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Abstract

Persuasive strategies have always been used in political discourse
to convince audience of a specific 'ideological position', which
requires audience approval (Wodak, 2011). This paperaims at
investigating the persuasive strategies and language use in three
influential speeches related to Muslims, Islam and terrorism. The
speeches were delivered by three world leaders, namely, King
Abduliah Al-Hussein, President Donald Trump and President Barak
Obama.

The study employed qualitative and quantitative tools of analysis.
The qualitative part used Critical Discourse Analysis (CDA) tools
to help interpret the speeches in the light of their social-cultural
background, purpose and audience, which induced the langnage
patterns detected. The analytical framework mainly examines the
following;

d Lexical choices, e.g. discriminatory wordsthat entail
inclusion’ and 'exclusion’ lexis (Halliday, 1994), and those
that involve 'self-positive’ and ‘'other negative'
representations (Van Dijk, 2004).

. Rhetorical devices and persuasive strategies, e.g.
categorization, hyperbole, evidentiality, victimization,
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repetition, parallelisms, emotional expressions (Fairclough,

1995, Van Dijk, 2004).

The quantitative analysis made use ofcorpus-basedtools to help
reach more objective and generalizable findings, thus reduce
research bias. Word List, key words and concordance lines were the
main features used, which provided the quantitative support and
starting point of the analytical part.

The three speakers were successful in crafting language to
serve their ideological stance and social position. The results
revealed that the politicians differed in how they presented
themselves and the 'other, and in the degree of addressing
audience’s emotions and/or logical thinking. They also differed in
the use of some rhetorical devices, e.g. religious quotes, code
switching. However, they used similar persuasive strategies such as
repetition, rhetorical questions,analogies, categorization.

Key words: CDA, Corpus linguistics, political speeches,
persuasive strategies
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Introduction

The purpose of this paper is to investigate the linguistic and
rhetorical devices related to the image of Muslims in three speeches
by current political leaders. They employed similar and different
images, each influenced by his ideological stance, the purpose of
the speech and the audience. Each of the speakers employed diverse
linguistic devices to persuade and position the audience into
accepting his proposed ideas.

The three political speeches had far-reaching impact on the
audience and the world at the time of their delivery. They were
delivered around the same period of time (March, 2015-January,
2016) triggered by almost the same terrorist incidents or their
outcomes that were attributed to Islamic extremist groups. The
speakers tried to persuade and position their audience of their
stance towards Muslims as culprits or victims of these terrorists'
acts each according to the power and needs of his position and the
pressing current events at thattime. Each of the two American
speakerspresented a contrasting image ofMuslims influenced by
their own personal agenda at the time. The Arab speaker wanted to
redefine the image of Muslims, negatively influenced by rigid and
misinterpretation of Islam.
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Using a CDA model and corpus linguistics tools, the
ideological stance and persuasive strategies of the three politicians
were examined and compared. The analytical framework of the
qualitative part of the study employed CDA tools to examine the
language patterns detected in the quantitative results. The model of
analysis examines:

* Lexical choices (discriminatory words, labels,
evaluative language, metaphor, collocates) that entail
'inclusion’ (in-group) and "exclusion’ (out-group) lexis
(Halliday, 1994), and those that involve 'self-positive
representation’ and ‘other negative representation'
(Van Dijk, 2004)

* Rhetorical devices and persuasive strategies, e.g.
categorization, hyperbole, evidentiality, victimization,
repetition, parallelisms, emotional expressions,
analogy, rhetorical questions, among others
(Fairclough, 1995, Van Dijk, 2004).

The analysis was initiated by the quantitative results. The
three speeches were analyzed using the sketchengine open corpora
to detect the most frequent words used in each speech (word list)
and then the speeches were compared to authentic larger corpora
and compared against each other to detect significant word use
(keywordness). Concordance lines were another feature used to
examine word use and collocates within context.

The paper starts with a review of related literature,following
this, the research questions, methodology,background and context
of the speeches, and then moving to results (quantitative followed
by the qualitative findings) and then discussion and conclusion.
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Literature Review

The review of related literature focuses on the CDA theoretical
background and framework, and then research on political speeches
and the image of Muslims and Islam in western media.

CDA and Theoretical Background

CDA is a critical theory of language that considers language
as a type of social practice that involves a specific context, social
relations, ideologies and contested interests. Using CDA as a
discipline helps identify how a text positions and persuades the
audience, the ideologies and interests behind words, the
marginalized parties, and consequences of this positioning. CDA
also helps study and understand how power relations are manifested
in the discourse (Janks, 2016). In other words, CDA helps find
relations between language, power, society, ideology, culture,
especially in the fields of social science and humanities (Van Dijk,
2009). _

CDA research analyzes how grammar is used to exercise
power and dominance in social and political discourse.
Stereotyping andabuse of power embodied in the use of
discriminatory  language lead to social discrimination,
overgeneralization and inequality (Van Dijk, 2009, Meyer,
2001).CDA also contributed to understanding and raising
awareness towards how public rhetoric sometimes based on biased
ideologies lead to stereotyping certain groups and individuals, e.g.
Muslims.

Several models and methods of analysis were offered to
implement the theoretical claims of CDA. Some of the pioneers
whose work focused on analyzing relations between language,
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context and society are Halliday and his multifunctional linguistic
theory, Fairclough, Wodak, and van Dijk, among others.

Halliday's Systemic Functional linguistics (SFL) contributed
extensively to the development of critical linguistics (Meyer, 2001).
Halliday (1994) states that there is a relation between grammar and
social needs of users.He offers a model of discourse analysis that
helps discover linguistic power in texts. This model distinguishes
three interconnected metafunctions: tenor, field and mode. The first
is the interpersonal function, i.e. the relationship between
participants in discourse. Field is experiential function relevant to
the content matter and ideational function of language and how it
structures 'experience’. Lastly, mode is relevant to text coherence,
degree of interactivity and spontaneity of discourse. Halliday
(1994) also introduced a theory of meaning that helps in
interpreting language as options entailing inclusion’ and ‘exclusion'.
This linguistic analytical framework mainly examines:

e Lexical choices (discriminatory words, iabels, terms of
address, evaluative language, metaphor)

e Grammatical choices  (transitivity  patterns, e.g.
nominalization, passivization, ergative verbs; modality,
pronouns)

Meyer (2001) explains that ' argumentation theory and
rhetoric have been successfully combined with functional systemic
linguistics' (p. 8). Several linguists acknowledged this merger and
the intrinsic need to employ all aspects of context to effectively
interpret the meaning of discourse.

Fairclough and Wodak also contributed a lot to the field of
CDA which also stemmed from work on ideologies and power
relation that go back to Michael Foucault and Pierre Bourdieu
(Rahimi and Riasati, 2011). Fairclough (1995) proposed a model
that draws upon the Hallidayan theory of SFL and examines the
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social function of language. This framework entails a three-
dimensional analysis:
1. Text analysis (micro-level of analysis) that focuses on
syntax, metaphor and rhetorical devices
2. Discourse practice (meso-level) that focuses on
production, distribution and consumption, i.e. the author,
medium and audience
3. Discursive events (macro-level) focusing on the social-
cultural broad context; intertextual and societal issues. In
other words, this macro level examines ideologies behind
discourse that imply taken-for-granted and accepted
evaluations.

There are, therefore, three different dimensions of analysis;
ideological, rhetorical and strategic. The first focuses on power
relations and its language manifestation, the second persuasion and
audience positioning devices, and the last on examining inter-
textuality, ideologies, the taken-for-granted and commonly
accepted evaluations.Fairclough (2015)adds some rhetorical
strategies to analyze the discourse of power, especially during
'periods of major social change'. For example, parallelism is a
standard rhetorical device which goes back to classical rhetoric as
well as intertextuality which 'recontextualize' audience into moving
from one context to another.

Wodak (1996, 2001) proposed the discourse-historical
approach that focused on the importance of context, and historical
and social background in analyzing discourse. She also proposed
the use of non-verbal signs and other semiotic devices as useful
tools in CDA.

Van Leeuwen (1996) was influenced by Wodak and
proposed a linguistic CDA framework that is also based on
inclusion and exclusion and the exercise of power by manipulation
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of discourse. Social actors in the community can be marginalized or
subjectively represented via the following discourse strategies:
exclusion (suppression, backgrounding), inclusion (e.g. activisation
Vs, passivization,  individualization, assimilation), and
impersonalized social actors (abstraction, objectivation) (Rahimi
and Riasati, 2011, p. 110).

Van Dijk(2009) also contributed to the psychological aspect
of CDA and how linguistic analysis brings insights into
inequalities, power abuse and dominance. They are triggered by
social exercise of power or abuse of power which results into
alienation, marginalization and social inequality. Van Dijk (2009,
2004) proposed an analytical frameworkpertinent mainly to
ideologies and how they are expressed in different discourse types.
This framework focuses on the analysis of meaning, argumentation
and rhetoric using 26 ideological strategies. The two most generic
that are implied in all the other strategies are: 'self positive
representation’ and ‘other negative representation’. They are
considered semantic macro-strategies with the purpose of 'face
keeping' or ‘impression management'. Other devices are
subcategories of the above macro-strategies; they are mainly: actor
description (whether positively or negatively), authority,
evidentiality (using hard evidence) and number game (making use
of authorities in the field or hard evidence and numbers to support
claims), categorization, comparison, disclaimers,euphemism,
generalization, irony, hyperbole, implications, lexicalization (use of
lexis to negatively describe the 'other’), national self-glorification,
polarization, presupposition, vagueness and victimization
(provision of negative narratives about the 'other’). These strategies
are mainly used as tools for positive 'self’ presentation and negative
‘other’ presentation, as well as in categorizing entities as in-groups
and out-groups. Members of in-groups are usually associated with
positive or neutral description, whereas out-groups members are
negatively described. Van Dijkalsoclaims that inflicting power and
dominance over the community is achieved by ‘controliing
discourse' (Rashidi and Souzandehfar, 2010).
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The analytical and qualitative part of the current study was
guided by these CDA models, especially those proposed by
Halliday, 1994. Fairclough, 1995, 2015, Wodak, 2011 and Van
Dijk, 2004.

Research on Political Speeches

Political speeches are considered a type of public rhetoric
that has been studied since Aristotle and Cicero. Public speeches
are designed to attract the attention of the audience to gain their
support and approval of what is being said (Wooffitt, 2002).
Political discourse, unlike press, does not only involve words and
logically presented argument but also involves multimodal
discourse. It is face-to-face interaction that includes, as well,
paralinguistic features, like voice quality, facial expressions, and
body movements. All contribute to shape the politician's image
that is an essential component in the process of persuasion.

Atkinson (1984) studied recordings of political speeches to
identify the most effective rhetorical devices guided by the
applause of the audience. He identified some of the powerful
techniques, for example, three-part list, contrasts, combination of
both and other paralinguistic features like gestures and voice pitch.
He states that these devices are effective because they cue audience
applause and invite collective applause from the whole audience.
They are signals for applause because they 'project their own
completion; as they are being built, they signal when they are going
to end'. (p. 130). Thus, they are interactive tools that project a sense
of unity and completeness.

