2020, 68-77). 9839d&w®ds 3m@o@03w™ds 9659 890dangds gobom-
ML 5dmIMHPRY39w s Bmds 3560@aEgdol Jndomm, bemenm Fgmliodsdm sb
39653bYgmBgends obz®Lds Jgodwgds, doModom, Bosbo dosggbmls doom
0doxL (Chiu et al. 2021, 451-473).

@9db03MO LEHOWMB FgsMmgdom Ma™™ sbggfiowos LobEsdum®mo
LGOI Fob03MEPOMIDS, MMPMMO(359, B335 LIBYGdIOL A5TMYgbgds, bo-
AYzom Fymdob 3500530900, M0gqd0, bgdbgdo, 30b63MgE o LobEsduwdo
39393MM0g00U, 59BH0MEMO S 35L0YIMO JMBLEHMJ 30900l 2odmygbads.

39650350 dmMbs33wgMdol FHowdo ©god@n3e bozzowliobgwgdl
3bL0YMYO® B03gMIMGOMO A53MYqbgds. dMEoE03® gobsabowdo dMsg-
@MBdOMO 30M0L Boggomliobgls - ,A396“ (We) 543l om0 360d36gwmds
3m0G03MO 3mB0E05DY, 9500sbligdbg, LMEOPIMHMBSBY. 35M5EOYTSE¥)-
60 §yz0wo LHmOHgo Hmd 3mmoGo3wmo 3mmsmoBsEool s0dbodgbgwos:
US vs. THEM (Maitland & Wilson 1987, 495-512; Zupnik 1994, 339-383). dsgo-
@omobmz0l Ingoyzsbmon:
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“We, the citizens of America...”, “Together we...”, “We are one nation...”
(Mbsw #HMsd30l Lsobosrmammsgom dodstmmgs, 2017). 0xdobo s0bodbagl,
63 39OLMBsgr®o JoM3gMol- ,B396“ (We) 259myqbgdols I0Bsbo sGols dmbs-
MdMYLS S 3MEOGHMMOL IOl Jsbdoeols FgdE0Mgds, J0bYIZsE obs-
30Ls, bLmEosEMMO bGSGMLOLS s bbgaolibgs 3Mmaglools (Yumin 2007,
22). ob sbiggg dgodergds aweolbdmdgl, GMmd MMAmOE SMmglsbEo, sbg3g
3QMLOEJOO GMHM0BGO0E g LOZM (Y0, MOE SMOBHMMOSL WRMM Sob-
@ gdL IMLsdMLMSE s dob IgbgEwagdgdMab.

AM5330L Lo0bogMs30M LOEY306 (Mbsgr FHMA30L LoobsmymM™s-
30 8085mm3s, 2017) sgzoduomes 47 dgdmbggas “we” Bogeelisbgamols ao-
dmygbgdobs, bmenm “them” ogodlots 11-x9.

qb b5339Lsbgegdo 3H030MH0 g0dB039005 Mo 03MHo 3mb39d-
LEHGOOLMZOL S MO J9BHIFMOOGOOLMZOL.  dLgMO  Bo3golsbgeosbo
3003060690980 M5 0dds Mbs, Tgodargds gsblibgs309dm@IL, 0doligos
dobg30m, 0¥y HMIGENO XAMBOS Y39aoDY 59BISWIMHO DODMYMIIO 56~
24396@0LmM30L. 2odmMOEb30L s BsOMZ0L 3MHOBE039d0 o dmddggdl s
30990 gOL  dogno3egdols 3oMEGH0DbMm LBMo@ga0gdBg 3meEod03w6
3Mmigbdo (Dijk 1995a, 243-289). dopseomaqo, “Washington flourished, but the
people did not share in its wealth. Politicians prospered, but the jobs left and the
factories closed. The establishment protected itself, but not the citizens of our
country. Their victories have not been your victories. Their triumphs have not
been your triumphs and, while they celebrated in our nation's capital, there was
little to celebrate for struggling families all across our land” (ombser G330l
Lo0bsvgAMMO30M dodoMmgs, 2017).

©9093H03M0 Bo3390Lobggdols godmyabadoom dmeodozmdo gbs dm-
WM0BGOME0s, Losa “ their” ds0mo dmo@ngs Fo®dmbobogds MHmymMs
“our” B39b0 961 36rMm3MByBEHIOOL 3003 O 0YMEIMFOO 3MBOEO-
9096 a30MOL30MYdS.

