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Abstract

The current study examines position as a significant social variable in six
selected American political discourses. Position has been studied as one of the
primary discourse categories in political speeches. However, there has not been
much investigation on the positions taken in American political speeches,
especially from a socio-pragmatic standpoint. The current study aims to close this
gap by identifying position differences and their manifestations in the data under
scrutiny.

The study aims at finding out the way speech acts are utilized to reflect
position differences in the political speeches of the two American politicians, the
president Joe Biden and the Secretary of Defense Lloyd Austin. Figuring out how
politeness strategies assist these two American politicians in reflecting their
position differences, and identifying how position differences can be manifested
through the use of the Grice’s maxims in the political speech of the two American
politicians. In association with the aims, the study proposes three hypotheses: (V)
Representative speech act is the most dominant type that is pragmatically utilized
by Biden in his political speech while commissive speech act is the most prominent
type that is pragmatically utilized by Austin. (Y) Positive politeness is the most
common type that is pragmatically utilized by both Biden and Austin in their
political speeches. (¥) Relation maxim is the most frequent type that is
pragmatically utilized by Biden in his political speech whereas quality maxim is

the most recurrent type that is pragmatically used by Austin

To achieve the aims and verify these hypotheses, the study presents a model
consisting of three layers for the analysis. The first layer is composed of speech
acts according to the classification of Searle (Y4V1). The second layer is based on

Livenson’s politeness strategies ()1VA) and the third layer based on the Grice’s



maxims () 1Ve). A qualitative approach is used in data analysis that supported with
tables of frequencies and percentages. Some conclusions are drawn depending on
the results of the analysis. One of these conclusions is that, representative speech
act is the most dominant type that is pragmatically utilized by Biden and Austin in
their political discourses. The second one is that, positive politeness is the most
common strategy that is pragmatically used by Biden and Austin in their political
discourses, and the third conclusion is that, relation maxim, which calls for
speakers to make their points relevant, is the one that is pragmatically utilized by

Biden and Austin in their political discourses.

The study ends with some recommendations and suggestions for further
studies.

Key Words: Socio-pragmatics, position, social position, authority, power,

political speech, politeness, speech acts, Grice’s maxims.
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CHAPTER ONE
INTRODUTION

V.« Preliminary Remarks

This chapter provides a brief explanation about the background of the
research. It also comprises the research problem, aims, hypotheses, methodology

and procedures, the limits, and significance.

V,V Statement of the Problem

Language is a primary medium of communication. This medium of
communication has been used by different social groups for sharing their thoughts,
beliefs and ideas. Politicians as a social group usually use language to expose their
judgments and viewpoints about other people, situations and things. While the
majority of sociologists interchangeably use the words "position and status," others
have made the distinction. Position in a role-structure relates to one's place in that
structure, whereas status refers to how others perceive that position, whether they

think it is high or low. It serves as an objective phase in this sense (Merton ,) 41A),

One of the most crucial tools for influencing position is authority. Within
Western political philosophy, the idea of authority has a long and rich history.
There, it has frequently been compared to and contrasted with other important
ideas like liberty. In sociology, although it frequently arises in the same context as
the power notion, it has not had the same impact. However, the two notions'
connection is understood in quite different ways. Power and authority are
occasionally sharply contrasted. For instance, Nisbet argues that the power
phenomenon has replaced authority with the arrival of modernity in his important

book The Sociological Tradition (Y 41V).



Position has been studied as one of the primary discourse categories in
political speeches. However, there has not been much investigation on the
positions taken in American political speeches, especially from a socio-pragmatic
standpoint. The current study aims to close this gap by identifying position

differences and their manifestations in the data under scrutiny.

Accordingly, the following questions can summarize the problem of the
study:
Y- How can speech acts reflect position differences in the political speeches of
Biden and Austin?
Y- To what extent can politeness strategies be employed by the two American
politicians to reflect position differences in their political speeches?
Y- How can position differences be manifested through the use of the Grice’s

maxims in the political speech of the two American politicians?

V.Y Aims

The study aims at the following:

V- Finding out the way speech acts are utilized to reflect position differences
in the political speeches of the two American politicians.

Y-Figuring out how politeness strategies assist these two American
politicians in reflecting position differences in their political speeches.

Y- ldentifying how position differences can be manifested through the use of
the Grice’s maxims in the political speech of the two American

politicians.



\,¥ Hypotheses

In connection with the aims of the study, it is hypothesized that:

V. Representative speech act is the most dominant type that is pragmatically
utilized by Biden in his political speech while commissive speech act is the
most prominent type that is pragmatically utilized by Austin.

Y. Positive politeness is the most common type that is pragmatically utilized by
both Biden and Austin in their political speeches.

Y. Relation maxim is the most frequent type that is pragmatically exploited by
Biden in his political speech whereas quality maxim is the most recurrent type

that is pragmatically used by Austin in his political speech.

V,¢ Methodology and Procedures

In order to achieve the aims of the study and verify the hypotheses, the

following procedures are followed:

Y- Reviewing the relevant literature about the field of socio-pragmatics, the
concept of position, political position, and some other related topics in the
field.

Y- Developing a model of analysis that considers speech act theory, politeness
strategies and Grice’s maxims and their manifestation in the selected political
speeches.

¥- Selecting the data of analysis.

¢- Analyzing the data qualitatively according to the model of the analysis.

©- Conducting a qualitative analysis via tables of frequencies and percentages to

achieve the aims and quantitatively support the findings of the study.



1- Discussing the results, drawing conclusions based on the findings of the
analysis, and presenting recommendations and suggestions for further

research.

V,e Limits

Y- The present study confines itself to the analysis of position as power
dynamic used in six selected political speeches of the American president
Joe Biden and the American Secretary of Defense Lloyd Austin. The data
are obtained from the American political websites (cf. appendices A, B).

Y- The study is also limited to three layers for the analysis. The first layer is
composed of speech acts according to the classification of Searle (Y4V1).
The second layer is based on Livenson’s politeness strategies (Y2VA) and
the third layer based on the Grice’s maxims ()V?). These layers comprise
the model of analysis that is suitable and adjustable with the data analyzed
in the practical section of the study. In addition, it achieves the aims and

answers the questions of the study.

V.7 Significance of the Study

The current study is expected to be of value to students of linguistics in
general and researchers of pragmatics and socio-pragmatics in particular. It is
hoped that this study will enrich the researchers’ knowledge of the pragmatic
strategies of the political position in the political discourses. Furthermore, it will
increase their understanding of political institutional discourses. Finally, the study
also attempts to elevate the researcher’s awareness of the impact of position on the
language used by showing how position affects the selection and use of speech

strategies.



CHAPTER TWO
LITERATURE REVIEW

Y.+ Preliminary Remarks

This chapter is classified into four parts. The first part introduces the
theoretical background of socio-pragmatics, its definitions and the principles which
relate to the scope of the present study. The second part covers the concept of
position, its relevant definitions, and its relation to language. The third part sheds
light on the nature of the political discourse in general and the American political
discourse in particular as institutional discourse. Finally, the fourth part tackles

chronologically a number of previous studies in relation to the present study.

¥,) Socio-pragmatics
¥.),\ Definitions and Nature

Socio-pragmatics, as (Angermuller et al., Y«Y¢ p. Yed) mentions, is
an approach of analyzing language and speech. Leech () 3AY) was one of the first
linguists to recognize socio-pragmatics as a significant component of general
pragmatics (see Figure Y). He defines general pragmatics as "the general conditions
of the communicative use of language”. He divides it into two categories:
Pragmalinguistics and socio-pragmatics. The former refers to pragmatics' linguistic
component, which consists of "the particular resources that a given language
provides for conveying particular illocutions," i.e., the pragmatics-grammar
interaction. The latter relates to the interaction between pragmatics and sociology,
or the "sociological interface of Pragmatics."



To put it another way, socio-pragmatics is primarily concerned with how
discourse interacts with unique "local conditions on language use™ such as social
classes, gender, and power (pp.)+-)). Leech’s ()?3AY) classification of general

pragmatics is demonstrated in Figure (V).