Lamb (2016) adds other rhetorical devices like appealing to
people's emotions, fears and pride; using logical evidence
(statistics, expert opinion, research finding and anecdotes);
attacking the opposite opinion; using inclusive and exclusive
language (we, us, our vs. them); rhetorical questions; analogy;
humor (puns, sarcasm and irony to make fun of the opposing
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opinion); repetition, among others. These are found to be effective
persuasive tools that help position the audience to accept a
particular point of view.

ZurloniandAnolli (2013), in a qualitative-quantitative study,
examined argumentative fallacies that are frequently used in
political discourse. Their data were political debates on nuclear
energy in Italy. They studied how speakers used fallacies in the
development of their arguments in order to persuade their audience
and present a coherent logical argument. They identified four types
of fallacies: Appealing to force or threat (fear of force, it appeals to
human fear and it is a fallacy because it appeals to emotions rather
than the logical reason behind the argument). The second fallacy is
attacking the opponent or being personal; here the speaker instead
of justifying the soundness of his argument, attacks his opponent,
e.g. for having self-interest motivations. This is viewed as
'deceptiverationalization' because it is impartial and illogical. The
third type is argument from analogy; here the case is built on
assuming that two cases are similar in all respects, thus similar
consequences would occur. The last type of fallacy is argument
Jrom consequence and slippery slope. The speaker would assume
possible unforeseen consequences occurring out of an action,
therefore, to avoid these consequences this action should be
abandoned. This is seen as negative reasoning of a future event that
is seen as having inevitable effects. These rhetorical devices are
frequently used by politicians to resolve differences to their favour
and convince audience of their argument even by using
argumentative fallacies.

Al-Majali (2015) studied 7 political speeches of Arab former
presidents during the Arab Spring Revolution. The analyzed
speeches revealed distinctive lexical features that differentiated the
speeches delivered during the revolution from the speeches
delivered by the ousted presidents before the revolution. She used
Halliday and Hasan's (1976) analytical framework of cohesion,
mainly the lexical features of repetition, synonymy, hyponomy,
antonymy and collocations. She related the contextual functions of
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these features with the ideological goals of the ousted leaders which
mainly aimed at threatening the protestors. The analysis mainly
focused on lexical features within the sentence level.

Wang (2010), in a quantitative research, compared two
speeches by President Obama: his victory and inauguration
speeches. The analytical framework was based on Halliday's SFL
model of ideational, interpersonal and textual functions, focusing
on transitivity and modality. She found that the main linguistic
features in Obama's speeches are: the use of simple words, short
sentences, and easy colloquial lexis. This made his language
accessible to the public which helped create rapport and familiarity.
As to transitivity analysis, most of the processes were material
processes in both speeches, which consequently draws attention to
the achievements of his government. The interpersonal function
was traced in modality, frequent use of first person pronouns,
simple present and future tenses, as well as religious reference
which helped to transmit his ideology of building trust and
confidence, thus gaining public acceptance and support.

Rashidi and Souzandehfar (2010) analyzed the debates of
the Democratic and Republican parties in USA over the war in Iraq.
They used van Dijk's (2004) CDA analytical frameworkto detect
the ideological structure and persuasion devices of six speeches;
three for each party. They found that each party utilized devices of
lexicalization, polarizationand rhetoric of positive in-group and
negative out-group presentation. Each group used different
strategies to justify their claims to legitimize or delegitimize the
continuation of the war in Iraq. Both parties positively presented
themselves and negatively presented the other's view.

Adetunji (2006) studied the use of inclusion and exclusion
deixis in two speeches of the Nigerian president Olusegun
Obasanjo. Using Miller's (2004) ‘alignment’ and ‘alienation’
dichotomy framework, he classified pronouns into inclusive: first
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person pronoun T singular and plural and their variants, and the
exclusive pronouns: third person pronoun 'he'; singular and plural
and their variants, besides other special and temporal deixis like
'this', ‘those’ and 'when', and the use of past and present tenses. He
concluded that in political discourse, the Nigerian presidentused
inclusive pronouns to seek acceptance, create rapport, and show
collaboration with the audience especially when using the ‘all
inclusive' collective pronoun 'we'. His aim was to convince and
share the load of responsibility with the audience. In contrast, he
used the 'self-exclusion’ pronouns of the third person singular and
plural and their variants as a 'discrediting tact', and 'verbal flogging’
aimed at finding fault, 'delegitimizing’ and negatively presenting
the other (pp. 188-189).

Krzyzanowski (2005) in a multi-method approach of CDA
particularly, based on Wodak's discourse-historical framework,
conducted analysis of the collective identities constructions in EU
talks. The framework depended on the discursive strategies of
collective and individual constructions of self and other
presentation. She studied the 'mainstream voice' and the tendency to
use positive evaluation of the EU, e.g., the use of the collective 'we'
and 'us', positive evaluation words, ¢.g.'successful’' andthe use of
metaphor, e.g. portraying EU as a 'significant player; example for
the world, successful experiment, who can teach..." (p. 151). These
are used as a strategy of group construction in order to show deep
involvement and collective action.The non-mainstream topics, on
the other hand, were developed by the use of negative nouns and
verbs e.g. 'degeneration’, 'disappointing’, 'danger'.

Moustafa (2015) carried out a synergy study of CDA and
Corpus Linguistics on political discourse. Corpus tools were used
to detect word frequencies, keywords and collocates in Obama's
and Clinton's speeches during 2008 Democratic Party Primaries. In
comparing the political identity of the two candidates, she found
that Obama focused more on foreign policy than Clinton who
focused on domestic affairs and women related issues. Obama, on
the other hand, focused more on 'racial, ethnical and religious
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issues"(p. 387). Examining keywords and collocates help construct
Obama's and Clinton's political identity and their major concerns.

Research on the Image of Muslims in the Western Media

Muslims have recently been the subject of controversy,
suspicion and stereotyping in western media. The principles of
Islam have also been viewed by some as the main enemy to The
West and their modern way of life. One possible interpretation is
due to associating the recent terrorist acts withMuslims, hence
leading to banning, alienation and marginalization that are often
based on overgeneralization, wrong  assumption and
misinterpretations. Much research has been conducted recently to
detect this anti-Muslim campaign in the media.

Moore et al. (2008) analyzed the image of Islam in 974
articles in British press from 2000 until 2008. They reported that
news stories focused more on differences between Islam/Musiims
and the West. Few articles reported Muslims predicaments or
problems. Muslims were stereotyped in pictures representing them
only doing religious rituals.

Baker and colleagues (2016) us=d a corpus linguistics and
critical discourse analysis approach to study how the word
‘Muslim'and its alternatives 'Muslims’, 'Islam' and 'Islamic’ were
represented in the British Press from 1998 to 2009 in a corpus of
200,000 news articles (143 million words) in both mainstream and
tabloid newspapers. The quantitative analysis found that press
frequently 'collectivize Muslims' looking at all Muslims as one
similar group which is distinctively different from "The West'. The
researchers reflected their surprise to find that the most frequent
noun in the corpus was'terrorism’ which appeared more often than
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Islam', though the articles were chosen on the basis of their
reference to Islam and its variant words. The second most frequent
word was ‘conflict'’. Both words appeared once in every twenty
reference to 'Muslim’. Other collocates were 'fanatic, militant,
extremist'. The word ‘moderate’ appeared only once every 200
references to 'Muslim'. 'Muslim leaders’ were often referred to
negatively and mainly as beneficiary; their most common
collocates were ‘offended, angry, outraged, hostile, indignant'. The
category ‘conflict’ was lexically rich. The qualitative analysis,
looking at the context within concordance lines, found that the
‘Muslim community’ and 'Muslim world' were represented as
identical members, and often indicate opposition to the west.
'Muslim women' appeared more frequently than 'Muslim men' and
appeared mainly in relation to the 'veil debate'. The findings were
interpreted by the researchers as leading to alienation,
marginalization, and contributing to 'othering’ process.

‘Muslims' were also negatively represented in the American
and Australian press. Awass (1996), in earlier research, found that
Islam was associated with 'fundamentalism and terrorism' in
American printed media. Islam's principles were misinterpreted and
distorted in the American press and were negatively portrayed
under the pretence of objectivity.

In Australian press, Dunn (2001) also found that Muslims
were represented as "fundamentalist, terrorist, sexist, militant,
undemocratic, violent, suicide bombers, hijackers, orthodox,
fanatic”. Muslims were presented also as intolerant to other
religions and Muslimwomen were represented as "repressed hijab
wearers". Dunn adds that Muslims were associated with “war,
conflict, violence, disunity and sexism” (p. 4). He also claims that
thisprejudiced stereotyping of 'us' and 'them' discourse is prevalent
in Australian media.Nonetheless, he also found that there are
counter opinion in the media that represented Muslims positively as
"peaceful, moderate, liberal, feminist, family oriented, anti-terrorist
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and community oriented” (p. 5). They were also portrayed as an
integral part of the Australian cultural construction and community
builders.

Al-Hejin (2012) in a corpus analysis and CDA study
compared how Muslim women were presented in British and Arabic
online news websites from 2001 to 2007. The corpus comprised 1.9
million words in 3,269 articles of BBC news and 2.2 million words
in 3,111 articles in Arab News. He investigated the linguistic
patterns that collocate with Muslim women'. The findings indicated
that in the British news 'Muslim women' were more associated with
'‘conflict’ and ‘crime’ than in Arab news. In the Arab news,Muslim
women' were associated with a wider variety of topics, e.g.their
achievements, and regional concerns e.g. education, business and
employment. 'Islam' was also represented differently in both media
especially in relation to women's rights. The 'hijab'was frequently
used in both corpora but was more commonly referred to in British
news and with more negative reference. The researcher interpreted
the findings as leading to marginalization of the majority of Muslim
women, and he offered recommendations to western journalists to
avoid misrepresentations and stereotypical reference to Muslim
women.

It is, thus,noticeable that the image of Muslims and Islam
has received varied views from the media recently. The linking of
several terrorist acts in several European and American states to
Muslims has negatively affected the image of Muslims and Islam
worldwide.However, there are also counter views that present more
balanced, rational interpretations. This 1dea triggered the current
research problem.
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Statement of the Problem

This study investigates the linguistic features used by three
political figures to pursue their goals of persuading their audience
of their view points, especially in relation to how Muslims are
presented.,

The theoretical and analytical framework of the study is
based on CDA and corpus linguistics tools. This can help us have
better understanding of how language can effectively serve the
ideological and political purposes of public speakers.

Research Questions

1. What are the rhetorical and linguistic devices employed by

each speaker?

2. How are 'Muslims' represented in the three speeches?
Corpus analysis of word frequencies, key words,
concordances and collocates provide the quantitative
evidence.

3. What are the similarities and differences in Muslims'
representation in the three speeches?

Methodology
The Data and Context of the Speeches

The following section introduces the context and
background of the three sample speeches. Examining the context of
the speeches help interpret the speakers' purposes and ideological
background that induced the linguistic patterns detected.

King Abdullah II of Jordan's speech was on March 10%,
2015 at the European Parliament in Strasbourg, France. it coincided
with a number of terrorist incidents in Paris, Libya and Jordan that
led to the rise of global Islamophobia. In this speech, he called, as a
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leader of a Muslim country, for mutual combat against terrorism
and hostility towards Muslims. Linking global terrorism with
Muslims and Islam's principles led to calls for official acts to limit
Muslim immigration. King Abdullah II speech focused on three
main initiatives: firstly, call for joint efforts with Europe to combat
terrorism and radicalism;secondly, establish the fact that ISIS is a
radical terrorist group that does not follow Islam's moderate
principles that call for peace and religious coexistence; thirdly, call
for promotions of 'mutual respect’ and 'an inclusive society'.