50 Lobol gbmd®og0 dozgMdmgds Jdbol us-versus-them BoMo@ogl, bosa
“our side” B39b0 3M03 035 o 3oHY39B0WGdIO0 ymzgem3z0l LolioMagd-
wms s “the other side” dmfobssmdgag TBsMY ymzgwm3z0l sGsmBmgdL
3LHMO 5 BEBOBM 3EOEBH0IL. FoOHMWSE, 3:OE03MNM0 EOLZMEOLOL
396 ol doesmmEgdol 3m3maqdol fymzowo, sdo@mad Aol BdoMmo
0949gbgdgb 530569000 Fob03E0Mgdol dgrog® 0blEMmMIEES. dmeo-
A03M0 gbs G300 M0s bzoolibgs LEowoLEWGmO Lsdmegdgdom,
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6. md0b0odg

HIgEms Bs3Meegdom Imbargdmg 0530L LoEY3oL MBMM sdoxg™Mgdgl,
905309300536 @5 F05353MbBgdgel beool (Chudinov 2006, 256).

3m0G0399M ol3OLdo b3oMow 33b3wqds F9e30lgdgd0, sfgMOEM-
0900  3Mm0E03mLgdBY, LsBmAsm IM35(9g0DY, OMIEgdol BIoMs©
258mbs3g39b 3500 0GMEWMYPOMMLS S 3MEOE0IME 3MBO(3090L. gl Fgis-
19gd9gd0, MMAMOE Falo 3MEWsMHOBIOMWOs Pe30L0 F3SBOMP AoTMboEHEO
3mBoEB0MM0 s 693930M0 LEBBIMEHJOI0m. Foade0mMOLmZ0L dm3z09y356
MbBag BHM5330L Lo@yzgdl, Losa bYIsbEOIMMO WS DWIMEPMAOVMO 3tm-
@MODI(300 39N 5MOL JodMboEWO:

“Under Bush, Russia invaded Georgia, Under Obama, Russia took Crimea.
Under the current administration, Russia is after all of Ukraine. Under
President Trump, Russia took nothing” (combser ¢330l dodstmgs, 2024).

3M9B0gbEHOL 4obs3bs0, MHMI 3olo dMmEo@E03s MMAMm®E Homlwyendo,
0Ly 8m3535¢080 LMAGdgL Ferm @SBl dmgeols AbMeBEPOML s MG, beragnm
dobo {obsdm®Mdgbo ymzgwm30ol ocmPBgd0sh, Hmym®ma LoBosbm dmwodo-
30L 35s03Mgdgbo, 0fi393l OYdIOM s YIMYMBO® FgRolYdGAL dmero-
A0IMMO QS 0QIMEIMAOVIMO 3063MGBE00L 3ot gddo. 99gyo, lsgdsb-
A035 bdoMmo 3039MdMgdamos: GHMsddols 489gdqdl mez0lingg 0ddoo s-
9000 Jgg30Lgds 9deg3s, bmem yma30wo 3MH9HoIbEYdOL dmeo@ngsol-
MOMYMRO0O.

0gMOHO00  FMboBMGOGOOL  Logdzgw by Bga30dos  ©ogsL33065m,
M3 3mo@03mligdo bobL Miigedgh yzgeurs 9603369wm3s6 BovebLl, Mo
QYO0 5G@dLGOL Jom, s1g3g Fomo JbOL J99YdYOLS ) DLYMEPM-
303L, bmwm  dImfobosrmdogag avbols vy dmo@ogzn®  3mB3MMabAHL
B939@0M 8gg30Lgdaly 5dgg396. 030 sLEB0TBsZ05, MM 033WOEOEvW-
Mo 0653053000 FgLodangdge0s FoBY (30900 FmadgFogds dgddbsls
Q9, 30MH0Jom, IPJO0MO FModgF0Gds FMobobml o0 M3mMbybEYdbY.
0LZMOLOL BYdobE0gol od3l BMOZoERGHMZ560 LoTVISGdGOO M IOWYH
mbybg Lo sFoBHYO0O LEHMIEHYHOOOL ABLEbMM309WYdsE. G-
JOD0 36MdOEO BoBOKO 9MOL 5MH5L0MGOOL FMIBE0, MmIgaroi Lgdsbdo-
39960 Bsdox0s s J0Bbs 0LEbIgL 3O FmedgFOEGOOL 830 S30-
@gdsL BgaeBH0MMo »gdol 5x830doMgdoLsl. MoLOBIOL OLZMOLTO SLgmo
MoMYMeqd0 (36MdOE0s, HMAmM3 3mP3969d0m0 Motymas (Apparent denial)
(“We have nothing against the Black community, but...”) (,6396 sMsg39M0
33593L 853396006900l Lofobsswdgam, oa®sd... ) b dmBz9bgdomo 3mbig-
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Loo (Apparent Concession) (“ There are also law-abiding Blacks, but...”) (,5l939

3®LgdMdY6 396MmBIMMBOO 533560569003, Bopa™sa...“) (Dijk1993c, 267-268).