Figure 1

Leech’s (1983) Classification of General Pragmatics

General Pragmatics

Pragmalinguistics Socio-pragmalics
[Grammar] [Sociology]
% Related to Related to 4

Some linguists elucidate further the distinction between Pragmalinguistics
and socio-pragmatics. Pragmalinguistics is the interface between linguistics and
pragmatics, according to Richards and Schmidt (Y- +Y), focusing on the linguistic
approaches used to achieve pragmatic aims, such as asking how to convey a
compliment in a certain language. In contrast, socio-pragmatics is concerned with
“the relationship between social factors and pragmatics™. For example, to introduce
the conditions and techniques that can be used for creating compliments in that
language, such as “the social relationship between speaker and hearer” (p. £))).
While Stranzy (Y:+°) defines Pragmalinguistics as "the structural resources of
language.” Socio-pragmatics is concerned with language use, whereas

Sociolinguistics is concerned with language use and "relative social situations™ (pp.
AV = AVY),



The social environment in which language is used in social interactions
shapes it. In other words, depending on their social situation, people communicate
in a number of ways. Socio-pragmatics emphasizes the link between language and
its social environment. Socio-pragmatics, according to Trosborg (Y442, p. YV), is
effective for analyzing interaction patterns in specific social situations and social
systems. Swann etal. (Y-« £, p.Y£V) take a distinct perspective to socio-pragmatics,
emphasizing "social or cultural elements that impact language usage,” i.e., how
social objects such as power, gender, position and authority influence language.
Meanwhile, socio-pragmatics, according to Crystal (Y++A, p. €€Y), is the study of
social conduct, i.e. “the way conditions on language use derive from the social
situation”.  Finally, according to Culpeper (Y+«)), p.)), socio-pragmatics is

that side of pragmatics that “concerns itself with any aspect of the social context”.

Furthermore, socio-pragmatics, according to Aijmer and Andersen (Y+)Y),
pp.Y-Y) is "the study of language and communication in its social and cultural
context,”. Its main purpose is to show how social and cultural factors impact
pragmatic tactics "as manifested through language forms in certain communication
circumstances.” Socio-pragmatics examines how situational circumstances shape
and change the norms that speakers utilize, and it may connect with other social
sciences such as Critical Discourse Analysis (henceforth CDA) and
Sociolinguistics (Angermuller et al., Y:Y¢, p. Yed). Sociopragamtics here,
includes numerous "societal viewpoint studies to pragmatics™ such as interactional
sociolinguistics, variational pragmatics, linguistic anthropology, CDA, and other
related topics. This discipline is concerned with how language forms may represent
social or situational qualities due to its strong relationship with certain contexts or

situational factors.



Accordingly, socio-pragmatics is the study of how speech techniques are
effectively adjusted and modified in response to a variety of social characteristics
such as position, power, social dominance, and distance between the participants in
the act of communication (Harlow, Y44+, as cited in Beeching & Woodfield, Y+ e,
p.Y°Y). Furthermore, such social factors may impact not just the choice of
speaking styles but also "the sequential structure of the discourse," according to
Blum-Kulka (Y44V, p. eY). According to Schmitt (Y++Y, p. A+), Socio-pragmatic
approaches emphasis on the socially grounded judgments, attitudes, and
interactional principles that "underlie people's choice of strategies." To summarize,
Understanding the connected relationship between language and its social
environment, in which social variables or circumstances play a major role, is a

cornerstone in socio-pragmatics.

To sum up, the viewpoint of the current study on socio-pragmatics covers the

following key facets:

e |t is an approach to studying discourse that is sociologically based.

e It prioritizes the social factors (e.g., position and power) that affect and
govern the choice of the structural resources in a language.

« It examines how speaking techniques are changed and improved in response
to environmental and social factors.

o Finally, it deals with the examination of position differences in discourse,

which is covered by the current study.
Y.),Y The Scope of Socio-pragmatics

When one considers the scope of socio-pragmatics, what the area comprises,
and its theoretical and methodological underpinnings, many shades and subtleties

arise. Examining socio-pragmatics’ disciplinary predecessors is one method to



obtain a sense of the field. The basis of pragmatics includes the work of the famous
language philosophers (Austin, Grice, Searle, and later Wittgenstein), as well as
attempts to comprehend the abstract, context-general principles by which people
use language to represent and achieve things in the world. Early on in this study,
the relevance of social components in the application of such theories was also

emphasized (e.g. Austin Y31Y; Brown and Gilman Y41%+; Lakoff YaVY; Leech
VavY).

When examining the scope of socio-pragmatics, there are mainly two
viewpoints. First, as shown in Figure (Y) below, socio-pragmatics stands at the
intersection of language and social issues that may be approached from a variety of
perspectives. Socio-pragmatics focuses on the role of social factors and variables
in shaping the use of language to explain and accomplish things in the world from
this extremely significant standpoint. Thus, it lies at the crossroads of linguistics
and sociology, a position that has historically been filled by sociolinguistics, as

well as anthropology and (social) psychology (Haugh & Culpeper, 7’4, p. Fre),

Figure (Y) Socio-pragmatics at the Intersection of Linguistics and Sociology
(Haugh & Culpeper, T+ 14).
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The second view is to see socio-pragmatics as the result of a fusion of
(classical) pragmatics with (classical) sociolinguistics, as seen in Figure Y. This
viewpoint is best expressed by Holmes (Y+)A). According to her, pragmatics, on
the one hand, is the study of how people use language in context, especially "how
people employ linguistic resources to make and interpret meaning in interaction,
and occasionally to transform relationships” (p.) V). Sociolinguistics, on the other
hand, is concerned with the study of language in society, producing descriptions of
the diversity of linguistic resources accessible in speech communities, as well as
"systematic analyses of how social factors impact linguistic choices from among
those resources” (Holmes Y:YA p. Y)). Socio-pragmatics, according to this
viewpoint, entails "identifying and assessing evidence supporting societal norms,
as well as how they are adhered to and challenged" (Holmes Y+:YA, p. Y°). In
addition to the well-documented focus on users and the social component of
language usage shown in the two methods above, this perspective emphasizes the
role of norms and interaction. It is worth noting that this view of socio-pragmatics
as amalgamation of sociolinguistics and pragmatics is the one adopted in the

current study.

Figure( ¥)Socio-pragmatics at the Intersection of Sociolinguistics and Pragmatics.

" sociolinguistics - pragmatics

’ (study of language (study of language *
in society) i ; use in context)

sociopragmatics




AR

A socio-pragmatic approach is adopted in the present study rather than
Pragmatics proper because pragmatics is insufficient for its purpose. Mey (¥++ 4, p.
©\A) justifies this point by saying that politics correlates with strategic uses within
the realm of the very performative character of language, aimed at changing mental
states of the subject or the state of things of the reality to formulate politics for
Pragmatics means ultimately rendering intelligible the agent, the act, and the
context. He asserts that a socio-pragmatic explanation in terms of politics is
essential in this regard. The relevance of this approach to the data under scrutiny is
derived from the fact that the relation between politics, position and language

requires a kind of study that accounts for the social situation.

Y,¥ Position
¥,Y¥,) The Concept of Social Position

Most of the sociologists use the two terms “position and status”
synonymously, but some have made distinction between these terms. “Position’ in
a simple way refers to place where something or someone is ,it denotes one’s
situation in the role-structure, while ‘status’ refers to the evaluative aspect of
position whether others see it as ‘high’ or ‘low’. In this sense, it is an objective
term (Merton ,Y47A), Johnson (Y471+) distinguishes the three related concepts,
‘role’, ‘status’ and ‘position’. He defines a social position as something filled by an
individual member of a social system. Accordingly, position consists of two main

elements:

(1) Expectations and obligations held by other members concerning the behavior

of the position incumbent.

(Y) Right or the legitimate expectations of the position incumbent concerning the

behavior of other members. Johnson calls the first element the role of a position,


https://dictionary.cambridge.org/dictionary/english/place

VY

while he calls the second element the status of a position, it denotes the prestige of

a position or an individual (Johnson, Y41+).

The position conceptions compose a typical kind of the different position
conceptions, according to which social position is, in a certain sense, the position
held in the system or network of social relations (Farkas,Y+ Y\ pp.V-A).

However, just as the representatives of the various conceptions interpret the
concept of social relation in different ways, they also interpret the concept of social
position in different ways if their conception is consistent. Social position means
the position of the given individual (or group) in the system of social relations,
which includes the position in the system of interest relations, and the position in
the system of social power relations. This term is used in three analytical contexts
with quite different meanings. In the analysis of social structure and differentiation,
social status refers to:

(Y) A position in social relations (for example student, parent, or priest) that is
socially recognized and normatively regulated. This usage is often contrasted
with a more specific one, associated with sociological studies of inequalities,
and meaning,

(Y)A hierarchical position in a vertical social order, an overall social rank,
standing, and social worth. In this context, individual statuses are associated
with privileges and discriminations. Finally, in contemporary studies of social
stratification, especially those inspired by Max Weber, social status refers to

(Y)An aspect of hierarchical location in the social order derived from established
cultural conventions (traditional beliefs and popular creeds). It is contrasted
with class (market position in the economic order) and party (authority or

command position in the political/organizational order) (Turner, Y:+%. pp.
OAY-0A%L),



\RE

Commenting on the term system in the above definition, that is used in a
wider sense, and it means a specifically organized totality or whole, rather than a
functional system. The subjects of social positions can be not only individuals, but,
In a certain sense, they can also be social groups. Thus, the social position of the
given individual can be examined within a given social group, in the system of
social relations within the given group; but it can also be examined in the given
sphere of social life or in a narrower circle of individuals(Farkas,Y+ Y)).