President Donald Trump's speech, on December 7%, 2015,
was part of his presidential campaign, at Pearl Harbour Day Rally,
South Carolina. It coincided with the terrorist attacks linked with
Muslims in San Bernardino, USA, and the Charlie Hebdo shooting
in Paris. In his speech, he proposed a blanket ban of all Muslims
entering the United States. He defended his proposal by drawing
attention to the growing hatred of American- Muslim citizens, who
participated in a poll viewing 'violence against Americans is
justified as part of global jihad'. He used alarming expressions to
intensify the state of fear and danger in America due to incompetent
decision makers,the inadequate measures and ineffective decisions
taken by the government. He also referred to the 'foolish' role of
media in profilingISIS leaders as 'masterminds' and ‘brilliant’,
which helped attract and recruit young kids, with 'impressionable’
minds to follow ISIS. To intensify the state of danger and justify his
campaign for presidency, he negatively stigmatized Muslims,
whom he claimed wanted to rule USA by 'Sharia’, which he
described as only calling for beheading nonbelievers and
committing 'unthinkable acts’ against Americans, especially
WOmeE.
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President Barak Obama's speech was at the Islamic
SocietyMosque in Baltimore Maryland - January 3%, 2016. It was
Obama's first visit to a mosque during his seven-year presidency
period. The purpose of his visit and speech was to reassure the
American-Muslims that they were an integral part of the American
community and history. He started by thanking the attendees and
mentioned some American-Muslim heroes in sports, business and
US army.This speech came as a consequence of increased acts of
violence against Muslims and mosques in retaliation of Paris attack
and San Bernardino shooting. He also wanted to condemn
'inexcusable political rhetoric'; against Muslim Americans from
Republican candidates, which did not discriminate between Islam
and the terrorist acts of a few. The speech was seen to 'slam
Trump's anti-Muslim vitriol' (Hasan, 2016). Obama said that hatred
speech leads to violence. He denounced linking terrorism to Islam
rather than to a few radical Muslims; "conflating the horrific acts of
terrorism with the beliefs of an entire faith". The speech was
positively seen and received by the Muslim community in USA,
and was considered a 'public reminder’ that Muslims have been part
of the first founders of America.

The three speeches were selected because of their strong
impact and widespread effect not only on the present audience but
also on the wider public and media coverage ensuingtheir delivery.
Trump and Abdullah's speeches presented two opposite views of
how far Islam can be linked with the latest terrorist acts. Is it an
insidious trigger of terrorism or a misinterpretation or/and desire for
power and control?Obama’s speech was selected to represent
another more official American perspective of the issue. It was
delivered as a repercussion of Trump's speech to counter his views
and reassure Muslim-Americans.

The speeches were downloaded from the Internet, as well as
the scripts except for Trump's speech that was transcribed by the
researcher.
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Analytical Framework

The study used both quantitative and qualitative tools of
analysis.

The quantitative tools of analysis.A corpus-based analysis
was used to provide the quantitative results that aimed at reaching
more objective and generalizable findings, thus, reduce research
bias.

The analysis started by tracing frequencies and collocates in
the three speeches. The open corpora "Sketch Engine” was used
(retrieved from http://the.sketchengine.co.uk/open/).It contains 400
corpora in 80 languages, the size of each goes up to 20 billion
words to provide a real representation of the language. It includes
several features mainly concordance, collocations and frequency
lists. This is in addition to several reference corpora that allow
comparison between the focus corpus (the current corpus) and a
larger general corpus to highlight the key words of the focus
corpus. The top key words reveal the domain of the focus corpus
compared to a standard which is the reference corpus.

The quantitative results are presented first, including word
lists (frequencies),keywords using a reference corpusto get a list of
keywords which were statistically more frequent than they would
normally appear. Then the key words were compared in the three
speeches against each other. More detailed analysis was conducted
by examiningconcordance lines.

The qualitative tools of analysis.These study the patterns
and collocates established by the quantitative findings. CDA
framework was used focusing mainly on:

. Lexical choices (the use of discriminatory Iexis
entailing 'inclusion’ and 'exclusion’ (Halliday, 1994, van Leeuwen,
1996, Wodak, 2001). In addition to, Van Dijk's (2004, 2009)
analytical and rhetorical strategies, mainly ‘self positive
representation’ and 'other negative representation’.
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. Rhetorical devices (for example, repetition, three-part

lists, parallelisms, rhetorical questions, analogies, religious
reference )( Fairclough, 1995, 2001).

Analysis and Discussion
Quantitative Analysis

The analysis of the speeches started by the quantitative
data. The three speeches vary in length and number of words. Table
1 depicts duration, number of words, setting and date of the three
speeches.

Table 1
Details of the Sample Speeches

huration

The three speeches were set in close time span (within a ten-
month period 1in 2015-2016),triggered by almost the same terrorist
acts executed by Islamist extremists referred to as 'Daesh’, 'ISIS'
and 'ISIL' respectively by King Abdullah, President Trump and
President Obama. The speeches differ, though, in their length,
target audience and purpose.
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Most Frequent Words (Word Lists)

The most frequent twenty words in the three speeches are
presented in Table 2. The percentages display frequency of tokens
in each speech to accommodate for the different word count.

Table 2
The Most Frequent Twenty Words in the Three Speeches

SRS The 62(4.38%) The 193 (3.8%)
Ill: | And 61(4.30%) | The 229 (36| To 167 (3.3%)
il e %)
Of 35(247%) | And 132 (2.1%) | Of | 142 (2.8%)
Is 34{240%) | A 121{1.9%) | And 142 (2.8%)
To 33(2.33%) | To 111 (1.8%) )
A 20(205%) | I 111 (1.8%) | In 92 (1.8%)
S In 21({1.48%) 109(1.7%) B6 (1.7%)

Not 17 (1.2%) I )
) ) ' 65 (1.29%)

~ | That 13(0.92%) ) 6l (1.2%)
|| By 12(0.85%) 94 (1.5% 59 (1.17%)
M2 This 11{0.78%) | Have | 86(1.4%) 59 (1.17%)
! .:-":"|: Be {0 78%:) T 1.39:) 38 (1.15%)
' | With 1 1{0.78% Ix T4(1.2%) And 35(1.1%)
15000 In 74(1.2%) | Have | 53 (1.05%)
SN Has 10 (0.70%) | Do 64(1.0%) 50 (1.0%)
S The 10(0.70%) | People | 59(0.9%) 40 (0.8% )
18, | Arc 10(0.70% ) 55(0.87%) | Be 39 (0.77%)
e 10(0.70%:) 52(0.8%) | For 39 (0.77%)
20. | An 9(0.64%) | Was | 49(0.78%) | As (38 (0.75%) |

Table 2 shows that function words are the mosi frequent
words inthe three speeches, which agrees with other corpus
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research findings. Pronouns of 'self' and'other' presentation are
displayed differently by the three speakers. The least in using
pronouns of 'self and 'other' is King Abdullah, the collective
possessive pronoun 'our' is the only pronoun displayed in the most
frequent twenty words with 15 occurrences (1.05%). The other
extreme is President Trump, the first person pronoun T' is the most
frequent word in the speech with 256 occurrences (4.1%), 'you' was
used 107 times(1.7%), ‘they' 99 times (1.6%), 'we' 94 times (1.5%),
'he' 55 times (0.87%) and 'they' 52 times (0.8%). Obama used the
first person plural pronoun'we' 67 times(1.3%), 'our' 59 times
(1.17%),T59 times (1.17%), and 'you' 50 times (1.0%). Personal
pronouns are examined in more details below. Other frequent
words are 'people’ 10 occurrences (0.70%) by Abdullah, 'n't'99
times (1.6%) by Trump and 'Muslim' 58 times (1.15%) by Obama.

A point of interest is the appearance of 'that’ and 'who' in the
20"%most frequent words in Trump's and Obama's speeches. 'That'is
inthe 13" position (79 times, 1.3%) and 5"position (119 times,
2.36%) by Trump and Obama respectively, whereas 'who' only
appears in Obama's in the 17" position with 40 occurrences (0.8%).
These relative pronouns are used as conjunctions in complex
sentences, which reflects the tendency to use complex syntax
(Savoy, 2009) by the two American presidents. They tend to use
more complex sentences when addressing Americans, whereas 'that’
was not found as a key word in King Abdullah speech, though a
native speaker of English but he addresses multilingual diplomats
in the UN parliament. Sentence complexity and length is not the
focus of this paper but could be an area of interest in other research.

Keywords

Keywordness is another feature of corpus search. Baker et
al. (2008) define keyness as the statistically significant words that
appear with higher frequency when compared to a general larger
reference corpus or specialized corpus (p. 278). The aim of
examining keyness is to detect the focus, topic or 'aboutness’ of a
text's content (p.278). In other words, a word is statistically
compared to a similar word in a larger corpus, and the one that
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occurs more frequently in one text is seen as key. Hence, keywords
are not always the most frequent words in the corpus; a keyword is
more frequent than expected in normal use. A keyword list is
considered more helpful than a wordlist because it is seen as
'signposts’ of significant words when compared against another
corpus. It reflects topic and/or stylistic choices by the author of the
corpus (Baker et al., 2008; Moustafa, 2015).

A key word list is beneficial also because it reveals less
function words than wordlists (Mostafa, 2015). Word lists "have
traditionally high numbers of grammatical words, e.g. pronouns,
prepositions, articles and conjunctions, which are indicative of the
language used in general terms rather than of the individual features
characteristic of a certain corpus” (Mostafa, 2015, p. 167).
Therefore, keyword lists are more commonly used to reveal the
focus and main topics in the corpus understudy.

The reference corpora used in the current paper are:

. EUROPARL7, English: 1t is built-in sketchengine online
corpus. This general reference corpus isextracted from the
European Parliament proceedings. It is a parallel corpus for
machine translation and includes about fifty million English words
from 1996 to the present. The reason for choosing this general
corpus is to compare like with like, in other words, compare the
speech of King Abdullah II in European Parliament with similar
speeches in similar contexts to highlight the keywords in the
current speech.

. Brown corpus: 1t is built-in sketchengineonlinecorpus. It is
also called The Brown University Standard Corpus of Present-Day
American English. It contains more than one million words of texts
in the United States.It is used to identify the key words in the
speeches of the American Presidents: Trump and Obama.
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The keywords of King Abdullah's speech compared to the
general corpus Europarl7, English are displayed in Table 3.
Table 3
Keywords in King Abdullah Speech

Mivvg Absdlesilade of devrelanay Spewewcin F LRI AREL F, § vegiiniy
e [T ——— Frocprmreydrmdll 43 vy Sreasenes il [Ty
e—— ¥ FErrR) : %2 7.0 5380
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faitks & IGLTR.0 1,837 26.%9 1518
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L ] a0 2,915 G S, 1
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prr - [ AR O 14, 163 3.3 2009
My ] IaTE.0 EI-F T3 R T ELE
- 5 P06 PR L] LY 201
Chuae 5 IOAD, 0 A, 2O Tan.o A
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et . L] ERI T 555 i
arvarny . 1ETE.Q 31,336 518.9 r 8
el e Ao S120.0 FEB01 1354 EH-Y
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Furriapes - IETDO 04, 5 irzr.. EA

In King Abdullah’s speech, the words Jordan, Muslim, faith,
friends, values, peace, violence, our, global, respect, Europe are
used more than normal in parliament talk. This shows that these are
significant keywords in his speech.