3396G0L 36 3MLGdMBdOL Fgdb3935303, LobMASMYdOL 33393 gbEwO

Bofoel 033wwoEo@®s@ 35063 89w9de0sm 030 504ds, HMBgmms 3olvy-

bolidggdemdsbgs 3mbEgJuddo LorydsMo. HMEILSE S0MZIEISP AOM(3ILOOS

063m®M3s30s 2016 Farolb LadMgboabE™m 5MPBg369dT0 Fqlisdwrm goysedyg-

B3L9b 535380M9d0m, dmbligbydgddo 533-0l MeB0E0SCMMO 30Mgd0 dbM-

@M@ 56mB0dMMo d0m0mgdbI6 MligmbBY, 306506 500 oM LM

dmb3mgoly s 35806a3BMbBoL YE03sEHWMmO MMHPDOIOHOMBIOOL Q93w F)ds.

“election data was hacked” qo6s3bogoo galobMgdmes g s3m3sbsl, HmA

D060 56 305009l O3EMISEGHOH 35380MGOL S MHYLBIO Bl 56

©3LbYXEIL 5396¢S.

MLYdMEO godm3ze39d0L Loggdzge By Fglisdergdgaros eglizzbom,
O™ 3ME0E03MH0 960l 300350 J9BIRAMM0s®© IMIBMIdS 3MM35856000Ls
Q5 0Q9MMyo0l gbs. 3MEoE03s 9MOL LordMOL JHMYZ9MO byarmgbgds,
Lobgedfiogml dsMm30L FogGH03d, bmm LsBmysmgdols dstmgs LimMgo
03M3sEH0wMH0 9ooL LodwoEgd0m brogds. 3sa50MOLM30L 5S30MM™ Lso-
BoamMo30m 98mligergdo s dm3zsbEobmo 58 olgMMLOL sBseroBo 3so-
obols s 3gb (Hyland & Tse 2004, 156-177) 3o639M9d0L Lodwgsmgdoon.
95290,

H5930L LsobsgMMsgom 8035MmM33, 20 0563500, 2017

o MY03M&O Fo03gMo: “and” as3mygbgdaros 58-x9M, “also” 2-x96M.

o $065008gaMdM030 o390 “but” dsdmygbgdwyaros 16-xgM.

e sL33zbomo o™zgMmo-“finally ” -1-x96.

o 399Bo30Mmo JoM3gho- “so” 1-xgM.

e Jgbbgbgdomo ToM3gmgdo - “Remember” go0mygbgdmmos (1-x96

RMsBsedo: “It's time to remember that old wisdom... ”

*  0M3INMEOMMO FoM3)MId0 - 25dMYgbgd s FoEOgMHGdIOL AsTm-
bo@3golb dobbom “Thank you” (2-x9M), ©o30M9d9d0L goliogmgMgd-
o We will” (24-x96), 35393060 dmombmgbol (“Do not
allow”), 59930093 MdsBY 5J396GH0MdOLmz0L (“We must” 2-x96),
©530Mgd0Ls (“We will fight”) s Lo sbagdm Imfimgdol gogmgMadols
d0Bboom (“It is time”).
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6. Bmdobodg

3Mabo@Gwmo BIbgO0 453mygbadamos: 15-xq6 sy, think,determine,
face, confront, is (M3 3M6GHIJLEHT0 SLMEOM©IdS 5OSMNBILMSE 56
29290056, e.g., “What truly matters is...”, “The oath of office I take
today is an oath of allegiance to all Americans.”

535xJMGOMBOL oM396M900 A5dMmYygbgdyemos 33-x9®: (“I know”) -
1-x96, “You know”- 1-x96, “We will” — 22-xq®m, “This is” — 3-x 96,
“Now 7 = 2-% g6, “ It will” — 2-x g6, “You will” — 2-xq.

o3 999bgds 3mIGHEIMOLS s 30MHP30M F0TSMMNZgdL, doy., “ We,
the citizens of America”, “fellow Americans and people of the world”,
“you, the people”, “the forgotten men and women of our country” 30-
0oL Bo3goebabgeno “T” a53myqbgdwmos 14-x9M, bogom “We” - 47-
X96. 560l dgdmbgzg3g00 BgduB3o, MMmEILsE 500 453mygbgdocm
dmdbligbgdgaero 3068306 J0ToMMIZL 5YPOGMEMOL s 30MO 353~
FoMU 5394oMgdls 3500306 LogtMo™ gob3YdOL ASBOsMYdOM. gUs 3gMlim-
Boaobszools 990;mbgq39d0 300093 MBM® bgenl MFymdL gHo0sbm-
B0 29630058 s 9EOEHMMOLMB YIrsenm Bo?ro)EMmdsls.
3dBHoOH0 335Mm0L  JMBLEMWJ30900 250mygbgdyemos 35-x96 doy.
(“We share one heart, one home...”, “We will fight for you...”, “We are
transferring power...”) beagom, 3sL0wH0 3mBLEMWY30900 og0dloM-
o 7-xgM. 3sbommo  3mbLEMW30000, Omymmogss: “We  are
protected”, “We will always be protected”, “We, the citizens of
America, are now joined in a great national effort...” §J360s6 bobggzMoco-
35003900l ooeomb. Bobggz®odslom®mo Fobosowgdgdo doMoms-
QOO 5390905 Fodlvyeno F0dmgmdoligsb, MHmMIgdlsa odgzc Mm-
a3 BIBMOO 51939 SEHMOdMENIO Foboboomgdengdo. Bdbs do-
306930, M50 096 gfiymdosh sdBHomm 3oL (Quirk et al. 1985,
167-171).