Moreover, social relations are constituted of interest relations and social
power relations. The concept of social position in this sense contains the two
components of social position: the position in the system of interest relations and
the position in the system of social power relations. (p.VY).

As a result, social position is the position within the system of social
relations, so the determining features of social position are the same as the ones
that determine social relations. These features which in the traditional class
theoretical conception are expressly taken into consideration (like property,
occupation and qualification, authority, power etc.) as the determining factors of
social position or as factors that are, to a certain degree, in correlation with the

factors determining social position (Farkas, YV, pp. 1¥-19),

¥,Y.Y Position and Authority

Authority represents one of the most important tools to aspect position. The
concept of authority has a long and rich history within western political philosophy
where it has been often coupled and contrasted with liberty and other significant
concepts. It has not had the same resonance within sociology, where it often

appears in the same context as the power concept (Turner, Y+ + 7).
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The relationship between the two concepts, however, is construed in rather
different ways. Sometimes authority is categorically contrasted with power. For
instance, Nisbet, in his influential work The Sociological Tradition (Y21V), has
argued that, with the advent of modernity, the power phenomenon has displaced
authority. This displacement has happened in a particularly dramatic manner in the
course of the second of the “twin revolutions” — the industrial one with its main
site in England, and the political one breaking through in France. Much in the
sociological tradition, he suggests, constitutes a critical reflection on the power

phenomenon, and compares it unfavorably with “authority” (p.YV).

A person with authority is characterized by the sense that it speaks from
above individuals, with a voice at the same time forbidding and benevolent, whose
commands evoke respect and create in their addressees a sense of obligation. But if
here authority is contrasted with power, other sociological renderings of the
concept juxtapose it to power. For instance, in the context of recurrent arguments
about the respective conceptual provinces of power, force, coercion, influence,
manipulation, and authority, the latter is sometimes seen as exemplified by the
phenomenon banally characterized as “doctor’s orders.” Here, authority typically
seeks to induce subjects to actions they would not engage in on their own, but does
so because it is grounded on another subject’s superior knowledge of the
circumstances and expresses its concern with the interests of the former subjects.
The benevolence component of the first understanding is strongly stressed. To
simplify these complex conceptual relations, one might say that a further use of

“authority” subordinates it conceptually to “power” (Turner, Y+ + 7. pp.YV-YA),

The phenomenon of authority can be analyzed from a number of
perspectives. Most notably, authority can be theorized empirically, using

sociological theory or normatively using political theory. It can also be analyzed
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with reference to meaning in language as has been argued with regard to power
(Haugaard, Y+ +).

Max Weber’s perspective on authority was strictly sociological. As observed
by Beetham () 44Y), Weber argued that for a social scientist to say that Power is a
generalized phenomenon, while authority relates more specifically to
institutionalized command (Weber, Y4YA, pp. ©¥, YY), In addition, Max argues
saying: “Power is the probability that one actor within a social relationship will be
In a position to carry out his own will despite resistance, regardless of the basis

upon which that probability rests” (p. °Y).

Dahl’s (Y 42V) suggests that, “A has power over B to the extent to which A
can get B to do something that B would not otherwise do” (pp. Y*Y-Y+¥). With
regard to authority, Weber writes, as follows: “Authority is the probability that a
command with a given specific content will be obeyed by a given group of
persons” (p. °Y). The words specific content refers to the scope of authority.
Meanwhile, as argued by Dahl (Y++Y, pp. YY), “the scope of power of a
university professor is not the same as that of the traffic police.” The former has
authority power with regard to what books the students read while the latter over

where they park their cars.

There are three ideal types of authority which are based upon Weber’s

characterization of different sources of validating legitimacy. They are as follows:
V. legal authority: "resting on a belief in the legality of normative rule."

Y. Traditional grounds: "resting upon established belief in the sanctity of

immemorial traditions."
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Y. Charismatic authority: "resting upon devotion to the specific and exceptional

sanctity, heroism or exemplary character of an individual person " (Weber, VA,
p. AR 0).

To summarize, authority is a form of power that usually goes with an office
or position and, in addition, entails some level of consent by the grantee of
authority based upon a belief in legitimacy rooted in the specific rationalization of
a given type of action. This is an empirical sociological claim. Weber is interested
primarily in the grantee social actors’ belief in legitimacy rather than in the
normative question of whether or not these beliefs are defensible relative to the
norms identified, and problematized by particular scholars of political theory. For
this reason, Weber did not tackle the issue of the dividing line between the
sociological fact of legitimate authority and the normative judgement that some

forms of sociologically legitimate authority are dominating.

¥,¥ The Political Discourse
¥,¥,Y Language and Politics

A more restricted language examination of political speech cannot disregard
the wider sociological and political context in which it is entrenched. Despite
several studies on "political language,” Van Dijk has recently claimed that
"discourse and conversation analysis has so far had nothing to give to political
science,” and he has urged for discourse analysis to be a "real social, political, or
cultural study” (van Dijk, Y44¢). Such an integrative approach should, in all

likelihood, produce the most promising findings (p.)1¢).

However, one issue in the complicated of language and politics is defining
what is political. Because of the huge proliferation of print and electronic media in

the twentieth century, an increasing number of individuals are exposed to speech
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that might be classified as political. Furthermore, more and more people are
becoming involved in political action in their daily lives, for example, by being
asked to vote in an election, or by watching the news on TV or reading a
newspaper, or simply by talking with friends about the implications of recent
government decisions for each individual. Each person's ability to be - more or less
actively - involved in political dialogue has greatly risen. In addition to that, from
the standpoint of linguistics and discourse analysis, one must accept that the
phrases political language, political discourse, and political text are all ambiguous.
Political language has been used in linguistic literature to refer to either the use of
language in the context of politics, i.e. language use with the goal of achieving a
specific, politically motivated function, or the specific political vocabulary, i.e.
words and phrases that refer to extra linguistic phenomena in the domain of politics

(Dieckmann, Y4AY),

Based on the situation and communicative partners engaged, two types of
political communications may be distinguished in terms of language use: internal
and external political communication. Internal political, on the one hand,
communication refers to any types of speech that are concerned with the operation
of politics within political institutions, such as governmental bodies, political
parties, or other organizations. The texts in this context describe a society's or
portion of a society's political ideals, beliefs, and behaviors. External political
communication, on the other hand, is mostly directed towards non-politicians.
These two modes of communication are accomplished through a range of text

types, or genres, which can be used both internally and externally (Watson & Hill,
144y,

Furthermore, political discourse may be both intra-state and inter-state, and

it can take many different forms. Bilateral or multilateral treaties, speeches given
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during an election campaign or at a political party's convention, a member of
parliament's participation to a legislative discussion, newspaper editorials or
commentary, a press conference with a politician, or a politician's memoirs are all
examples (Watson & Hill, Y44Y, p. Y€1),

Y,¥,¥ Political Speech

Many studies of political speech, some of many are discourse-analytic, this
focus on the language of professional politicians and political institutions (Chilton,
Yoot p. VE). The players or creators of political speech, i.e. politicians, are
recognized. In this context, politicians refer to a group of persons who are paid for
their (political) activities and who are elected or appointed to positions of power in
politics. However, diverse recipients, such as the public, the people, and citizens,
should be included in political communication events. All of these individuals and
groups, as well as their organizations and institutions, may participate in the

political process, and many of them do so actively (Van Dijk, Y33V, p. \Y).

Political representatives have been affected by the organizing of public life
around style-oriented service and consumer activities. It is no wonder, however,
that politicians are using a more individualized language of choice and lifestyle
values to express their political messages to voters. Political debate is about more
than just articulating public viewpoints. It is a political issue. It is all about using
words to accomplish goals. The political body is influenced by words. Lexical
items may be chosen not only because they effectively emphasize political
attitudes and opinions, manipulate public opinion, manufacture political consent,
or legitimate political power, but also because they effectively emphasize political
attitudes and opinions, manipulate public opinion, manufacture political consent,

or legitimate political power (Simpson & Mayr, Y+« p. £Y),
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The pragmatic regulation of speech actions and interactional-self
presentation may be similar. To put it another way, while political speech
structures are seldom mutually exclusive, normal and successful discourse in
political contexts may likely have favored forms and techniques that are useful in

the effective execution of political acts in political situations (Simpson & Mayr,
Y N ., piﬁ‘)

Studies on presidential addresses as a kind of political discourse have been
conducted from a variety of angles. Political discourse has, without a question,
been a prominent sector of language usage that has piqued the interest of scholars
for a long time. This is because political speech is a complex human activity that
warrants careful examination, especially given its prominent role in society's

organization and control (Leech, Y3AY, p. ¥+).