The keywords of King Abdullah's speech were also compared to
keywords in President Trump's speech (see Table 4) and President
Obama's speech (see Table 5).

The keywords in King Abdullah’s speech reflect his main
intended message. For example, peace, Jordan, values, faith,
Europe, Muslim, global, friends, respect, and violence are more
frequently used by Abdullah than the two American presidents.
Again they reflect a more outreaching interest in global peace. He
seeks the help of friends in Europe (o achieve peace. Values, faith
and Muslim are key words that highlight his interest to redefine
Muslims' true values to the world. Jordan is another keyword
showing his role as the King of Jordan. The French function word
de appears as another keyword used in his multi-lingual
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introduction addressing a more varied audience than the two
American presidents, who mainly addressed their people. Similarly,
the significant use of friends, violence, our, peace and the modal
must show his assertive call and need to bind with Europe to
combat world terrorism.

The keywords of Trump's speech are displayed in Table 6.
Trump, Sharia, Obama, IS1S, Muslims, Unbelievable, Dishonest,
polls, thank, horrible, smart, fan are keywords in the speech. These
keywords reflect the main focus and purpose of his speech. For
example, Trump appears significantly more than its normal use,
which reflects his desire to promote his image as a candidate for
presidency. Sharia, ISIS and Muslims are key topics in the speech
(collocates of these terms are presented in more details below).

Table 4 Table 5
Keywords Abdullah vs. Trump Kevwords Abdullah vs.
Obama
Wiy Ml o Jorths Dol oy B Sgwoch iy Jootinh of ketes o Barmae

vrd  begeary egueeryinll i bopeey fomencylell  for word fegeney iepeninll @ eoeey neecindl e
e i i I TR ™ i ot ) TR
ok 1 oy ' [T i =it H woow
- i i 1 T i WL : W
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e i Wi 1 O g 1 frri | i L]
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i § Wik i TR f ¥ : W W
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Meslim 1 [T i U ey
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:; I z ! :; 1: . 0 i my U
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Unbelievable, dishonesi, polls, thank, horrible, smart, fan
are linked to his campaign to discredit the ‘other’, justify his quest
for reform and to thank his supporters. The appearance of informal
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e e — e
words like wanna, gonnaandgottareflects Trump's informal style
which is often used in electoral speeches to create rapport and
friendliness with the audience.

To get a more relevant indicator of significant word use.
Trump's speech was compared to the two other speeches: to
Obama's in Table 7 and to Abdullah's in Table 8. Informal
keywords appear significantly more in Trump's speech than in the
other two speeches. For example, gonna, wanna, guvand the
evaluative personal adjectives smart, nice render the speech a more
personal, informal style. Similarly, the keywords percent,polls and
press are keywords commonly used in elections and propaganda

speeches.

Table 6

Keywaords in President Trump's Speech
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The keywords in Obama's speech are shown in Table 9. The
words that are used more than they would normally do are mainly
relevant to two main topics: the American-Muslim community (his
audience) and terrorism. The first set of words refer to Obama's
first topic, for example, Muslim(s), Koran, Islam, mosque, faiths,
hijab, God’s, and Muhammad. The second set of words are:
extremist, Bernardino, terrorists, vandalized, terrorism, targeted,
ISIL. These keywordshighlight Obama's second purpose of his
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speech, which is to reassure the American-Muslim community, and
condemn allempts to terrorize them due to misconceptions in
linking terrorism with Islam.

Keyword search detected significant word use in Obama's
speech in comparison to the speeches of Trump in Table 10 and
Abdullah in Table 11.

Table 7 Table 8
Keywords Trump vs. Obama Keywords Trump
vs.Abdudlah
louit Trump fom lowoct g A o Jovin
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The words American(s), America, faiths tend to occur more
frequently in Obama's speech when compared 1o King Abdullah’s
speech. Obama referred to Islam, Muslims and American
community significantly more than Trump did who mainly focused
on himself and election related words. The keywords in Obama's
speech in comparison to Trump are: American, faith(s), Islam,
community(ies), religious, mosque, Christians, terrorism.
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Kevwords in President Obama's Speech
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Table 10 Table 11
Keywords Obama vs. Trump Keywords

Obama vs. Abdullah
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The keyword search of the three speeches highlighted the
words that were used more than they would normally do in real
speech. These keywords reflect the ideological stance of the
speaker and contextual background of each speech.

Qualitative Analysis

This part of the study looks more closely at the use of lexis
and other rhetorical devices employed by the speakers to persuade
their audience and present an effective argument. The analysis is
guided by the CDA models, mainly:lexical choices and the use of
discriminatory lexis entailing ‘inclusion’ and ‘exclusion's ‘self
positive representation’ and 'otfier negative representation'(Halliday,
1994, Fairclough,1995,Wodak, 2001,Van Dijk, 2004& 2009).

Positive-Self Representationand Negative-Other
Representation
Inclusive and Exclusive Langueage inTrump's Speech

This type of persuasive strategy is known as the construction of 'us'
and 'them' (Wodak, 2001& 2011). The positive self presentation is
materialized through the use of positive evaluative words, first
person pronoun in the singular, plural and their variants, and use of
positive metaphors. This is also referred to by Miller 2004 as
'alignment and alienation' framework.

In Trump’s speech, I, you, we, they were some of the most frequent
words used in the speech. As to keywords, Trump(256 times/ 4.1%)
was found to be the first keyword in the speech. Concordance lines
of the most frequent words and keywords are analyzed in details to
highlight collocates. 'T' was the most frequent word in Trump's
speech.Talking about himself and how he presents himself is the
focus of the coming section.

YN (W e ) Oy el I Al (100 o ok Bl —Ly S AIS At



Dr. Manar Shalaby
e L e e e e ———————————— . ——— e
Figure 1

Concordance lines of 1" in Trump's Speech
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Trump focused on presenting a positive image of himself,
mainly as a committed independent powerful leader, e.g. 'l
promise’, T got them mostly stop', 'l want to be the people's
president’,'l don't work for any of the lobbyists','T don't want for any
of these people that are leading our country in the wrong
direction’.He also presented himself as an intelligent shrewd person
who is able to judge and evaluate people, e.g. T don't think he's got
a high 1Q)'.

Trump frequently usedbanners, and glorified himself. He
even compared (analogies) his presidential campaign to a 'quest’,
which is associated with a medieval romantic idea of a knight
starting a heroic journey and 'searching for the Holy Grail'(more
details on this point is presented later).

He also appealed to people's emotions and fears by showing
his strong commitment to the elimination of ISIS 'I want ISIS to
surrender’, which he repeated more than once (more details on
repetition is presented later).
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The collective inclusive 'we' was also one of the most
frequent words used in Trump's speech. It was used to convince the
audience of the shared responsibility to create a common goal, e.g.
'we are all in this together folks', 'we wanna have a strong country’,
'we're talking about making America greater’, 'we have to be
strong’, ‘'we have to be vigilant’,” we are in the same baskel, 'we
would be all in the same boat’ (see Figure 2).

Figure 2
Concordance Lines of 'We' in Trump's Speech
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The second person pronoun "you' was also used frequently in
the speech to create rapport and show involvement and
collectivism. He used 'polarization’ as a device o show that he and
the audience are all together in good and bad. He stressed that they
all shared a great history and had great leaders in order to appeal to
the audience's sense of dignity and belonging, e.g. 'can you imagine
what our great leaders of the past.. He directly addressed the
audience with a series of rhetorical questions to alarm and appeal to
their fear, e.g. "You know what sharia is?', "to kill anyone in front of
them including you folks | am afraid to tell you' (see Figure 3).
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Figure 3

Concordance Lines of 'You' in Trump's Speech
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First | Provitian Page (2 of 7 [Gen] et ) Last

Ffile 17 J0&-48 Huptd country 5o mary d@fferent ways. [an oy imagine what sur great lesdern of the past
AileITI0648 But wie didn’E want to racially profile. Ok yos 've ok you're innccent. Or how stsoul where
File-X 7 20048 WL mant o eaclally profile, O voure ol vou ‘'re innocenl. Or how absout whers B faiiie
Fila 1 FIC&-4H attack o least ot loast @ thay were. [hank pow 0 et sy sbde]. But wiile i e s allack
Tile AT M04-4A8 wiant o e gerverned socording to Thacls. Vow ko sdut Shaila B So | srabe this st

ke U F IS4 meg Face | saw fam the crosd jurt bo ohos o sl PRaple aver here, 113 & record

file 3T M0648 « They newer fan 15 dnd yeb | guaiantos gos that yownsg ssoman that jult got takse sl
Hls AP IO6AA  gisestion guestbons and then | sent sroond . Tos m“tuﬂ=m
Bl FS0IE-48 wany 5 gl Hlee sl e G o, Wowhln L you fove that, Now theyre Coaming ot Coming
FileAFE0648 e, they're coming at @l of us. Becaue pou kivew we hevs a notyy majority theey wsed
Filles 1P ROHGAR g o pet lim back) he left e dosaciod Youw ke in e old deyy shon we wers 5 strong
Film 3 F OGS40 mmmtm”mh-mgmlﬂh\mm”ﬁhmm
File 37 30648 o kil in frgnt of them folks | hate to tell you. To we get Bargilahd
Flie 1 P04 them inchuding wou (olka | hate t tell pou . o e et eegaahl and ey get foe of
Fide 3 P 200AR will thery have the right to wi-rewpect you ve delng nuecissr seapon cver there, We
o3 M 30648  thewm ch no we're not doing nucleasr weapard. You know the Forsan: are grost negotiatans
Fille 3 F 300040 Ehoisght of hes B & e bbocaune | said wou knos wrhat | don't think be's golng to be
e IrI064N prasident. | backed MoCain he lost by te way. You ko | don't blams Mz Cain for kozing becaise
Flle FD0-48 thews prople we going crany. Shall | read wou e statmmsnt? Toneld J, Trumo is calling
FleITHOE4E statmmarni! Tonald 1. Tromp b -yt gOTLE Fulen Eo thi becsuse i1y pre ity

The collocates (lexical items that keep the company of the
keywords) and accompanying phrases that come with 'I', 'we’ and
‘you' are positive and show solidarity and the need to be together to
face all future threats. Words like 'together... we make our country’,
'we are in this together folks', 'we wanna have a strong country’,
'we're talking about making America greater’, 'we have to be
strong’. All these words establish a bond and collectivism between
Trump and the audience.

'Other' negative representation in Trump's speech

Trump, on the other hand, used stigmatizing lexis in
describing the ‘other’ who are mainly the government, his
opponents, the media, and ISIS/Muslims.‘Undermining the other’
is the main device used by Trump. The pronoun 'they' is the tenth
most frequent word in Trump's speech (frequency 99: 1.6%). The
collocates associated with 'they' are mainly negative, e.g. 'crap
happening to us....they did not want to report that', 'they are
dishonest’, 'nobody says it was a lie', ‘they do not want to show this
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crowd'. Hence, the 'other’, as indicated by the pronoun 'they’, was
constantly associated with negative adjectives and phrases.