0500960l 0B MME0M Bodotmngs, 20 0563500, 2021
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@WMP03MMHo FoM3gMo "and” asdmygbgdmaros 87-xqm, “also”- 1-xgM.
“also” 2-x9M, bemgnm “as well as” -1-x96;

fobssmdgamdmogo doMzgmo “but” godmygbgdwyemos 9-x 9.
3l33bomo doMzgmo-“finally” -1-xg6.

39Do30IM0 FoM3gMo “so” - 8-xg6.
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dgbligbgdomo olMEOLOL JoMm3gMgdo: sy., “You know”, “As you
know”, “As does”, “Let me say this”, “So be it”, “Here is the thing about
life”.

0MIMEOMM0 FoM3gmgdo: dsy., “I pledge this to you...”, “I give you
my word...” 4580y4q630e0s 18-xqM. 3mabo@wdo doM3gmado (Badbg-
do: know, believe, understand, think, etc.) 3458mygqb6gd9c0s 10-x 9.
535xJMGOMBOL  JoM3GMJO0  2odmyqbadmeos 42-xgM. ,0sg., “It
will never happen”, “I guarantee you, we will not fail”, “We will” — 19-
x96, “This is” — 5-x96, “I will” — 6-x9®, “I believe” — 2-xqM, I
guarantee” — 1-xq9®, “We have” — 4-xq®m, “I know” - 3-x9M, “You
know” - 1-x 96, “As we know”-1-x96.

M3 899bgds 3M3BEBHIMGAL, 30058306 F0ToMmM3gdL, 39MLmMBagno-
D300l JoM3z9mgdl “my fellow Americans”, “every American”, dsy., “I
promise you this: as the Bible says weeping may endure for a night but
joy cometh in the morning” Bsgoebobgeo “T” a00mygbgdeyemos 58-
X96, boagnem “We”- 39-x96.

39BH0MM0 335Mm0L 93nbz93900 x0JLOMPS -27-x9M, bemerm 3sbo-
60 335600l -5x 9.

H®5330L bvobsgm®msgom 803sMmgs, 20 0sbzsMo, 2025

WMA0ZMMO oM 39M0: “and” dodmygbgdemos 55-x9®, “also” - 5-xqM.
“as well as” -3-x 9, too - 2-x 9.

fobsowdgamdmogo doMzgmo “but” godmygbgdrmemos 10-x96.
39MDoE30Mo FoM3gMo “so” 5-xq.

dgbligbgdomo dot3gmgdo: “You know”, “As you know”, “As does”,
“Let me say this”, “So be it”, “Here is the thing about life”.
0MIMEOM0 F5039MJO0- 30MgdYd0 (06BH9bE0s) — “T will”, “We
will”; 93303909%0: “America will soon be greater”, “Our liberties and
our nation's glorious destiny will no longer be denied”; “Thank you very
much” (850wogMgdol 4odmbo@3s) “Let me tell you” (3-xg6M) sbLBS
5 83033999, “From this day forward, our country will flourish” cosds-
XIOJOMDdOL o6 39Mgd0:“T will” 4o0mygbgdwyaros 16-x9M, “We will”
14-%96.

3Mabo@Mmo Jom39Mgdo: “Believe” ao0mygbadmeros 2-x96, “Know”
3959mygbgdyemos 2-x9m, “Think” - 1-xgM, “Feel”’- 1-xqM, “Hope”-1-
X96, “See”- 1-x 9.
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*  ©535xgMYOMdOL FoM39Mgdo (39-xgm): “Will” (e.g., “America will
soon be greater...”) godmyqbgdeos 31-xqg dsg. “Never again will the
immense power of the state be weaponized...”, “Indeed, the best days of
America are ahead of us”, “We are definitely going to reclaim our
country”; “I know” go8mygqbgdyemos 1-x96.

* 30603000 d0ToMMZs S 3GMLMBIEODoE00L FoMIGMYd0: Todoe0-
05, “my fellow Americans”, "every American”, “We will do it
together”, “I” 09mygbgde0s 44 -x9M , begorm “We”- 48-%96.

39BN 235M0L 3MBLEMY30900 IBOJBOMES 24-x 96, bmenrm, 3sbo-
MO 339500L 3006LEHd30900L 2odmygbadols 12 Godmbgggzss.