In addition, ideas and ideologies must be transmitted through language in
political speeches so that they are accepted by the receivers as well as anyone who
may read or hear parts of the speech later in the media. Words and phrases are used
or removed in many ways to impact meaning. Furthermore, political speeches are
written by a team of experienced speech writers who have been trained in
compelling language. The success of a political speech is not always determined by
its accuracy; rather, it may be determined by how well it presents ideas. For
example, before an election, several speeches are given to the public; these
speeches are referred to as Pre-election special addresses, especially during rallies
(Bread, Y« «+, p. YA).

Moreover, the message being communicated or the speech act being
performed, the participants involved, their intention, knowledge of the world, and
the impact of these on their interactions, what they have taken for granted as part

of the context, the deductions they make on the basis of the context, what is
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implied by what is said or left. The majority of politicians are ignorant that there is
a connection between what is said, what is intended, and the action that is

transmitted by what is stated (Thomas, Y342, p. V).

¥.¢ Previous Studies on Socio-pragmatics

This section of the chapter will present the previous studies that conducted in
the field of socio-pragmatics since there were no previous studies that talk about
the topic of position, the researcher will present the previous studies that occurred
within this field:

V. Khadim (Y YY)

The study is entitled as “A Sociopragmatic Study of Power in Selected
American Police Interviews”. The present study scrutinizes power as an influential
social variable in three selected American police interviews. Its major aim is to
The study aims at identifying power-practicing and power-resisting strategies,
power influence on interaction, most and least exploited power strategies by both
police interviewers and suspects, the differences between the various power

strategies, and the devices that manifest each power strategy.

To achieve the aims, the study develops a model consisting of two layers for
the analysis. The first layer is composed of power strategies that serve as an
umbrella for the model. The second layer is based on Fairclough’s (Y34Y, Y+)0)
and Cotterill’s (Y++¥) models and is composed of the devices that manifest power
strategies in discourse.

The data are obtained from three selected American police interviews with

three suspects: George Huguely (Y+)+), Bryan Greenwell (Y+)7), and Lee Rodarte
(YY),
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The findings reveal that power plays a significant role in the selection of these

strategies and the degree of focus on one strategy more than others.
Y. Hutchby (Y44%)

The study is entitled as “Power in Discourse: The Case of Arguments on a
British Talk Radio Show”. It explores the way in which power operates in
institutional discourse. Its major aim is to show how power in discourse can be
analyzed from a conversation analysis perspective. Thus, the conversation analysis
(henceforth CA) approach is adopted by focusing on how participants design their
turns in specialized ways, such as restricting themselves to asking questions or

giving answers.

Notions like topic control and formulation are examined. The data are
obtained from a case study in which a series of approximately Y-+ taped calls to a

British talk radio show are analyzed. Bryan Hayes is the host of the show.

Hutchby selects the show because the host thoughtfully discusses specific
issues with his callers. According to Hutchby, power is used to change the
distribution of resources, allowing certain participants to achieve conversational

effects that others are unable to achieve.

The findings reveal that power is not a homogenous attribute in talk radio
data. Instead, power dynamics are variable and shift from one participant to

another.
¥. Haryanti (Y+1)

The study is entitled as “A Sociopragmatic Analysis of Interruptions by the
Male Characters in Marc Cherry ’s Desperate Housewives Season Y TV. Series.”.

In this research interruptions by male characters in Desperate Housewives Season



Yy

\ TV series are analyzed using socio-pragmatic approach. This research has three
objectives: to identify the linguistic features employed in the interruptions, to find

out the types of interruption, and to describe the purposes of the interruptions

To achieve the aims, the study employs a descriptive qualitative method and
was supported by quantitative method in presenting the occurrence of the data in
frequency. The descriptive qualitative method was applied since the discussion was
presented descriptively with the researcher as the main instrument and the data
sheet as the secondary instrument. The data are obtained from s the first-ten

episodes in Desperate Housewives Season ) TV series and their transcripts.

The findings reveal The results of the research are presented as follows. First,
there are three types of interruption found in the TV series: simple, overlap, and

butting-in interruption.
¢, Farnia (Y:)9)

The study is entitled as “A Sociopragmatic Analysis of the Speech Act of
Criticism by Persian Native Speakers”. his paper examines the speech act of
criticism among Iranian native speakers of Persian. The major objectives of this
study are to examine lranians' perception and production of the speech act of
criticism. The corpus was then analyzed and categorized based on Nguyen's (Y+ +°)
coding scheme, in which criticisms are coded according to their realization

strategies and external modifiers.

The data consisted of four situations given to Y« + lranian native speakers of
Persian at Payame Noor University, Iran. The overall findings showed that the use

of direct strategies outnumbered that of indirect strategies and mitigating devices.
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Y, The Current Study

After discussing the aforementioned previous studies, it is necessary to
pinpoint the differences between the current study and the previously mentioned
ones. First, there are no previous studies on the concept of position, while the
present study presents it for the first time and investigates the concept of position
from a socio-pragmatic perspective in order to reveal the way position is

manifested in the data under scrutiny.

Second, the model for the analysis of position is different. Although some
elements have been investigated in the previous studies like interruption,
formulation, and question types, still, there are additional elements that have
not been studied before. The model of the study consists of three basic
linguistic strategies; all of which are based on Searle's () 4V4) classification of
speech acts, Levinson's (Y 1VA) politeness strategies, and the Gricean Maxims
that are presented by Grice (Y2V®). The researcher has considered these
language strategies and has used them as the basis of the analytical framework
of the study.

Three strategies have been chosen to be studied by demonstrating their
appearances in the political speeches presented by the American president, Joe
Biden, and the Defense Secretary in America, Lloyd Austin. The three
strategies are the foundation upon which the eclectic model is firmly based.

The composition of the eclectic model is fundamental to manifest position
differences in the American political speeches presented by the above
mentioned leaders. All of the three components are elaborated in the following
sections.

Third, the present study restricts itself to the American political discourses as a

type of institutional discourse. Since position asymmetry affects any interaction,
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the American political discourses are chosen because they, in and of themselves,
create power disparity and position differences between the questioner. Moreover,
the researcher limits her study to six American political discourses conducted with
the following suspects: The American president, Joe Biden, and the Defense
Secretary in America, Loiyd Austin. To conclude, to the best of the researcher’s
knowledge, the manifestations of power asymmetry in this specific kind of
institutional discourse, the American political discourses, have not so far been

studied socio-pragmatically.
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CHAPTER THREE
RESEARCH METHODOLOGY

¥,« Preliminary Remarks

This chapter introduces the study methodology adopted in this study. It
tackles the research design, data collection and selection, the sample size and

saturation, and finally the structure of context.

¥, Research Design

The current study utilizes a qualitative method supported by percentages and
frequencies. On the one hand, qualitative research is defined as the “Study of
things in their natural settings, attempting to make sense of, or interpret
phenomena in terms of the meanings people bring to them” (Denzin & Lincoln,
Y44¢) p.Y). Most importantly, qualitative research is “situationally constrained”,
I.e., the social context plays a key role since it determines the meaning of the social
actions (Neuman, Y+Y¢, p.VY). In line with Vanderstoep and Johnston (Y- :9,
p.) 1Y), qualitative research is aimed to be more descriptive in order to make a deep
and understandable research. However, to interpret the data, to support the
findings, and to present the number of data found in this research and the
phenomenon analyzed in this research that represented by speech acts types,
politeness theories and the Grice’s maxims through the American political
discourse which represented social phenomena that can be explored deeply by
using qualitative method. According to Creswell (Y« +4, p.1), qualitative method is
used to explore and understand the meaning of social or human problem. Since the
data under study reflects a conversational phenomenon in society so that, the

qualitative research was an appropriate method to be used. This technique causes
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the method to complete perfectly resulting in a “richer and more comprehensive”
research (Creswell, Y++4, p.Y+¥; Neuman, Y+Y¢, p.V1V). Such a method can be
utilized to assist the researcher in deeply investigating the data; so, it is believed to
enhance the validity of the study and detect the issue understudy from a more
holistic viewpoint. The qualitative part of this research is represented by socio-
pragmatically examining the use of speech acts types, politeness theories and the
Grice’s maxims through the American political discourse. Meanwhile, it is
supported with set of percentages and frequencies that support the researcher’s

interpretation, and avoid bias or subjectivity.

¥.Y Data Collection and Selection

¥,Y,Y Procedures

The data collection followed in this study is internet-based. firstly, the
researcher searched for data and found about (Y7 scripts of political discourse).
Later, following specific criteria mentioned below. The selected data include
publicly available discourses of two American leaders. The data are obtained from
YY) -Y.YY whereby videos of the political speeches along with their scripts are
published. The discourses are fully copy-pasted. However, to strengthen the
reliability of the data, the researcher thoroughly reads the discourses and matched
them with their transcripts. These transcripts are available in the appendices at the
end of the thesis.