Trump employed several rhetorical strategies to present his
argument, as revealed in pronouns use, mainly glorifying self,
polarization by the frequent use of collective pronouns to create a
bond and show solidarity with the audience. In contrast, the 'other’
(including Muslims) are always associated with negative collocates.
The token 'Muslim' and its collocatesare analyzed in another
section below.

Figure 4
Concordance Lines of "They' in Trump's Speech

Pagmt o3[G0 | Mext i Lust

Fledb1 1299 should be taken out, same perwon, che perion. They et her pal. ey gve her o secomd chance
file 3611399 with the kingd of crao happening with us, | hey did nob want to repor that becauss they

Tlw a1 1299 pouple, Bul ey e =e hare 3 problem. They noee vwe hoe s cel problem, Thers s some thing
Flw3n 100 ,Mp*hﬂhhﬂh“fhwmu_ﬂ_qthuhrnwm
File 3611399 dishonel. Mo oo they are so dishonest. ﬂrr._\g_;q_w_:_.hdlhﬂﬂﬂlfﬂm

filed611199 i ac tuady another ome | think from CES. They actually in Colombues Ohio had @ tremendous
File341 1399 i Columibus Cle had & remandous croed, They had ten-thousand peopke, 18 was & lows
FiledGI1EF0  alter len minutes. Mow the press wes there, They wew il Mobody says i wies @ e 11w

File 3611199 thing to do. Here we get the bipgest crowd. |Mww!iﬂm_m{ltﬂ Tondighvt

e 1601359 ‘mmmmnmhhﬁtﬁ.ﬁthmhmm
Alel811799  oubskie irying to get in, They don® do that. They hwe the camerss raht to my fece, | wy
w1601 169 history of this ship. But they don't show, They don't show 1t Ne no. snd | sey fan e

Inclusive and Exclusive Language in King Abdullah’s
Speech

King Abdullah's speech was directed to the European Union
and to the world. He tackled several topics in his speech, mainly
urging the EU and the world to fight terrorism and extremism with
Muslims, and clarifying that these terrorist acts were directed
mainly towards Muslims, and oppose Islam's main values and
principles that call for peace and co-existence. He also highlighted
the dangers of "Islamophobia” that is increasing everyday
worldwide and leads to stereotyping and alienation of mnocent
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Muslims. He stressed, as well, that the whole world needs to unite
and join forces to face violence. He also called for mutual respect.
In this speech, King Abdullah used several rhetorical devices to
persuade the audience. Some of these are:

He presented himself as a thankful head of state,who was
‘outraged’ by the terrorist acts and called for world collaboration to
fight terrorism. He also presented himself as a true Muslim who
valued peace, mercy, and tolerance and as a husband and father
who taught his children the principles of Islam that he learnt as a
child.

Notably, the first person singular pronouns did not show in
the most frequent 20 words or in the keyword lists. This is possibly
due to the frequent use of collective pronouns to associate himself
more with other Muslims and Arabs. Examples of first person
pronoun used are, 'T appreciate your invitation', 'Rania and I joined
millions of people in France', 'T and countless other Muslims', 'these
are the values I teach my children’, 'my people', 'my small country’,
'my children’, and 'my friends'(which is repeated 5 times (0.35%) in
the speech) (see Figures 5 and 6). King Abdullah did not glorify
himself as Trump did but he mentioned himself less frequently as a
thankful true Muslim who is outraged by terrorism directed towards
both Muslims and the world.

Figure 5
Concordance Lines of T in Abdullah's
Speech

Cuery | 8 {4,89.% per milion) )

filed 730735 of friendship with this graatinstitution. | appreciate your imvitation to speak here
fle3730735 lﬂuuﬁﬂﬂmmhm.ﬂﬂtﬂlﬁﬂ-ndmhﬁmm
file37I0TIS clarky what it really means to be a Muslim, | and countless other Mustims, have been

file3 730735 the Al-Merciful. All my life, every day, | have heard and used the gresting, Assalamu
filed 730715 means to be a Macim. These are the values | teach my children and they will hand on
filed730735  they will hand on to hi:.urhhs.l-w-ﬂmg the recent attacks
file3T307I5  they want and deserss, Again and sgain, | hear the question: why doesn't the werld
file3TI0735  the worlds third-lreest refugee host and | thank all of you who are helping us to
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Figure 6

Concordance Lines of 'My' in Abdullah's Speech
Query my 9 (5,507.96 per million| €

filed 730735  reconcillation et de funite de fEurope. My friends: People thrive where there is mutual
fik=1TIOTIS mwm-ﬂmmmmmnmmhw
file3 730735 the Compassionate, the All-Merciful. All my ife, every day, | have heard and used
fileITIOT35 be a Muslim, These are the values | teach my children and they will hand on o theirs
file=1730735 children and they will hand on to theirs. My friends, | am outraged and grieved by the
HelTIOTI5 will not allew them to hijack our faith. My friends, The wecond arsa key o giobal

file3730715 hosting the entire population of Belgium. My small country i now the worlds third-largest

Tiled 730715 us to uphold this gobal responsibifity. My friends, Your support sends a message,
file3 730735 Your support sends & message, not only to my people, but sl those who seek to move

Abdullah used the first person plural possessive
pronoun 'our' 20 times (1.4%). It is the 8" most frequent word used
in the speech and also appeared as a significant keyword when
compared to the reference corpus and the corpora of Trump and
Obama's speeches (See Tables 3, 4 and 5). He used ‘our’ as a
collaborative term to show affiliation and solidarity with Muslims
and non-Muslims, e.g. 'Our faith, like yours, commands mercy,
peace and tolerance. It upholds, as yours does, the equal human
dignity of every person — men and women, neighbours and
strangers. He also wanted to emphasize collectivism and the mutual
collaborative efforts needed from the Arab countries and Europe to
unit and fight terrorism. For example, he said 'our victory now
depends on our unity', ‘our world’, *our fight’, *our people’. “our
unity’, ‘our regions’, ‘our strong partnership’, ‘our moral
obligations’ (See Figure 7).

Yoo e s Ay Uy ety SN Sl (106, o e = LI e



Dr. Manar Shalaby

T T e e e e e ——— . et e e
Figure 7

Concordance Lines of 'Our’ in Abdullah's Speech
Query Our 20 [12.239.50 per wilion) €3

e F3073% thetse chiallenges have speclal mpor lence, Dur wodd Taces an assaull by terroaist, with
fila 1730715 been swift. werious and determined. And our fight will contrue. 'We snd ather Arah

fleITHITAE  cther Arab and Mudim states defend not onty our people but our faith. This i s fight that
filedTIO7IS  Musim states defend not oty our peopks But our faith. This & s fight BRat has b be carried
filed7I0TIS  disresprect blam's valves and humanity's values, Ous viclory now depends on ouwr unity. Europe’s
fileI7I07ES  humanity's valuss. Dur vectory row depends on our wnity, Eurode's robe b vital. Onkr by
filel/307ES  Burope’s robe iy vitel. Only by cooperstion can cur regoss shut dosn the scurces of isrrarit

Filla 10715 thelr purposes. 1§k abha euentisl hat our regom renew the souice of our greal strength
Mol FHIEY  ewential that our regions renew the sowrce of our gresl strength: the mutssl respect that
filad 7 H0T35 countiess other Muslims, heve bean taught fram our sarbest years that owr refigion demanded

Ml NS been taught from owr easlet weare that aur refigion demsnded respect smd @ ariog for
fikad7TMFTIS Arab Chiftiam sre an ntegrsl part of our regon’s. pavl pomsent sind fulurs. Sordan
Fle3730735 suclety, friends and partners in bullding sur couniry. The worlds Muslims have & critical
L 7TIFTAS & critical rode in glabal underctandieg, Tur faith, ke yours, commands sercy, pasce
like3 FI071% target, We will not aliow them b hijsck S0 TeiEh. My Trinds, The second ares by
fil=ATIDTES Irsrmard Lomards Pales trvimn-larawll prace? Our counirbes, wltod, must provide the momen tum
Me3 720735 parinardhips such as yours. Jordan values our sirong partnorship with the Eurepean Undon
MsITIOTIS partnership. Jordan sk takes serously Tor moral sbbgaBom to athen. Despite scarts

WeIFI0TES pedce and moderation: farcpe b with you. Dur regions, our people, can lind ne be ey
el 70718 moderation: Eurcpes b with you, Our regions, our peopis, can find no betisr partners snd

'Other’ Representation in King Abdullah's Speech

Abdullah used several phrases to refer to the 'other'. He used
'my friends' 5 times (0.35%) to address the EU members/his
audience, and Europe. He also used 'Other(s) 8 times (0.56%)
torefer to the Arab countries, Muslim states. non-Muslims, battered
states,and Europe (See Figure 8). He drew the world's attention to
the Arab's moral obligation to fight terrorism, e.g. "we and other
Arab and Muslim states defend not only our people but our faith.
This is a fight that has to be carried out by Muslim nations first and
foremost. A fight within Islam."He highlighted that this fight is
with radical extremist beliefs that mainly target moderate Muslims
who are excluded and attacked by terrorist radical groups like
Daesh. 'Others’ also referred to the refugees who came to Jordan for
asylum and he looked at this as 'our moral obligations o others'.
'Other’ also referred to Europe and the audience, e.g. 'Our regions,
our people, can find no better partners and neighbours than each
other. History, geography and future bind us. Let no one separate
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us; because together, we can create pillars of mutual respect that
will support the common good for generations to come’. He sent a
call for other neighbouring states that share history, land and future
to unite and support their mutual quest to create a better world for
the future generations.

Figure 8

Concordance Lines of ‘Other(s)" in Abdullah's Speech

filelTIOTIS determined. And our fight will continue. 'We and other Arab and Muslie states defend not only

eITIONIS of all societies. Attacking and exchuing others , imsulting other peogles and thelr faith

file3 730715 Attacking and exchiling others, msulling other peapies and thelr falth and comdctions
TIN5 oty st W S Foihrmndiien: oot sl bws Do Ao o Dor-sartost
ReI7M715  religion demanded respect and caring for others . The Prophet Mohammad, peace and biessin:
MlITIO7IS  grocting, Assalamu alefkum - 2 wish for the other to be biesad with peace. This & what
ile3730715 takes seriously our M___—Wm people of
File2 730715 mmummmg.m.mumw-um

Abdullah, unlike Trump, talked about the 'other’ with respect
as partners in a mutual cause. Negative referencewas not directed
to a specific entity, for example, when referring to terrorism,
Abdullah used the general abstract terms, e.g. 'terror’, 'violence',
'extremists’, ‘extremism’ or identified a specific entity, i.e. 'Daesh’
rather than a collective all-inclusive term, like,Muslims or Islam,
e.g. 'the savage murder by Daesh of Jordan's hero pilot outraged all
Jordanians' (see Figure 9). Words as ‘terror’, violence’,
‘extremists’, ‘extremism’ do not collocate with specific entities but
were used as general sources of danger to the whole world,
Muslims included. The purpose i1s to emphasize that Islam or
Muslims are not the source of these 'global’violent acts.