Passive voice sentences

Direct... ; —
el
. TRUMP2025
Cognitive verbs E

W BEIDEN2020

Reminder = TRUMP2017

Conclusive

P
Logical (additive) markers  |F i ——

0 20 40 60 80 100

513365, Lo0boaMEMsE0M F0doMm39d0L sboeoBOl FgEgas® Bo8mM3z0b-
©> 3990970

05000960 “and” myo3M® FoM3gML Y39y BdoMo 0yghgdl semy-
LOE96 39380M0L OLEAY>MGOO. ol 2odmUzEgddo bdoMmos 3owgboEovy)-
M0 3560 3gMGO0, M3 0L A98MIZEL MBOHM 53BMOOE Gl bob.

AG®930L 2025 459mbgsdo FoMdMdL Fobsowdgamdmogo olzm®dlol
3oM396M0 “but” MHMIGE0E odmbo@egl s30MOL30MAdWE 0EIIOL s M3M-
696@gd0bL 3035600 3OHOEHOIO STMIOWIOGOOL 2oMTSZ9DL.

050960l ImMblighgdsdo FoMmdoos 2sdmygbgdmo 30MHP30MH0 d0ToM-
®30L5 s 39MOLMBIOBIEOOL FoM3GNGd0, 55 TbMEME 5IYM03IGEgdOls,
3659900 dogar AbMeEroml JolsdsMmom, Mo SB396JdL MBOHM Gsmomm byo-
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39L 5 L3gs™ml 3030 FolsFFHodY® 5©ddsls, 3506 MBS BHMd30 ,539M0-
390 boebBg“ gmzMboMgds.

G®5330L 2017 s 350960l 2020 LsobogMoEom A53mbizEgdmsb dgs-
M900m, GHMod30L 2025 Farol Lsobsgm®ogom dmblighgdsdo FomdMdL 3sL0vy-

M0 3MBLEHMMJ30gd0. 35LOVIMO A35MOL A5TMYGbgdSL Logzwdzws g3l 57-
39630Mgds ImddggdsBy, dobo Fggagdls s gogegbsty.0sy., “The war on

free speech will be stopped.” gl 3946035 9839dEHGMo© 530gMHgdL AsBEbsY-
0900l MBOYIBHMIOMBSL. 5353OMNMES 0MOBS© F0POMIOL FoMlwarols
d930mAsbg s Pobs 3meo@ozol Fomvds@gdwmds®y. 9sy.,“The Panama
Canal has foolishly been given to the country of Panama.”

5930dL0MEs BLY3EM3sL0ggdol (Quirk et al. 1985, 169). 4s9mygbgdols
39000bga393, 959., “The hostages in the Middle East are coming back home to
their families” Los@E 89600005 53 dngddggdol godmafizgzo s obogos-
AM6Mo0.

502356500, 3M0E03MMO BodMHGd0 B0 09396 3Md5E)0-
3 356396090Ls s 3oL0MHO 30BLEHMWY (3090l LabMYsMYdST0 Yogargbols
dmbogbols s 0 MeEma0gd0l hsdmyswodgdols dobboo.

OGBS

@mbser 93830l bsobsgritspocr  dodstogzs.  2017.  8mdogdos
18.12.2024 Donald Trump's inaugural address. January 20, 2017. Retrieved
18.12.2024.  gantgly®bo:  https://abecnews.go.com/Politics/full-text-
president-donald-trumps-inauguration-speech/story?id=44915821

@bser© HPsI30L BodsG035. H9b38e0329H0 35(H00L 9623679¢m0 3026-
3966059 bs36gbogbhra beadobsgools domgbolsl  fs®800048-9cmo
bodgzs. 18 0g3eobo, 2024. 3mdogdyemos 16.12.2024 Donald Trump in his
speech accepting the Republican nomination for president at the
Republican National Convention. Retrieved 16.12.2024 gu®glm®Uo:
https://www.realclearpolitics.com/video/2024/07/18/trump_under_preside
nt trump_russia_took_nothing.html

©@™bser© HO5I30L bsobsg Mmooy dodseogzs. 2025. dmdogdmwro 24.01.2025
Donald Trump's inaugural address. January 20, 2025. Retrieved 24.01.2025
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9egbm®lo:  https://www.msnbc.com/top-stories/latest/trump-inauguration-
speech-2025-address-full-transcript-rcnal 88365

X 89009b0b bsobsgrymsgoe dodstorzs. 2021. dmdogdryeos 18.01.2025 Joe
Biden's inaugural address. January 20, 2021. Retrieved 18.01.2025 geotg-
L®bo:  https://www.newsweek.com/read-full-text-joe-bidens-inaugura-
tion-speech-1563142
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Discourse serves as a means of communication, and its analysis involves not only
the structural aspects of language but also the impact of pragmatic markers on the social
and cultural context. It allows for the examination of strategies that contribute to
reinforcing power dynamics and shaping ideologies. This article focuses on the analysis
of political debates, particularly presidential inaugural addresses, from a pragmatic
perspective, investigating how the strategic use of language can construct political
narratives. Pragmatic markers (deictic, logical, adversarial, illocutionary, etc.) play a
pivotal role in shaping political discourse, as they affect how messages are conveyed and
received by an audience. In addition, special emphasis is placed on the strategic use of
the ‘active” and ‘passive” voice in the content of political statements (based on the
Inaugural speeches of Donald Trump and Joe Biden) and how these choices impact the
political message conveyed.