¥,Y,Y Criteria

In this study, the selection of the data is purposefully intended. Purposive
sampling is defined by Maxwell (Y24V) as a type of sampling whereby “particular
settings, persons, or events are deliberately selected for the important information

they can provide that cannot be got as well from other choices” (p. AV).
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Accordingly, this selection can be justified by the use of specific criteria: First,
since the current study is introduced in English, American political discourses are
believed to meet the researcher’s demand to accomplish her task as these

discourses are in English, and the participants are American English speakers.

Second, it focuses exclusively on real video-recorded political discourses “as part
of the standard police procedure” and then published on YouTube (de Pablos-
Ortega, Y+Y4, p. ). However, the study depends on their transcripts in the

analysis. Video recorded political discourses are selected for three reasons:

a. to guarantee the authenticity of the political leaders themselves since video

recordings are considered “authentic communication data without question” (Penn

Edwards, Y+ + £, p.YV?),

b. to increase the reliability of the data by comparing the two forms of data; video

and transcript, and

c. to reach the proper interpretation of the utterance since video recordings assist
the researcher in understanding the context of the discourses because of “the

information that can be deduced from them” (Penn-Edwards, Y+ £, p.YV$).

Third, all the data include male suspects in order to avoid any interference of
gender differences in the interpretation of results. Fourth, the data include suspects
who would later be proved position differences. The reason is to assess the
truthfulness of a position differences and the observance or non-observance of

QGrice’s maxims.

Finally, all of the political discourses are recent and well known according to

the statistics of the number of viewership provided by the other websites.
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¥,¥ Sample Size and Saturation

Data saturation is considered a cornerstone in deciding the sample size and is
“present in all qualitative research” (Morse, Y+)2, p. ®AY). Morse (Y++£, p. YT,
as cited in Aldiabat & Navenec Y:YA, p. Y&V) refers to data saturation as “the
phase of qualitative data analysis in which the researcher has continued sampling
and analyzing data until no new data appear”. Saturation is an important aspect of
the qualitative part of the current research. The saturation of the current study
relies on the following factors: a. Information Power a term originated by Malterud
et al. (Y+)7, as cited in Aldiabat & Navenec, Y+ A, p. Y¢A) as a guideline for
sample size. It is defined as the kind of power built on controlling information to
achieve important goals (Aldiabat & Navenec, Y+« A, p. Y¢A). Malterud et al.

(Y+17) assume that three aspects govern information power:
a) narrowing the aim of the study,

b) applying a theory, and c) specifying the sample according to certain criteria of
selection (Aldiabat & Navenec, Y+ YA, p. Y£A),

Accordingly, the current study embraces all three aspects. It has narrow and
specific aims, as shown in Chapter One. Besides, testing the workability of the
model on data demonstrates that the theoretical framework is applicable and the
data are representative and rich with power strategies (cf. ¥,1). Finally, the
selection of data is based on the criteria mentioned above. B. The Smaller the
Better Malterud et al. (Y+) 71, as cited in Aldiabat & Navenec, Y+ A, p. Y£A) assure
that the smaller the sample size is, the greater information power it has. Similarly,
Padgett (Y 34A, p.))) affirms that a smaller sample size can be used to enhance the
richness and depth of analysis. Mason (Y« )+, p.)) agrees that a smaller sample size

Is preferable because the analysis of a large sample “can be time-consuming and
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often simply impractical”. He adds that since qualitative research is based on
meaning rather than making statements of generalized hypotheses, one occurrence
of a code or a piece of data is “as useful as many in understanding the process
behind a topic”. Thus, no need for more data if the same information appears.
Therefore, to achieve the advantages of the smaller sample size, only Y% American

political discourses are selected.

¥, ¢ Structure of Context

Context is a crucial factor in understanding and interpreting utterances and
expressions. The most significant dimensions of context include the co-text (the
surrounding utterances), “the immediate physical situation”, the broader situation
(both social and power relations), and the shared knowledge between participants
(Cruse, Y+ 1, p.vo).

¥.o The Eclectic Model

The model of the study consists of three basic linguistic strategies; all of
which are based on Searle's (Y 1V1) classification of speech acts, Levinson's
(Y4VYA) politeness strategies, and the Gricean Maxims that are presented by
Grice (Y4V®). The researcher has considered these language strategies and has
used them as the basis of the analytical framework of the study.

Three strategies have been chosen to be studied by demonstrating their
appearances in the political speeches presented by the American president,
Biden, and the Secretary of Defense in America, Austin. The three strategies
are the foundation upon which the eclectic model is firmly based.

The composition of the eclectic model is fundamental to manifest

position differences in the American political speeches presented by the above



mentioned leaders. All of the three components are elaborated in the following

sections.
¥.¢,) Speech Acts

Language is a tool for social interaction and human communication. Humans
use language to transmit information to each other in the form of thoughts, ideas,
Intentions, sentiments, and emotions. Language constantly arises in the form of
specific speech actions or behaviors in everyday conversations. As a result, every
study of language structure should begin with an examination of speech actions.

The pragmatic analysis of speech acts is based on the fact that speech acts
are a tangible representation of the functions of language (Rahardi, Y+ +°). People
can accomplish a variety of things when they talk, such as communicating the truth
as they see it, convincing others to do what they want, frightening others, and so
on. A speech act is one of these choices: something we do consciously, a
performance. Furthermore, Aitchison (Y++Y, p. Y+1) defines a speech act as a
collection of utterances that behave in a manner similar to actions. She claims that
when a person speaks a series of words, the speaker is frequently attempting to
achieve some impact with those words; an effect that could, in some situations,
have been achieved with a different action.

Accordingly, when depending on the speaker’s aim of communication
speech act can be classified into several parts: there is the act of saying something,
what one does while expressing it, such as requesting or promising, and how one is
attempting to influence the listener. A speech act is a linguistic utterance that is
characterized by the speaker's intention and the effect it has on the listener. As a
result, a speech act would simply be defined as getting things done using words.
The following is an example of a speech act.

Example: Y- You’re Fired.
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The utterance above may be utilized to conduct the act of ending your
employment by your boss, and it demonstrates that the speaker utters it for
communicating something.

In conclusion, a speech act, on the one hand, is an utterance that replaces an
action in a specific setting for a specific goal. Speech-act is a theory of pragmatics
that studies how words may be used not just to convey information but also to
perform actions. Speech act, on the other hand, is a set of psychological symptoms
that are dictated by the linguistic skill of the speakers in a certain context where the
meaning or importance of someone's words is shown in a speech act Yule (Y447,
p.£A).

One of the most popular theories of Speech-act is represented by the Oxford
philosopher J.L. Austin in his book “How to Do Things with Words” (Y31Y). He
developed this theory and presented it at Harvard University in Y222, In this theory,
Austin looks at the idea that a statement of fact should be verified in some way.
Many philosophical issues, he argues, had developed as a result of the urge to
consider all utterances as verifiable statements. Straightforward declarations of fact
are dubbed "constative™ by him. However, he classifies the statements that do not
‘describe’ or 'report’ or constant anything at all as not being 'true’ or 'false,' and the
uttering of a sentence or a part of a sentence, an activity that would not typically be
regarded as saying something as not being ‘true’ and 'false’ (Austin, Y41Y, p. V). He
then goes deeply about the nature of performative utterances, before attempting to
connect these ideas in a broader sense.

Austin concludes that all of the utterances he has studied have a happiness or
unhappiness dimension, an illocutionary force, a truth/falsehood dimension, a
locutionary meaning, and that what is needed is a study of the spectrum of

illocutionary forces (Austin,41Y, p.e¢),
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At the end of his book, Austin leaves many loose strands and a lot of
unanswered questions. Consequently, Speech act theory is later developed by the
American philosopher J.R. Searle who considers three levels or components of
such utterances: locutionary acts, illocutionary acts, perlocutionary acts. Searle
introduces this summary of the three interrelated speech acts originally presented
by John L. Austin in “How to Do Things with Words “(Y21Y): "a speaker utters
sentences with a particular meaning (locutionary act), and with a particular force
(illocutionary act), in order to achieve a certain effect on the hearer (perlocutionary
act) Holdcroft (Y AVA).

It is worth mentioning that the current study adopts Searle’s ()3V%)
classification of speech acts because it represents one of the most beneficial
theories in the analysis of the political speech therefore, the coming section is

devoted to this classification.