Examples are: 'conflict will breed further hate, vielence and rerror
across the world', 'in France...marched against violence and
intimidation', 'hate, violence and terror across the world', 'refugees
fleeing regional vielence', 'the danger of extremism must be seen for
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what it is: global', These terrorists have made the world’s Muslims
their greatest target... We will not allow them to hijack our faith'.
Figure 9
Concordance Lines of 'violence' in Abdullah's Speech
file3730735 in France, whe marched, united, against violence and intimidation. My friends, There are
file3730735 , must be inspired by values that reject violence , create peace and build inclusive society
O ——————
file3730735 by political means - not by force, not by violence . And it has gven the extremists a powerful
file3 730735 gigcﬂctﬂhﬂhhhh,ﬂmﬂmmhmﬂ How can we
file3730735 Hmrmturehgm?nmrﬂ hﬁmprﬂdenthasummdwier

Inclusive and exclusive language in President Obama’s
Speech

'We ', 'our’ and T appear in the twentieth most frequent word
list of Obama's speech(see Table 9). This highlights Obama'’s desire
to use collective pronouns to bond with his audience (members of
the Muslim Community in the Baltimore Mosque- Maryland).

The frequent use of 'we' (103 times: 2.04%) and 'our' (62
times: 1.2%) reveals Obama's desire to associate with the Muslim
community in America whom he wanted toreassure of being an
integral part of the American society. Here Obama uses 'inclusive'
speech to encourage and express appreciation 0 Muslim Americans
after the nise of Isamophobia in USA which led to committing acts
ofviolence against Muslim individuals and mosques. Hence, Obama
usedthe inclusive pronoun 'we' (8" most frequent word) to represent
himself, to quote words of Muslim Americans and most
importantly as a collective pronoun referring to the whole
American community as one inseparable unit (see Figure 10),

e e —
TN gt ey Oy dally Sduli sl (109, e (b Rmale =Ly A LIS e



The Image of Muslims in Three Political Speeches: A Corpus—based
Critical Discourse Analysis

Figure 10
Concordance Lines of "We' in Obama's Speech

Fage | of 6 [ G0| Meat | Lt

Filel 70867 Fuser mveenbery cald, "just ook at the way we e we ae bue Americem.” 5o the fra
File ) T ACHsl I members skd, “just ook ab the way we ve... soe afe rue dmoricans,” 5o the firt thing

file 373068 T wmmmmnnmi=.w¢-’-=ﬂdm il (Applause. | Haw,
Tile37IOBET mmuﬁ.udmmﬁ.—uhﬂihﬂﬁmm
Fl=2TR0467 st ke Gabialy  heve been targeted. We 've sesn children bulled. We've seon motgues
o3 730067 been targuted, We'vs soen children bullied. We ve seon movgues vandelized. Sikh Americam
Ple3730467 kot haw thei pdren were iy, we 55 Sl b el syt g e counin.
eI TIGAT b be loreed cut of the country, ar, are we going to be roundsd up? Why de peopls best
e 74T Leinig & leanager alrasdy — Hhats not who we are. We're one Smevicsn (emily, A shen
filea730667 somesigar sirady ~ Shaly noC WS ToE ST VPG T oo el Rl Auss Whaso any,part
ke 3 FI0h T challengs o pur value - and thal means we haee much work to do. el got to leckle
Mle3TI0NT and that mesns we heve much work o do, We e got to tackle this head cn. We have
Tiked FI066T to do. We've got o techle Ubbs hesd on, We hiave 1o e bonest and clear sbout it And
File I TAOEET hiwe to be honest and clear shoat i, And we have o speak oul This B a moment when
FleITIDESET out, This b & sameni when, & Anancen, = hes o ruly Biee o sach othad and
AeITI0SE7 for many wiven he wrots to me and 1aid, - We ust want to W in posce.” Here's another
fille17IMET entreprensurs wha are crealing new technologies that we use ol the time. They're the Worts herces
MelTIEET wil the thma. They're the wparts heroes we cheer for - - ke Muhammed Al and Kaream
e I TI0RET and patrictic Aeericam you'll erar mesl. We ‘re bonored to have some of our proud Sune
eI TI00ET here today. Plesse sland i you're hore, s we can ey foae g

'Our' is the 11™ most frequent word in the speech (59
occurrence- 1.17%). It is likewise used to emphasize collectivism
and inclusiveness. 'Our' is used to refer to the shared country,
families, nation, constitution, etc. He presented exemplary records
of distinguished Muslims and how they served the American
community (see Figure 11).
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Figure 11

Concordance Lines of 'Our' in Obama's Speech
Query our 61 (10,084, per millon] €

Page |1 of 4 | Ba, Mext | Last

WeITI066T (Applase, | Thit mosgue, Bhe 50 many in owr country, & an sll-Americen story, Tou've

file 1710647 | lenerw thatt in Mustim ommunities acress oor country, tis 15 a tes of concesr and,
Fle37TI0667  againsk Munlim Americars that has no place I DUr Country, Mo surprise, ther, that treaks
file1TI068 T ardt American Temity. And shen part of our atarty to fesl or second-cliss
file3 P 2088 F targeted, it tears at the wery fabric of me nation, [Appl } s @ chalienge @
FileXTI00AT mation. (Applaus. ) It's & challsngs I5 oor wBLIES - and that means we haws much work
file 3 M 1066 communicated on a regular basis through our media. 5o lets ctart with this fact For
Flel710687 Mmmhnd_imﬂthMIﬂMHHmm

Filed 30647 freadom of rallgon in ow Comtitution and cwr Bill of Righty, our Founders meant what
File3TI066T our Conttitistion and our Bill of Rights, cur Foundery maant what they waid when they
File JT3006 ] eneraton:. of Musim Amevican helped to bulld cur naticn. They were part of the fow of immigrants
FAle 3730847 portnent lnct, Muslim Americans enrfch sur lves inday in svery way, They're cur neighbiors

FRle3 730667 enrich cur lvir Woday in every way, Theyre our nelghbors, the beachen who inspire s

ke 730667 wmhmmﬁ;-mhmmmhu:um
s

file 3730647 children, the doctors wha our heslth - future dec tors like Sabah. They
fibe JTI0BET | Muslim Amedcens keep s sale, They're our police and our They're in
Nile 3730467 Americens keep us safe, Theyre ow police T ters. They're in homelard security

fila 2730047 frefighters. They're in wm.hnh*mnﬂhhmmﬂ
a2 N IET inteligence community. They wsre honorably in e sreied forces - meaning they Nght srd

The first person pronoun 'I' is the 12" most frequent word in
Obama's speech (£.59: 1.17%). Obama expressed his thoughts,
desires and feelings by a series of mental processes, e.g. 'suspect’,
‘want', ‘'hear’, 'know', ‘believe' to show empathy with Muslim
American predicaments, He wantedalso to establish himself as a
Christian  but  who shared beliefs with Muslims, for
example,"Whoever wants to enter paradise, the Prophet
Muhammad taught, 'let him treat people the way he would love to
be treated’. For Christians like myself, / 'm assuming that sounds
familiar. The world's 1.6 billion Muslims are as diverse as
humanity itself. They are Arabs and Africans. They're from Latin
Amenca 10 Southeast Asia; Brazilians, Nigerians..." (see Figure
12).

Obama used ‘consensus' (Van Dijk, 2004) 1o stress
agreement and shared principles between Islam and Christianity. In
spite of the "polarization’ speech in focusing on Us-Them talk, yet
he stressed agreement and common shared principles, which
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confirms that America is a pluralistic society. He also used
'‘polarization’ to show differences, diversity and extensiveness of
Muslims across the world and to justify how unwise it is to treat
them as one homogeneous group.

The second person pronoun 'you' is the 16™ most frequent
word (f. 50- 1.0%). He addressed the present audience as
representative of the American Muslim community. He thanked
them for their services and devotion to the whole community and
revealed compassion for and rejection of violence and stereotyping
against them(see Figure 13).

Figure 12
Concordance Lines of 'I' in Obama's Speech

Query | 99 (9.405.9% per mithon] )

Pags 1 of 1 |Gl | Mot | Lasd

file 3 FMMAT YouTe going to be & famtmstie docine. And | wnpect, Ssbab, your parent are here because
file AT WBGGT .mmm-m—;-mmm

File A TIOGGT travolnd Ewven from out of state bo be hers. | sant to recognize Congresuman Jobn Sarlsanaes
HSTIOMST (oo s ket - o and s Lo g i gt g )

Fike AT HOOET are [T Amedkcans,” ho the ek Hhimg | @Ak bo day B e words that Soelim americens
fle3TI0067 e, thin brigs me (o the other ressoa | manted b come hers loday. | o that

file I TIORAT ity rmainn | wanted in come here todey. | know teat i Maaim commnites acros

e TINGET hmmmwﬂ-ﬂWﬂmqm
e ITI0BAT  patice and the erwironment and sducation. | dhould solat out they were o mech wounge:
e 1TI0AET e that’s an Mmtmlﬁa—ummnm
fieITI0MET frem Musim Americans around the country. | 've had werite 1o me and Tay, | feel
FilleITIDEAAT  country. Fve had peopls weits 1o me el ey, | el ke T o second-cies it |

e 1TI086T people write to me nd g, | leel ke |'m 2 second-class citizen, Pee hid mothen

file 170867 I fesl i Fw @ uocand-cles citizen, | ve had mathar srite and sy, my heart

il 3 7A00ET girl from Ohia, 17 pesrs old, iold me, * | 'n scared.” & girl from Toes sigraed e

filelTI0BE7  each othar snd baarn from each other. And § bellevs 5t hes to begin with & common understanding
MiedTIONT common understanding of some besic fiscts. Amd | wxpress Uvese fscts, although they'd be

file I FIObET {Aoplase.) For Dhstians like mysel, | 'w that sounds. famillar. [Laughter
AleITHET was deslgnat s protect ol faiths — and | ' quoting Theme Jeflsrcon now - “the

e ————————
fileITHIH6T Waskingten, 0.0, W&WHM
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Figure 13

Concordance Lines of 'You' in Obama's Speech
Page (1 |of 3 [BBa] Mext | tast
fllelo 1645, .. ‘Well, good afternoon. And, Sabsab, thenk you for the wondedul introdue Bon snd To
filed&10d5... your sducation, sand your service to lml an naplration. You're going o be a
filela 1645, wervice bo other. You'rs an indpiration, Yoo re going io be & fantesiic doc tor, And
File6 1645, .. parents are hoce because they wanbed to sen you 10 - where are Sehah’s parents? Thers
File a1 645, .. vou 30 - where sre Ssbah's parent? There you go. Good job, Mom. She did grest. dign ©
fllelolad5.. the hlamic Soclety of Baltimore, thank you lor welcoming me here today, | want to
file 16 1645... in owr country, b an all-American :Inz. Tou ‘v been Eﬂs g E dn {or nearly hall
flelo1nas,. dﬂmh“ﬂ.mw- Some wish
Fil=181645. . Allegiance here, With interfsith dialogue, yvou bulld bridges of understanding with other
MieI61645..  justice and urban development. As yoters. vou come hers to meat candidetes. As one of
filala 1645, hear often enough - and that is, thank you . Thank you for serving your community,
Miodd 1045... andugh - and that k. thank you. Thamk v for esndng youwr communiby. Thask vou Tor
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The "other' representation in President Obama’s speech

The third person plural pronoun 'they' appeared 39 times
(0.77%) in Obama's speech. ‘“They' is used to represent, in most of
the examples, Muslim Americans. All modifiers associated with
Muslim Americans are positive, e.g. 'pretty good', ‘proud of their
work', 'extraordinary work', 'diverse’ (used positively to show that
they should not be punished by the deeds of a minority), 'build our
nation’, 'first founders of America’, 'enrich our lives', 'neighbours’,
‘teachers who inspire, doctors, scientists who win Nobel Prizes. elc'.
They' is also used to represent Americans who do not know
Muslim people and who hear about Muslims and Islam from the
news. This makes them prejudiced against the Muslim community
and do not recognize the diversity within Muslims and treat them
all as extremists (see Figure 14).
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Figure 14
Concordance Line of They' in Obama's Speech
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Negative representation and exclusive lexis were mainly
attributed to general abstract nouns and adjectives, e.g. ferror,
terrorism, extremism (extremist) or to specific groups e.g. Al-Qaeda
and ISIL, the media. and some political speech. For example:
"We've seen it before, across faiths. But right now, there is an
organized extremist element that draws selectively from Islamic
texts, twists them in an attempt to justify their killing and their
terror.