Keywords: Discourse, Political Discourse, Discourse (Pragmatic) Markers
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Introduction. The use of political language extends beyond the boundaries
of communication and influences the formation of individual identity and social
roles. As a mediator, language is directly connected to the distribution of power,
the shaping of public opinion, and the spread of ideologies. Political language,
as an essential element of discourse, often includes uncertainty and ambiguity.
When politicians make vague statements, they frequently create a veiled
discourse in which true accountability is unclear which results in semantic
polarization, where certain political positions aim to discredit opposing
ideologies, thereby avoiding responsibility and reinforcing their own
ideological agendas.

The study explores how language markers are used in political discourse,

with an emphasis on how they are interpreted and how active and passive
voices are strategically employed. In order to mobilize the public, linguistic bias
is frequently used in political speech. Implicit language and passive
constructions can produce ambiguity, which frequently balances culpability and
serves as a tool for political manipulation. When strategically employed, these
linguistic instruments seek to influence public opinion and further political
objectives.

The research methodology is based on socio-pragmatic and
anthropocentric -communicational methodologies, which analyze the speaker’s
communicative intention and strategy and their connection with social and
cultural norms, as well as the functional mechanisms through which pragmatic
markers acquire different interpretations depending on the discursive context.
The research is based on both critical discourse analysis of political speech and
qualitative discourse analysis to explore how political figures use pragmatic
markers and passive constructions as tools of manipulation in public speeches.
In collecting the research data, we mainly relied on the inaugural speeches of
American presidents Donald Trump and Joe Biden.

Literature Review. Language is not only a tool for communication but also
for constructing identities and performing actions. It allows individuals to adopt
specific roles and express particular ideologies. Discourse, as a form of
communication, reflects social relationships and values, and its interpretation is
influenced by the roles people play in society (Gee 2014, 23; Habermas 1989,
571-606).

Graber asserts that political discourse functions as a diplomatic tool (Graber
1993,305-332). Nikola Woods points out that the selection of words in political
discourse serves as a tactical strategy (Woods 2006,231), while E. J. Sheigal
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describes it as “communication primarily intended for a struggle for power”
(Sheigal 2000, 440).

Political discourse is marked by semantic and ideological polarization,
resulting in positive and negative judgments between political and ideological
rivals.

George Orwell criticized political language for being vague and distorted,
linking the decline of language to political and economic factors. He
condemned overused metaphors, meaningless phrases, and the overuse of
passive voice when active voice would be more effective (Orwell 1946, 143-
157).

Discourse analysis that focuses only on lexical, syntactic, or semantic
frameworks is incomplete, as discourse is inherently dynamic. Its subtext and
presuppositions often depend on extralinguistic factors. Pragmatic markers
capture the illocutionary force of a message and convey context-dependent
information. A thorough analysis of discourse is only possible through a
pragmatic approach, which considers not only the linguistic context but also
social and cultural factors.

This research examines the pragmatic strategies used in presidential
debates, particularly those aimed at constructing a powerful political image.
Additionally, it explores the degree to which active and passive voice
constructions are utilized in political discourse.

Discussion. The use of pragmatic strategies by presidential candidates
during debates significantly impacts public perception and evaluation. For
example, the use of implications or hidden meanings in statements can create an
impression of the candidate as wise or strategic, while confident speech acts can
enhance the perception of leadership or self-assurance (Nguyen & Sawalmeh
2020, 68-77). Effective political language can increase voter engagement and
trust in candidates, whereas inappropriate or offensive language may damage
their image (Chiu et al. 2021, 451-473).
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Manipulating syntactic style is more refined than manipulating lexical
style, including techniques such as the use of pronouns, variations in word
order, sentence structures, and specific syntactic categories, as well as the use of
active and passive constructions.

In the context of paradigm shifts, deictic pronouns are often used in a

«

biased way. In political discourse, the plural pronoun “we” carries implicit
meaning related to political positions, alliances, solidarity, and other socio-
political stances. The paradigm pair “US vs THEM” is indicative of political
polarization (Maitland & Wilson 1987: 495-512; Zupnik 1994: 339-383). For

»

example, “We, the citizens of America...”, “Together we...”, “We are one
nation...” (Donald Trump’s Inaugural Address, 2017). Yumin suggests that the
use of the personal marker “we” aims to reduce the distance between the
speaker and the audience, regardless of age, social status, or professional
background (Yumin 2007, 22). It can also imply that both the speaker and the
audience are unified in one space, which brings the audience closer to the
speaker and his ideas. In Trump’s inaugural speech (Donald Trump’s Inaugural
Address, January 20, 2017, the pronoun “we” was used 47 times, while “them”
appeared 11 times. These pronouns are typical deictic markers in political
contexts and their categories. Throughout the same political speech, the use of
such self-referential pronouns can certainly vary, depending on which group is
most relevant to each argument. The principles of exclusion and inclusion are at
play here, pointing to partisan power strategies within the political process
(Dijk 1995a, 243-289).