¥,9,%,) Searle's Theory of Speech Act

Searle, Austin’s student who is principally responsible for establishing speech
act theory into the form that it is today recognized, provides a significant solution
to these issues and challenges that have not been solved by Austin. His most
important works in this area are Searle (Y 4713:Y4Y4) and Searle and Van der Veken
(YA0),

Moreover, in numerous ways, Searle's work varies from Austin's: first,
Austin distinguished between locutionary, illocutionary, and perlocutionary
actions, but Searle is skeptical of this difference, preferring instead a rigorous
approach to illocutionary act description. Another contrast is the emphasis that
Austin and Searle place on the power and meaning of a speech act. A speech act's
force is a sort of gradation for a certain type of speech act. Thus, if we take

directive as a term to characterize speech actions in which the speaker strives to
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persuade the listener to perform an action, a suggestion would have a weak force
and a command would have a stronger power. In addition, Searle uses the idea of
illocutionary force as the central plank of his theory, particularly in his formal
theory of illocutionary logic Austin, on the other hand is more concerned with
individual speech acts and less with illocutionary force (Searle and Van der Veken
V3A0),

Furthermore, Searle () 4Y?%) attempts to explain the differences between the
different types of illocutionary acts he distinguishes nine crucial differences:

V. Differences in the point of the type of act. One of the most fundamental aspects
of Searle's theory is the illocutionary point. The illocutionary point is the
purpose of a certain sort of act; for example, an assertive act's purpose is to tell
people how things are. The illocutionary point, according to Searle, is a
component of the illocutionary force.

Y. Differences in the direction of fit between words and the world. The direction
of fit is central to Searle's theory; however, the whole notion of direction of fit
rests on the a priori assumption of two-dimensional view of language as a
relationship between words and the world. The whole idea of direction of fit
falls apart if it can be shown that locutions sometimes serve some purpose
other than to relate to the world.

¥. Differences in the expressed psychological state. An illocutionary act can
indicate belief (in the form of an assertion), intention (in the form of a
promise), or even desire or want. This is a fascinating but small aspect of
Searle's theory. If it is believed that illocutionary acts are related to a small
number of psychological states, then it should be able to express the acts in
terms of these psychological states.

¢, Differences in the force or strength with which the illocutionary point is

presented. Clearly, asserting is significantly more powerful than suggesting. As
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a result, the illocutionary point might be given a strength rating. It seems
natural that if all of the assertive behaviors are grouped together, some of them
will have a stronger argument than others, ranging from the hesitant suggestion
to the powerful statement. However, one question about the degree of force of
the illocutionary point is whether it allows us to categorize individual types of
assertive on a linear (or even nonlinear) scale, or whether different types of
utterance that convey the same illocutionary act have a different degree of
illocutionary point strength. This point appears to be overlooked by Searle.
. Differences in the status or position of the speaker and hearer as they bear on
the illocutionary force of the utterance. Searle uses this distinction rarely,
despite the fact that he defines it. Although it is obvious that the speakers'
relative position influences the sorts of utterances made in a discussion,
Searle's theory has little to say about this. There appears to be an influence on
the illocutionary point's strength. A person of higher position, for example,
could give a suggestion to someone of lower status that is basically a directive.
The issue of relative status of speaker and hearer is explored by Berry (Y 3AY),
In addition, for example, an inferior may issue orders to a superior, such as
Y-"Kindly take your hand off my knee." This is more relevant when
discussing discourse structure because it is contextual in nature. The potential
of persons to change an utterance form based on their relative statuses,
however, puts some doubt on Searle's notion of a one-to-one link between
utterance form and illocutionary point.
. Differences in propositional content that are determined by illocutionary force
indicating devices. Searle notices that the illocutionary power of an utterance is
influenced by certain surface form constructions. Adverbs, for example, can

either strengthen or weaken the force of a statement. For instance,¥- “you
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really must go.” £- “You must go immediately.” The adverb gives a lot of
power to the statement.

V. Differences between those acts that require an extra linguistic institution for
their performance and those that do not. This argument is worth noting if only
to emphasize that the vast majority of speech acts that fall within this category
do not fit neatly into Searle's formal theory. Austin refers to speech acts that
require an extralinguistic institution as performatives, while Searle refers to
them as declaratives.

A. Differences between those acts in which the illocutionary verb have a
performative function and those in which it does not.

4. Differences in the style of performance of the illocutionary act. To demonstrate
this argument, Searle distinguishes between making an announcement and
confiding in someone. This is, once again, a non-linguistic point. Searle is
emphasizing the fact that the manner in which a speech act is delivered
influences the category into which it fits. Confiding usually means notifying a
small number of people about something that is not widely known, whereas
announcing means making public something that was previously only known
to the speaker or a few others. Confiding implies that it is done in quiet tones,

whereas announcing might be done to increase the number of the audience.

¥,9,1,¥ Searle's Classification of Speech Acts

Searle suggests five macro-classes of illocutionary act:

Y- Representative: The point or purpose is to commit the speaker to
something. In other words, it is an utterance in which the speaker fits his
words to the world and which incorporates his belief. The degree of
belief can obviously vary between “swear”, ‘“suggest” and

“hypothesizes” and affect features can be incorporated in “boast” and
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“complain” Coulthard (Y3Ae, pp.YY-£). Yule (1337, p. ©Y) indicates that
representatives are these kinds of speech acts that state what the speaker
believes to be the ease or not. Statements of facts, assertions,
conclusions, and descriptions are examples of the speaker representing
the world as he/she believes it is. For example:

¢-The earth is round

1-Chomsky didn't write about peanuts.

Y- Directives: They are all attempts made by the speaker to get the hearer
to do something. In this class, the speaker wants to achieve a future
situation. Directives include not only “order” and “request”, but also
“invite” dare” and “challenge” Coulthard (Y3Ae, pp.YY¥-£). Yule (Y347,
p. ©¢) states that directives are these kinds of speech acts that speakers
use to get someone else to do something. They express what the speaker
wants. They are commands, orders, requests, suggestions, and they can
he positive or negative. For example:

V-Don't touch it.

A- Open the door, please.

¥- Commissive: A category taken from Austin, like detectives concerned
with committing the speakers to achieve a future action. The point is to
commit the speaker himself to acting and it necessarily involves
intention Coulthard (Y 4Ae, pp.YY-£). Yule (Y437, p.e¢) states that these
kinds are those speech acts that speakers use to commit themselves to
some future actions. They express what the speaker intends. They are
promises, threats, refusals, pledges. They can be performed by the
speaker alone, or by the speaker as a member of a group. For example:

4-1'll be back will not do that.

V +-1 will repay the money | borrowed.



v

¢- Expressive: It is much less well defined; Searle (YV4, p. V@) suggests
that expressive is often represented the most difficult category,
expressing the psychological state specified in the sincerity condition
about a state of affairs specified in the propositional content”. As
example he offers “thank”, “apologize” and “deplore”. In addition,
Cutting (Y+ Y, p. IY) says that the expressive group includes acts which

the words state what the speaker feels, such as "apologizing", "praising”,
"congratulating”, "deploring”, and "regretting". For example:
\ +-A man without a wife is like a radio without a wave.
VY- I'mrich and I'm poor- rich is better.
¢- Declarations: They include many of those acts which Austin (Y31Y)
considers performatives. They typically require an extra linguistic
institution which provides rules for their use, a court committee, church,
rule book, except for special cases of declarations concerned with
language use itself for example "I define", "abbreviate"," name "or
"call' (Coulthard, Y3Ae, pp. YY-£). Yule (1337, p. °Y) indicates that
declarations are these words and expressions that change the world by
their very utterance. The speaker has to have a special institutional role
in a specific context in order to perform a declaration appropriately. For
example:
\ ¥-1 hereby pronounce you man and wife.
\¥- This court sentences you to ten years.
A major difference between Austin’s and Searle’s lies in the
assignment of the illocutionary force of an utterance. It is the successful
realization of the speakers' intention, but for Searle a production of the

listener's interpretation (Coulthard, Y3Ae, pp.YY-£).



YA

¥,9,1,Y Levels of Analyzing Speech Acts

According to Yule (1337, p. £A), there are three levels of studying speech
acts. The words themselves are the first level of examination. The speaker's actions
alongside their words are the second level. The final level is concerned with the
result of the words being spoken. He declares that “the action performed by
producing an utterance will consist of three related acts, which are locutionary,
illocutionary, and perlocutionary act.”

According to Yule (Y497) and Verschueren (Y 149), these levels are:

V. Locutionary Act: The basic act of speech, or making a meaningful language
phrase, is known as the locutionary act. If there is a trouble in forming the
sounds and words necessary to make a meaningful speech in a language, we
may be unable to perform an illocutionary act (Yule, Y43%). In addition,
Verschueren (Y449, pp. YY- ) also refers to this level suggesting that, it refers
to the act of speaking. When a person makes a series of sounds, he is speaking
in a typical manner, and it is reasonable to assume that this series of sounds
comprises the constative part of the speech act. For example:

V€- "] promise to come here tomorrow,".