Collocates with 'terrorism' and 'terror' are threai, horrific act,
protect our country from, to fight, repeatedly and consistently
condemning, prohibits(See Figure 15).0bama used collocates that
do not link law-abiding Muslim citizens' with terrorism.

He also condemned the media, 'distorted media’, and
political discourse, 'inexcusable political rhetoric', for their negative
portrayal of Muslims that emitted 'distorted impressions', which
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—
consequently increased harassment towards Muslim Americans, for

example:

"... many only hear about Muslims and Islam from the news after
an act of terrorism, or in distorted media portravals in TV or film,
all of which gives this hugely distorted impression. And since 9/11,
but more recently, since the attacks in Paris and San Bernardino,
you've seen too often people conflating the horrific acts of
terrorism with the beliefs of an entire faith. And of course, recently,
we've heard inexcusable political rhetoric against Muslim
Americans that has no place in our country. No surprise, then, that
threats and harassment of Muslim Americans have surged”.

When Obama referred to terrorism, he used specific
reference to terrorist groups, e.g. 'Groups like al Qaeda and ISIL".
He called them 'extremists' and 'desperate for legitimacy'.

Figure 15
Concordance Lines of Terrorism', 'ISIL" and 'Violent' in Obama's
speech
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This i the truth. Growups lilke al Qaeda and Il |, they're not the first extremists in history
some moral clarity. (Applause.) Groups like Sl are desperate for legitimacy. They try

community so often is targeted or blamed for the violent acts of the very few, The Muslm American

Muslims' and Islam's Representation in the Three Speeches
Muslims were represented differently in the three speeches.
In Trump's speech, the keyword ‘Muslim(s)" appeared only 3 times
in the speech and 'Islam’ did not appear at all (see Figure 16). There
are other words associated with Muslims in Trump’s speech and
these are:‘jihad’, ‘sharia’, ‘guns’, ‘masterminds’ and *ISIS’,
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Figure 16
Concordance Lines of 'Muslims' in Trump's Speech

. Twenty-five percent! Fifty-one percent is the Mustims living in this country. By the way [ have
. towards Americans by large segments of the Muslim population. Most recently a poll from center

Trump used 'Muslim(s)' to refer to the Muslim population as
a whole in the USA, who took part in nationwide polls revealing, as
he claimed, their 'hatred towards Americans' and their consent to
use 'violence against Americans'. Trump supported his argument by
statistics to justify his'victimization’hate stories against the 'other’
based on 'suspicious online polls' to implicate the Muslim
community in America (BIT, 2015). He usedexclusivelexis to
separate between Americans and Muslim-Americans. He referred
toMuslims as 'Muslim population’, 'people’, 'l have friends in the
Muslims' rather than citizens or Muslim Americans, for example:

‘We have no choice... According to Pew Research among

other words there is a great hatred towards Americans by

large segments of the Muslim population. Most recently a

poll from center for security policy released data showing

25% of those polls agreed that violence against Americans,

those people are here by the way...This is people living in

this country, twenty-five percent of those polls agreed
violence against Americans is justified. Is Muslims. Twenty-
five percent! Fifty-one percent is the Muslims living in this
country. By the way I have friends in the Muslims and
they're great people. But they know we have a problem...

There's something wrong’.

This exclusive lexis leads to alienation rather than alignment
(Miller, 2004). Consequently, Trump's use of in-group and out-
group lexis leads to incrimination of all Muslims which justified
describing his speech as 'a hate speech’ and which triggered violent
acts against the Muslim community in America.
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He also used presupposition and overgencralization to

misinterpret the real meaning of ‘Jihad' and ‘Sharia'(Sharia
appeared as the second most significant keyword in Trump's
speech: Table 6). He spread scare stories to draw on people's fear
and emotions. The collocate words and phrases used with 'Jihad'
are, ‘global, ' they wanna change vour religion', 'horrendous
attacks of people that believe only in Jihad', 'these people only
believe in Jihad. They don't want our system'. He also used
hyperbole to scare people by describing 'Sharia' as, ‘Sharia
authorizes such atrocities as murder against nonbelievers who
won't convert beheading and more unthinkable acts that pose great
harm to Americans- especially women...tough stufi’. He used
Repetition as a rhetorical device to create resonance and emphasis
by repeating 'you know what Sharia is' more than three times. He
also added negative evaluation, e.g. that's terrible’ and tough stuff
to intensify the sense of danger (See Figures 17 and 18).

Figure 17

Concordance Lines of ‘Sharia’ in Trump's Speech
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Figure 18
Concordance Lines of "Jihad' in Trump's Speech
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Trump conflated all Muslims to one group which he also
associated with 'ISIS', 'guns’, and 'masterminds’' to immplicate them
in acts of terrorism. Collocates with Muslims are, 'slaughtered’,
‘carnage’, 'bad guys'. He also criticized the media for describing
them as 'masterminds' which glorified their deeds 10 young
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Americans who were tempted to join ISIS (see Figures 19, 20, and
21).

Figure 19

Concordance Lines of 'Guns' in Trump's Speech
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Figure 20
Concordance Lines of 'Guns' in Trump's Speech
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Figure 21

Concordance Lines of 'ISIS' in Trump's Speech
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‘Mosques’ is another word that is associated with Muslims
in Trump’s speech. He again usedhyperbole as an ideological
strategy (Van Dijk 2004) by assuming that, instead of referring to
them as places of worship, mosqueswere referred to asdangerous
places that agitate anger which leads to violence. He says, "We
have to be tough, we have to be smart. We have to be vigilant .Yes,
we have to look at mosques and we have to respect mosques. But
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yes we have to look at mosques. We have no choice. We have to

see what's happening. Because something is happening in there.
Man! There is anger... And we have to know about it".

In King Abdullah and President Obama's speeches. a
completely different image of Muslims and Islam is presented.
'‘Muslim(s)' appeared as a keyword in both Abdullah's and Obama's
speeches when compared to Trump's speech (see Tables 4 and 10).
This shows that it was significantly used more by them than by
Trump. Collocates are mainly inclusive in-group lexis with
Abdullah using collective lexis and pronouns to associate himself
with Muslim, Islam and other Arab States. Common collocates are:
'we', 'other Arab and Muslim states', 'defend’, "nations’, 'ordered not
to kill', 'values'. When referring to 'Islam’, Abdullah also used
inclusive lexis, e.g. 'a fight within Islam', 'a war against terrorists
who disrespect Islam's values', 'is an offense against humanity as
well as Islam’ and 'those outlaws of Islam’ (See Figure 22).

Figure 22
Concordance Lines of "Muslim" in Abdullah's Speech
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Figure 23
Concordance Lines of 'Islam’ in Abdullah's Speech
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file361504... neighbours and strangers. Those outlaws of klam who deny these truths are vastlz outnumbered

In Obama's speech other related keywords also appeared
significant, e.g. Koran, Islam, mosque, faiths, hijab, God’s,
Muhammad, faith, religious(See Tables 9 and 10).

Besides the collective pronouns, Obama referred to Muslims
as, "Muslim" (68 times: 1.35%), "Muslim Americans” (22 times:
0.43%), "Muslim communities” (9 times: 0.1%) and "Muslim
American communities” (4 times: .079%). The most common
collocates with these tokens are:leaders, proud, threat of terrorism,
concern, the violent acts of the very few, inexcusable political
rhetoric against Muslim Americans that has no place in our
country, threats and harassment, targeted, extraordinary, anxiety, a
large African American Muslim community, the slaves brought
from Africa were Muslim, enrich our lives, worked on Henry Ford's
assembly, designed the skyscrapers of Chicago (see Figures 24 and
25).
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Figure 24
Concordance Lines of "Muslim(s)" in Obama's Speech
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Figure 25
Concordance Lines of ‘Islam’ in Obama's Speech
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Most of the collocates of Muslim-related lexis were positive,

reassuring, and EEEhasimd the Muslims' role in building and
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enriching America. Obama also distinguished between the Muslim
Americans and the acts of terrorism of the 'very few'. He
acknowledged the harassment and threats that some Muslims and
mosques were subjected to as well as accusations from some
politicians which he described as ‘inexcusable’ and ‘has no place in
our country.

Other Rhetorical Devices

Rhetorical tools are effective persuasive and positioning
devices that are employed extensively in the discourse of power
(Fairclough, 1993, 2001). They shed light on the ideological
strategies in political speeches. Some of the most common
rhetorical devices used in the current corpus are the following:

1. Repetition/ parallel structure

Repetition is often used as an effective rhetorical device in
speeches for creating an appealing rhythmic resonance. It also
works as a reminder of great speeches of great leaders, like Martin
Luther King (I have a dream), hence,it often stimulates word
associations and underlying meaning. Repetition emphasizes what
is said, confirms facts and ideas, as well as creates cohesion

The three speakers under study used repetition extensively.

For example, Donald Trump said: "We have to be tough, we
have to be smart. We have to be vigilant', "'We have no idea who's
coming into our country. We have no idea if they love us or they
hate us, we have no idea if they wanna bomb us, we have no idea
what's going on'.

King Abdullah said: ‘Muslim soldiers were ordered not to
kill a child, a woman or an old person, not to destroy a tree, not to
harm a priest, not to destroy a church.’, 'that conflict must be solved
by political means- not by force, not by violence. He aiso
repeated'my friends' five times in the speech as well as the
repetition of ‘this is what it means to be a Muslim' three times in the
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speech in a fashion similar to Martin Luther King's 'T have a dream'
(see Figure 26)

Figure 26

Concordance Lines of 'This is what it means to be a Muslim':
Repetition in Abdullah's Speech
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Obama also employed repetition and parallel structures as a
rthetorical device, e.g. '...thank you for the wonderful introduction
and for your example, your devotion to your faith and your
education, and your service to others. You're an inspiration. You're
going to be fantastic doctor.'he also said, 'In our lives, we all have
many identities. We are sons and daughters, and brothers and
sisters. We're classmates; Cub Scout troop members. We're
followers of our faith. We're citizens of our country.'