“Washington flourished, but the people did not share in its wealth. Politicians
prospered, but the jobs left and the factories closed. The establishment protected
itself, but not the citizens of our country. Their victories have not been your
victories. Their triumphs have not been your triumphs and, while they celebrated
in our nation's capital, there was little to celebrate for struggling families all across
our land” (Donald Trump’s Inaugural Address, 2017). Through the use of deictic
pronouns, political language is polarized, with “their” politics being presented
in opposition to “our” —that is, the political ideologies of the proponents. This
type of linguistic bias creates an Us-versus Them narrative, where “our side’s”
politics and decisions are always beneficial, and “the other side” always engages
in incorrect and harmful policies. Indeed, behind political discourse lies the

drive for power, which is why it is frequently used as a powerful tool for
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manipulating people. Political language is charged with various stylistic devices
that allow the speaker to make their words more persuasive and impactful
(Chudinov 2006, 256).

In political discourse, evaluations and descriptions of politicians and public
figures often reflect their ideological and political stances. These evaluations are
usually polarized, with clearly expressed positive and negative standards. For
instance, in Donald Trump’s statements, semantic and ideological polarization is
clearly evident:

“Under Bush, Russia invaded Georgia, Under Obama, Russia took Crimea.
Under the current administration, Russia is after all of Ukraine. Under
President Trump, Russia took nothing” (Donald Trump in his speech accepting
the Republican nomination for president at the Republican National
Convention, 2024).

The President's statement, suggesting that his policies will benefit the
world and nations both in the past and future, while his predecessors will
remain as producers of harmful policies, leads to both positive and negative
evaluations within the context of political and ideological competition. As a
result, the semantics often become biased: Trump's actions are given a positive
evaluation according to his own claims, while the policies of former presidents
are viewed negatively.

Politicians often highlight positive aspects of their own actions or
ideologies while negatively evaluating others. This can create unintended
negative impressions of themselves and positive ones of their opponents.
Discourse semantics use strategies. One well-known tactic is the moment of
disavowal, which is a semantic step aimed at avoiding a negative impression
when addressing a negative topic. In the discourse of racism, such disavowals
are known as apparent negations, exemplified by phrases like: (“We have
nothing against Blacks, but...”) or apparent concessions, as seen in phrases like:
("There are also law-abiding Blacks, but...") (Dijk 1993c, 267-268).

Even in the absence of an agent, the competent segment of society can
implicitly perceive who is responsible in a given context. For example, U.S.
officials initially referred to Russia anonymously in reports about the potential
manipulation of the 2016 presidential election to avoid jeopardizing fragile

relations between Moscow and Washington. The phrase “election data ~ was
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hacked” served a specific purpose: to avoid harming diplomatic ties and not

explicitly label Russia as the culprit.

Based on existing studies, it can be concluded that the primary category of

political language is the language of propaganda and ideology. Politics is a form

of discourse, a tactic for governing the state, and societal management is

achieved through diplomatic language. To illustrate this, we can analyze

inauguration speeches using the discourse markers proposed by Hyland and Tse

2004. For example,
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Donald Trump’s Inaugural Address, January 20, 2017

Logical additive (markers): “and” was used 58 times, “also” 2 times.

The adversative marker: “but” was used 16 times.

Conclusive marker: “finally” was used once.

Causative marker: “so” was used once

Reminder markers include words like “Remember” (used once in the
phrase: "It's time to remember that old wisdom...")

[locutionary markers were used to express gratitude, such as “Thank you”
(used twice), to make promises with phrases like “We will” (used 24 times),
to emphasize categorical demands with “Do not allow” to highlight
necessity with “We must” (used twice), to make commitments with “We
will fight” and to make urgent calls to action, like “It is time”.

Cognitive verbs were used 15 times, such as “think”, “determine”, "face”,

confront”," and “is” (when associated with recognition or understanding,

>

e.g., “What truly matters is...” or “The oath of office I take today is an oath
of allegiance to all Americans”).

Certainty markers: were used 33 times: “I know” (once), “You know”
(once), “We will” (22 times), “This is” (3 times), “It will” (2 times), “You
will” (2 times).