Y. Illocutlonary Act: According to Yule (Y4%+), when a speaker creates an
utterance with a specific function in mind, they deploy illocutionary force. An
utterance's communicative energy is used to conduct the illocutionary act. The
speaker may utilize the utterance to make a statement, make an offer, explain
something, or communicate something else. Meanwhile, Verschueren ()344)
states that the illocutionary power of the speech refers to this action. An
illocutionary act relates to what happens when someone says anything. For
instance:

Ve-""| promise to come here tomorrow,""
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In the example above, the speaker is not only saying a sequence of
sounds; he is also doing something. He is, for example, not just speaking, but
also promising (pp.YY-Y).

¥. Perlocutionary Act: The speaker does not make a function utterance without
intending for it to have an impact. Perlocutionary act is the name given to this
dimension. Depending on the situation, the speaker will make a number of
statements with the hope that the listener would realize the impression that the
speaker wants to achieve. Cutting (Y++Y, p. Y 1). Furthermore, a perlocutionary
act refers to what is accomplished via the use of language. When a speaker
says a statement, he or she is performing an action, such as ‘%-""l promise to
come here tomorrow." The speaker assures us that he will be here tomorrow
(Verschueren, Y444, pp. YY-Y).

¥,e,3,¢ Felicity Conditions of Speech Acts

Austin stresses the conventional nature of the performative act and that and
an agreed procedure must be followed. There are four conditions that must be
satisfied if the performative act is not misfire.

Y- There must exist an accepted conventional procedure, having a certain
conventional effect, by this condition. Austin draws attention to the fact that
there is a limited number of performative act and one cannot arbitrarily
adapt a procedure to perform what appears to be a similar act. They are
procedures for christening babies but not dogs, for naming ship but not
houses (Parker etal., Y++2, pp.) £-Y°),

Y- The particular person and circumstances in a given case must be appropriate
for the invocation of the particular procedure involved (Coulthard, YdAe,

pp. Y £€-Y£). This condition emphasizes the fact that uttering the correct and
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appropriate words is sufficient to achieve the successful performance of the
act (Parkeretal., Y++2, pp.)£-Yo),

Y- The procedure must be executed by all participants both correctly and
completely (Parker etal., Y+ +2, pp.)£-Y9),

¢- These conditions cover misfires which occur despite the existence of a
conventional procedure and the presence of the appropriate circumstances.
The problem may be verbal or non-verbal. The marriage ceremony includes
yes — no questions " Do you take this woman ...... but "yes" is not an
acceptable answer and the ceremony has a fixed point for the ring to be
place on the finger. Failure to produce the ring or placing it on the finger at
a different point in ceremony would again cause the act to misfire.

Also the actual speech act will take the grammatical form of having:

Y- A first person subject.

Y- A verb in the present tense.

¥- It may or may not also include the word. For example, I name this ship

Mary Jane. Parker etal (Y« +°, pp.)£-Y9).

¥,¢,%,¢ Direct and Indirect Speech Act

According to Yule (Y337, p.e°), when there is a direct relationship between
a structure and a function of a sentence, it is called a direct speech act, but when
there is an indirect relationship between a structure and a function of a sentence, it
is called an indirect speech act.

Finch (Y- +) suggests that, direct speech act, on the one hand, means using
language in such way there is a direct connection between sentence meaning and
speaker meaning. The form of the utterance the speaker uses parallels with what

the speaker is intending to convey. For example, when we want to know a certain
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thing that we do not know, we use a sentence like “can you tell me the name of the
book”; here we use the form of a question as a direct speech act.

Indirect speech act, on the other hand, means when a speaker uses a form of
an utterance which its meaning is different from the structure of the utterance;
there is no connection between the form and function of the utterance. The speaker
intends another meaning behind that utterance. For instance, when your statement
makes a request or orders. Meanwhile, when a speaker says: "It's cold here", he or
she in this means the meaning of the sentence and something else which the
listener should interpret correctly. The listener may also detect an extra or indirect
meaning; there should be an agreement between the speaker’s intended meaning
and the listener interpretation of the utterance. We use the indirect speech act
because of the view that considers it politer especially in certain societies (p. YAY).

On the same vein, Cutting (Y++Y, p. 1%) indicates speech acts can be
classified into two types: direct and indirect speech acts. He says that Searle's
explanation is as follows: the speaker uses a direct speech act to communicate the
literal meaning that the words express; there is a direct relationship between the
form and the function. This means that a declarative form such as: "l go to school
every day" has the function of a statement or assertion; an interrogative form such
as "what are you doing?" has the function of the question; and an imperative form
such as "give me the pen. please" has the function of a request or order.

Meanwhile, Searle (Y2V4, p.VV) explains that someone uses an indirect
speech act to communicate a different meaning from the apparent surface meaning;
the form and function are not directly related. This means that there is a pragmatic
meaning, and one speech act is performed through another speech act. Thus. a
declarative form such as "l was going to get another one"; an interrogative form

such as "can you pass me the salt" has the function of a request or order.
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Finch (Y ++, p. YAY) stresses that in indirect speech act, the only approach
which can be taken here is pragmatic. Searle (Y2V4, p.)%) suggests that in
understanding indirect speech acts we combine our knowledge of three elements:

Y- The felicity condition of direct speech act in which the speaker should
be in an appropriate situation to make the utterance. E.g. “I can't
promise you my expensive watch if [ don't have one”.

Y- The context of the utterance: It means the situation in which it is made.
This gives the clue as to how the utterance should be interpreted.

Y- The conversational principles: These principles represent assumptions
which both speakers and listeners should hold about relevance,
orderliness and truthfulness. The combination of these three elements
draws much on inference because much of what is meant is not stated or
found in the utterance itself, but in the intended meaning «which should
be interpreted correctly by the listeners.

¥,e,Y Politeness

Brown and Levinson developed the most influential theory of 'Politeness' in
(YAYA) and refined it in (Y3AY). 'Politeness,” which refers to the desire of
interlocutors to be nice to one another by using a positive manner of addressing, is
thought to be a worldwide occurrence. The theory's core is that some 'Face'
threatening activities towards others are intended to lessen 'Face’ threats.

The concept of "politeness theory" is founded on the idea that interlocutors
have a "Face" (i.e., self and public image) that they intentionally project, guard,
and preserve. When addressing people, numerous etiquette methods are utilized to

defend their 'Face," according to the notion.

According to this theory, there is a positive and negative “Face.” The former

shows a desire to be accepted by others, whereas the latter represents a desire to
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avoid being imposed on. As a result, the recommended 'Politeness Strategies' are
used differently depending on the “Face”. Hence, the following section is devoted
to explore in more details some definitions of politeness, politeness in various

disciplines, politeness and face, and Levinson’s () 4AY) politeness strategies.

¥,2,Y,Y The Definitions of Politeness

The concept and nature of "politeness” have piqued people's curiosity
throughout the last three decades. The study of “politeness” encompasses a number
of disciplines, including Pragmatics, Stylistics, Sociolinguistics, Conversational
Analysis, and Communication Ethnography. Meanwhile, the definition, borderline,
and conceptualization of the concept of "politeness™ remain controversial. Some
believes that “politeness” is a Pragmatics phenomenon, whereas others say it is a

Sociolinguistic phenomenon.

Politeness, according to Lakoff (YdVe, p. 1¢), is a notion evolved by
communities to decrease friction in interpersonal communication. Furthermore,
Thomas (Y34¢, p. Yo+) defines "politeness™ as "a genuine desire to be pleasant to
others, or as the underlying motivation for an individual's linguistic behavior,"”
stating that there is no access to an addresser's motivation to be more or less polite
than others, and that the only information available is what addressers actually say
and how their addressee(s) react. As Yule (Y+)+) points out, politeness in an
interaction may be defined as the techniques used to demonstrate awareness of
another person's face. Meanwhile, Leech (Y+)¢) views politeness as a type of
strategic conflict avoidance that can be assessed in terms of the amount of effort
expended to avoid a conflict situation.

According to Holmes (Y++)), "politeness” is determined by the level of

social interaction between the interlocutors, which in turn defines the level of
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formality utilized in the interlocution. Fairclough (Y3A4, p. 11) agrees with Holmes
when he says that "politeness” is founded on "recognition of power differences,
degree of social distance,” and that the scale of "politeness" in every society is

determined by two factors:
(1) An evaluation of the interlocutors' social relationship.

(Y) Understanding of the socio-cultural community's social values and

norms.

When addressing someone higher in position, social standing, or age, for
example, an imperative statement cannot be used, as in example (No.Y) below. In

any culture, using such expressions is likely to be impolite.
\V- Be quiet.