2. Three word list

This device is also called "rule of three", "three-part list" or
"power of three". It is brief and rhythmic. It compresses
informationand helps audience remember information, since
itcreates a pattern and is seen as catchy and funny. It is a tradition
that originated in oral storyteliing(Atkinson, 1984).

For example, Abdullah II said, Jordan's response has been
swift, serious and determined.’, 'not to destroy or desecrate a place
where God is worshipped, not a mosque, not a church, not a
synagogue.', 'our faith, like yours, commands mercy. peace and
tolerance'.,'this ongoing conflict will breed further_hate, violence
and terror across the world.

Obama also used three-part list, e.g.'And the question then
1s,how do we move forward together? How do we keep our country
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strong and united? How do we_defend ourselves against
organizations that are bent on killing innocents?','Think of your
own church, or synagogue, or temple, and a mosque like this will
be very familiar'.

Trump said, '...remember that low debt, great cash flow and
the greatest assets.’

3. Analogies:
Using analogies is another effective rhetorical device used by
Trump and Abdullah. The first said:
they go back with the World Trade Center. The worst, worse
than Pear! Harbor because with the World Trade Center they
were killing innocent civilians at least while it was a dirty
rotten sneak attack at least if they were...But while it was an
attack at least it was military but this was an attack on the
World Trade Center.
Here Trump compared the terrorist attack on the World Trade
Center to the attack on Pearl Harbor during the WW?2 that led
US entering the war.
Abdullah also reminded Europe of similar situation of the
Nazi attacks, saying 'remember the ravages that struck the continent
in the late 1930s and the World War that followed because of an
aggressive, expansionist ideology based on hate and disregard for
the very essence of humanity'.
He reminds the world that, 'Europe's war became the World's
War', hence, he extends the analogy to the present time leading to
the purpose of his speech which is unity and mutual combat of
terrorism.
4. Religious quotes and God references

Reference to God words and religion is considered a
powerful tool of persuasion(Lee, 2014). King Abdullah frequently

Yo (@t e ity O g dadly LN auah 124y o O Al iy A8 Al



Dr. Manar Shalaby

referred to quotes from Quran and Prophet Mohammed's words. He
started with Arabic words "Bismillahar-Rahman ar-Rahim' and
referred to the Islamic greeting calling for peace
‘Assalamualeikum’. The use of Arabic words shows from the
beginning his desire to reveal his affiliation and solidarity with
Muslims and other Muslim states. He also quoted Prophet
Muhammed's words, “None of you has faith until you love for your
neighbour what you love for yourself.

Obama also insertedreligious quotations to emphasize a
central unity of faith and beliefs, for example, 'we are all God's
children’, 'we're all born equal'. He drew attention to similarity
between religions, e.g. beliefs of 'Abraham, Moses, Jesus, and
Muhammad'. He ends by Islam's greetings "May God's peace be
upon you" followed by "May God bless the United States of
America" to reassure the audience.

5. Rhetorical questions

Rhetorical questions are an impressive persuasive device
that is frequently used in speeches.They are a type of pseudo-
interactivity strategy through which speakers directly address the
audience without expecting an answer, in order to create rapport
and show familiarity. Theyare also used to create an effect,
emphasize a point or draw the audience attention.

Trump in his seemingly impromptu interactive speech often
used rhetorical questions; for example, ‘You know what Sharia is?’,
‘Can you believe it?’, ‘Can I read you the statement?’, ‘Can you
imagine what our great leaders of the past would have said with the
kind of crap happening with us? "The purpose is to involve and
alarm the audience at the same time, and to raise a sense of danger
and a need for change.

Obama also frequently used rhetorical questions, for
example:

‘And the question then is, how do we move forward
together? How do we keep our country strong and united? How do
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we defend ourselves against organizations that are bent on killing
innocents?’

Abdullah also used rhetorical questions, e.g. ‘how can we
fight the ideological battle, if we do not chart the way forward
towards Palestinian-Israeli peace?’

He posed the question to the audience and the world as a
way for future joint responsibility against terrorism to resolve
"ongoing conflict ...(that) breeds further hate, violence and terror
across the world".

6. Making fun of opponent

Trumpoften used an alarmist and sarcastic tone, and he also
adopted others' voices in order to discredit and undermine his
opponents. For example, he criticized the current government for
allowing former American ISIS members to come back to America.
He said, 'do something with the internet because they are recruiting
by the thousands. They are leaving our country and then when they
come back, we take them back. Oh come back, where were you? /
was fighting for ISIS. Oh welcome back enjoy yourself'.

When criticizing the condition of the nuclear Iran deal, he
sarcastically says, 'this is called amateur night, you know the
Persians are great negotiators... Carrie is a horrible negotiator and
Obama is a horrible negotiator... These people are horrible.'

7. Code switching

Code switching is used by King Abdullah as a rhetorical
device to positively present self, appeal to the audience and claim
affiliation and solidarity. King Abdullah code switches from
English to Arabic and to French. He switched to Arabic to start his
speechby the Islamic quote, ‘Bismillahar-Rahman ar-Haim' (in the
name of God the most merciful and most companionate). He then
switches to French to greet people of Strasbourg- France for their
hospitality and representation of unity and reconciliation. Then he
resumes his speech in English. Code switching in political
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discourse is seen as a sign of 'inclusion or separation'. Wei (2003)

found that code switching in campaigning discourse in Taiwanese
helps the speaker to use ambiguous language thus evade
responsibility and obligation. Another reason is to show pride and
elevate the status of a language. King Abdullah wanted from
thebeginning to show affiliation with Islam and the true values of
peace and mercifulness. He also resorted to French to show his
cultural diversityand gain social approval.
There are other rhetorical tools used by the three speakers, e.g.
using statistics and hard evidence (Evidentiality), among others.
Findings and Conclusion

This study is a quantitative - qualitative synergy of CDA and
corpus linguistics that aimed at analyzing the linguistic
representation and persuasive strategies used in three political
speeches that focus on Muslims and Islam. The data of analysis
comprised three influential speeches by three world leaders. Each
of the speakers was affected by his ideological stance and purpose
of delivering the speech which, in turn, induced the language
choices and rhetorical devices used.

The qualitative tools of analysis were based on several
analytical frameworks, mainly:van Dijk's(2004) 28 ideological
strategiesand 'self-positive representation' and ‘other negative
representation’ which entailusing in-group and out-group lexis.
There are other sub-strategies such as: categorization, consensus,
evidentiality, hyperbole, irony, lexicalization, polarization,
victimization, among others. These stem from other CDA analytical
frameworks, e.g. by Halliday's (1994) (Iexical choices that subsume
the use of ‘inclusive’ and 'exclusive' lexis), Fairclough (1995,
2015)(rhetorical strategies) and Wodak (2001) (self-other
presentatton and use of inclusive and exclusive lexis).

The study started by the quantitative analysis that employed
tools of corpus linguistics using sketchengine corpus manager and
analysis software. The main features used were word frequency
lists, keyword extraction and concordance search. The results
extracted from these tools were the main data and basis for the
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qualitative analysis. Hence, the quantitative investigations enabled

more objective and effective qualitative analysis.

The speeches of the three leaders were successful in crafting
language to suit their purposes. The three speeches are considered
effective tools for transmitting the ideology and purpose of the
speakers. Thus, audience in the three speeches revealed enthusiasm
and rapport with the speakers which were revealed in the applause
and other verbal reactions.

All speakers used language to present themselves positively and
varied in the degree of presenting the ‘other’. Trump was more
daring to discredit and attack 'the other', especially the 'Muslim
other', since his speech was part of his electoral campaign, so it was
seen logical then to discredit his opponents to justify the need for
his election. He also intensified the fear in audience and raised an
alarmist environment as another tool for justifying his election.

King Abdullah and President Obama were more composed and
rational in developing their argument. They also presented
themselves positively to the audience. They both attacked terrorism
without directing their attack to a specific creed.

Several rhetorical devices were unanimously sharedby the three
speakers to help present their cases and persuade and convince the
audience of their position. For instance, they used, in varying
degrees:Repetition, three-part list, analogies, rhetorical questions,
religious quotes and God references, discrediting the other's
argument, code switching, among others.

Trump, in his presidential campaign, wanted mainly to discredit
the present government as well as disperse a feeling of danger
springing from the recent terrorist acts and the inadequacy of the
present government to deal with them. That is why most of the
lexical items especially those associated with Muslims and Islam
were negative, discriminating and biased. He appealed to the
people's fear, thus addressing their emotions rather than logical
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thinking and common sense. He also presented all Muslims
collectively as one homogeneous group and interpreted the motive
behind terrorist acts as basic and fundamental in Islam's principles.
He used Islamic terms as 'Sharia' and Jihad' negatively as the basis
of hate and reason for all the terrorist acts towards the non-
Muslims. All this was leading to his final declaration of a complete
ban of all Muslims coming into the United States of America.
Trump presented himself positively (glorified self) as a decisive
competent person who wanted to take drastic actions to protect
America at the expense of the whole 'minority’ and colored
commurities in the USA. He presented the 'other' as incompetent,
stupid, dishonest, weak, etc.

He also used several rhetorical devices to support his argument,
e.g. victimization, overgeneralization, hyperbole, repetition,
analogies, evidentiality (hard evidence and statistics), rhetorical
questions and ridiculing and making fun of the opponent.

Both King Abdullah and President Obama had different
purposes for delivering their speeches from Trump. They wanted to
condemn terrorism, but they also wanted to stress the collective
responsibility of the parties involved in facing terrorism as a joint
responsibility of all parties involved. For King Abdullah, it is the
responsibility of the Arab world as well as Europe. For Obama, it
is the responsibility of the whole nation with all its different sects,
Muslim-Americans included. They also shared their desire to
present a positive image of Muslims evidenced in the collocates
used. They emphasized the fact that terrorists do not represent the
whole Muslim community or reflect the principles of Islam. They
are radical thinkers who seek power and use religion as a cover for
their desire for power and domination, thus intentionally
misinterpret Islam's principles.

Abdullah and Obama used different techniques in presenting
self and the other. King Abdullah was keen to represent himself as
a symbol of a true Muslim who embodies the moderate principles
of Islam which he practices as a King, an Arab, husband and father.
The ‘other’ to Abdullah was Europe which he presented as a
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partner in combating global terrorism. When referring to terrorism
he used general abstract nouns, and he also referred to specific
terrorist groups as Daeish’. He was keen to use polarization and
collective lexis to emphasize solidarity with the audience, Europe
and the world. His main rhetorical tools were analogy, repetition
and code switching.

Obama’s speech aimed at addressing the Muslim-
Americanaudience and community at large, and give them
compassion and reassurance that they were an integral part of
America, which appeared as the first keyword in his speech in
comparison to the speeches of Trump and Abdullah. The speech
counters Trump's attacks at Muslims and is described as a ‘timely
thought-provoking’ speech. The main keywords in the speech were
mainly related to Muslims and America. The main devices Obama
used were showing respect to Muslims who were not presented as
the 'other’, but as an integral part of the American community. He
also used consensus, polarization, religious quotes from Koran,
drew attention to their shared historical background, emphasized
collective usages of language, and emphasized joint responsibility
to face the danger of nation extremism.
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