Commentaries: direct appeals&personalisations: For example, in phrases like
“We, the citizens of America”, “fellow Americans and people of the world”,
“you, the people”, “the forgotten men and women of our country”, the
pronoun “I” appears 14 times, while “We” is used 47 times. In certain
instances within the text, the speaker directly addresses the audience,
establishing a personal connection by sharing common sentiments. These
personalization instances further enhance the feeling of unity and

encourage a sense of direct engagement with the audience.
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Regarding the use of voice, active voice constructions appear 35 times, such
as: “We share one heart, one home...”, “We will fight for you...”, “We are
transferring power...” Passive constructions, on the other hand, are used 7
times. Passive constructions like “We are protected”, “We will always be
protected”, “We, the citizens of America, are now joined in a great national

3

effort...” represent examples of semi-passive voice. These semi-passive
sentences are primarily built from past participles that feature both verbal
and attributive qualities. They are considered verbs because they
correspond with an active subject (Quirk et al. 1985, 167-171).

Joe Biden's Inaugural Address, January 20, 2021

Logical additive (markers): “and” is used 87 times, “also” 2 times, and “as
well as” 1 time.

The adversative marker: The word “but” is used 9 times.

Conclusion marker: “Finally” appears once.

Causative marker: “so” is used 8 times.

Reminder markers: For instance, “You know”, “As you know”, “As does”,
“Let me say this”, “So be it”, “Here is the thing about life”.

[locutionary markers: Expressions like “I pledge this to you...”, “I give you
my word...” are used 18 times.

Cognitive markers (verbs): words like know, believe, understand, and think
are used 10 times.

Certainty markers: “It will never happen”, “I guarantee you, we will not
fail”, “We will” — 19 times, “This is” — 5 times, “I will” — 6 times, “I believe”
— 2 times, “And I guarantee” — once, “We have” — 4 times, “I know” — 3
times, “You know” — once, “As we know” — once.

Commentaries: direct appeals&personalisations: In terms of direct
addresses and personalization markers, phrases like “my fellow Americans”,
“every American” are used. For instance, “I promise you this: as the Bible
says, weeping may endure for a night, but joy cometh in the morning”. The
pronoun “I” appears 58 times, and “We” is used 39 times.

There are 27 instances of active voice and 5 instances of passive voice.
Donald Trump’s Inaugural Address, January 20, 2025

Logical additive (markers): “and” is used 55 times, “also” 5 times, “as well
as” 3 times, and “too” 2 times.

Contradictory marker: “but” is used 10 times.
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Causative marker: “so” is used 5 times.

Reminder markers: For example, “You know”, “As you know”, “As does”,
“Let me say this”, ”So be it”, “Here is the thing about life”.

Mlocutionary markers: Promises (intentions): “I will”, “We will”;
Assertions: “America will soon be greater”, “Our liberties and our nation's
glorious destiny will no longer be denied”; Gratitude: “Thank you very
much”; Explanations and assertions: “Let me tell you” (used 3 times), “From
this day forward, our country will flourish”; Assertive markers: “I will” is
used 16 times, and “We will” is used 14 times.

Cognitive markers: “Believe” is used 2 times, “Know” 2 times, “Think” 1
time, “Feel” 1 time, “Hope”1 time, “See” 1 time.

Certainty markers: The word “will” is used 31 times, for example, in
“America will soon be greater...”, “Never again will the immense power of
the state be weaponized”. Other expressions include “Indeed, the best days
of America are ahead of us”, “We are definitely going to reclaim our
country”.

Direct address and personalization markers: Examples include “my fellow
Americans”, “every American”, “I” is used 44 times, and “We” -48 times.

There are 24 instances of active voice and 12 instances of passive voice.
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Conclusion. Key conclusions from the examination of inaugural addresses

were as follows:
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Biden predominantly employs the logical marker “and” to engage the
audience. His speeches frequently feature causative markers, which enhance
the authoritative tone of his addresses.

Trump mostly employs the discourse marker “but” in his 2025 speech,
reflecting conflicting viewpoints and strengthening his critical stance against
his opponents.

Biden's speech makes extensive use of direct address and personalization
markers, not only directed at Americans but also at the global community. This
approach reflects a broader worldview and a more expansive perception of the
world, whereas Trump concentrates exclusively on the “American people”.

In comparison with Trump’s 2017 and Biden’s 2020 inaugural addresses,
Trump’s 2025 inaugural speech demonstrates a higher frequency of passive
constructions. The use of the passive voice is motivated by an emphasis on
actions themselves, as well as on their outcomes and impact. For instance, “The
war on free speech will be stopped” exemplifies how such techniques
effectively bolster the objectivity of statements while indirectly pointing to past
errors and failures of prior policies, as in “The Panama Canal has foolishly been
given to the country of Panama”.

Instances of pseudo-passive constructions (Quirk et al. 1985, 169) were also
observed, as in “The hostages in the Middle East are coming back home to their
families” where the initiator and cause of the action are obscured.

Thus, political figures frequently employ pragmatic markers and passive
constructions as tools to influence public perception and shape ideologies

within society.
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