¥,9,Y,Y Politeness in Various Disciplines

Politeness is associated with a number of disciplines that are unique yet
complimentary to one another. For example, Leech (Y437, p. Y+A) argues that
"politeness” should be viewed and linked to the speech's surface level, implying
that it is unrelated to the utterance outside of its context of usage. Hatim and
Mason (Y44Y, p. Y4) have a similar viewpoint, claiming that "politeness"” is an

essential phenomenon in the study of interpersonal pragmatics and meaning.

According to Thomas (Y2%e, p. YeA), "politeness™ is utilized to maintain
social balance in social interactions, drawing a parallel between politeness and
deference. She points out that the concept of “politeness” is linked to the concept
of "deference," but that the two are still different phenomena because the latter is
the opposite of familiarity. She distinguishes the two occurrences, explaining that

deference "refers to the respect we offer other individuals because of their higher
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rank, greater age, or other factors." While “politeness iS a broader concept that
entails demonstrating (or at least appearing to show) care for others. deference and
politeness can also be manifested through general social behavior." (pp.)£3-Ye+).
Hudson (Y247, p. Y YA) adds that that in some languages, deference is linked to the

use of terms of address or the use of single / plural pronouns.

Some scholars associate "politeness™ with the concept of "register," for
example, Lyons (Y4V4, p. eA¢) considers it to be a variation based on social
context. Meanwhile, others associate it with the surface level of the utterance, for
example, Leech (Y347, p. Y +A) claims that politeness is unrelated to the utterance

outside its context of use.

Politeness, according to Thomas (Y%%e, p. Y°eA), promotes a social
equilibrium in the encounter. Eventually, Cheepen (Y:++, p. Y4¢) claims that
"politeness" is a phenomenon that preserves social equilibrium rather than being

explicitly oriented toward a communication purpose.

¥,e,Y,¥ Politeness and Face

People frequently associate politeness with courteous and refined terms, i.e.,
the acceptable or proper use of words in a specific setting. Studies on linguistic
politeness, in contrast, show that politeness does not always imply courtesy (Al-
Khasaali & Al-Hindawi, Y:)%, p.'Y). The task of conceptualizing language
politeness has been approached by several theories. Brown and Levinson's () 4AY)
theory is regarded as "the most influential work" (Al- Khasaali & Al-Hindawi,
Y 1, p YY), in which they describe politeness "as a complicated system for
softening face threats" (Brown & Levinson (Y3AY, p. Y). Their understanding of
politeness is based on Goffman's (Y31V, p.®) 'Face theory," who defines Face as

"the positive social value a person effectively claims for himself... during a given
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Interaction." Face is "the public self-image that every member [of society] seeks to
claim for himself," according to Brown and Levinson () 4AY, p.7Y). In other words,
"everyone's emotional and social sense of self, which they expect others to

recognize” (Yule, Y+Y£, p. VYY),

Yule (Y+)¢), posting comments on Brown and Levinson's (Y 2AY) view that
face is divided into two categories, positive and negative, asserts that negative face
IS not necessarily 'bad," but rather the total opposite of positive face: the former
being the "need to be independent and free from imposition,” whereas the latter

being the "need to be connected, to belong, and to be a member of the group”
(pYY).

Face-Threatening Acts (henceforth FTAs) are circumstances in which a
speaker says something that threatens another person's self-image (positive or
negative), such as when strong persons employ direct speech acts to persuade
someone to do something. When the contrary occurs, when someone says
something that "lessens the potential harm to another's face,” such as through
indirect speech acts, it is referred to as Face Saving Acts (Yule, Y«Y¢, p. YY),
Brown and Levinson () AY) offer their "face-saving politeness theory" to protect
the speaker's and hearer's faces from being endangered. As a result, politeness
strategies are utilized to "mitigate, lessen, or decrease" the potential threat posed to
speaker's or hearer's face by behaviors such as apologies, request, and rejection
(Sa'd & Mohammadi, Y+ ¢, p.YV).

¥,e,Y,¢ Levinson’s (Y 4AY) Politeness

There are many theories that are introduced by a group of famous scholars
and linguists such as Lakoff (Y2Ve), Leech (Y4AY) and Levinson (Y4AY). The
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following section is limited to Levinson (Y2AY) as it is the one adopted in the

current study.

Brown and Levinson's (YVA, Y4AY) theory of politeness is the most well-
known and commonly utilized work in the field of interlanguage pragmatic
research (Brunet, et al. ,Y+«Y, p. Y). The major focus of the theory is on how
politeness is expressed in order to protect participants' faces. Brown and Levinson
(Y4AY) base their theory on Goffman (Y%ee, Y41V), the first to establish positive
face and to emphasize its relevance and need in every social encounter (Brunet et
al., Y)Y, p. Y). Brown and Levinson ()%AY), on the other hand, were more
obvious in their handling of the face. They stressed two different ways to
expressing the idea of face. The first focuses on the face from both positive and
negative perspectives, whereas the second one concentrates onthe claim that
positive and negative faces represent interlocutors' steady wants.

Brown and Levinson (Y2AY) extend the concept of "face™ and applied it to
politeness. They see politeness as a concept having both positive and negative
aspects. "Positive politeness” refers to what may be expressed in order to meet the
demands of a positive face, whereas "negative politeness™ has two functions: First,
it may be conveyed negatively or positively to save the "interlocutor's face," and
second, it can be stated by meeting the conditions of the negative face by showing
respect to the addressee and remembering that his rights must be respected and not
imposed on him (Kitamura, Y+ ++, p. Y). In order to keep their faces, interlocutors
collaborate with one another in every social situation as the need to maintain
everyone's face, they cooperate with each other (Wijayanto, Laila, Prasetyarini, &
Susiati, YY),

Accordingly, Brown and Levinson () 4AY) offer politeness strategies to save

the face of the interlocutor when expressing speech acts in any social engagement.



EA

They believe that these techniques might be used universally to assist speakers in
taking into account the social variables involved in preserving others' faces in the
use of speech acts. Thus, the researchers feel forced to address social elements
before describing politeness strategies because of their relevance in defining
politeness strategies.

In addition, Brown and Levinson () AY) also focus on three social variables
that speakers should think about while engaging with one another. They are V)
power, Y) social distance, and Y) imposition degree. The social rank of both the
speaker and the listener is referred to as power. The social distance is described as
a factor that reflects how familiar interlocutors are with one another (Brown &
Levinson, Y4AY). According to Kida (Y+)), p. YAY), social distance may be
represented through the use of several verbal terms that imply "respect, deference,
and politeness.” Meanwhile, the degree of imposition denotes an addresser's status
and capacity to press his or her beliefs and goals on others. In a similar manner,
Martinze-Flor (Y« +V, p. 1) suggests that the degree to which imposition is linked to
the manner in which the speaker can impose his intention on the hearer.

Therefore, it is necessary to take these social factors into consideration when
using any speech act suitably according to the social context because these factors
control the linguistic terms used. Wang, Johnson, & Gratch et al. (Y+V+, p. Y)
argue that, to be extremely polite, this depends on the possible threat of a
communicative act. They suggest that the factors used in evaluating face threats as
proposed by Brown and Levinson ()3AY) might affect the politeness strategies
utilized to express certain speech acts. Along the same line, Scollon and Scollon
(Y++)) replicate, to some extent, Brown and Levinson's () 4AY) definition of the
social factors as a vertical relationship that takes place between members not from

the same level or status.
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It is important not to confuse social distance with the difference in social
power between individuals when it comes to the second aspect, which is social
distance. Because not all hierarchical relationships require a social gap between
individuals, this is the case. For example, two people may have a hierarchical
relationship because one is a manager and the other is an assistant manager, but
they know each other well, see each other every day, and work together to the
point that there is no separation between them (Scollon & Scollon, Y« +), p. oY¥).
As a result, there is no need to link social distance to hierarchical structural
interactions. It is incorrect to assert that social distance exists anytime that
the individuals have a hierarchical connection. Consequently, social norms play an
essential role in selecting the proper social strategies of politeness for expressing
speech acts.

Finally, because each language has its own way of conveying messages,
intentions, and expressing various speech acts that may threaten face positively or
negatively, Brown and Levinson (Y 2AY), as illustrated in Figure © below, offer five
politeness super-strategies for dealing with FTAs. As indicated in the left side of
the same Figure, these strategies entail varying degrees of risk to the speaker's or
hearer's face, i.e., "the most impolite politeness approach is 'bald on record,’ and
the politest is 'Do not do FTA™ (Sa'd & Mohammadi, Y+ V¢, p. Y1),

V) Bald on-Record.

Y) doing face-threatening acts.

) Off-Record (indirectness)

¢) Positive Politeness

°) Negative Politeness



Figure ¢

Politeness Strategies (Brown and Levinson, Y2AY)

Lesser
A 1. without redressive action, badly

/un record \ 2. positive politeness
/ Do the FTA \ with redressive action <
N\

4. off record 3. negative politeness

Estimation or risk
of face loss

N5 Dont do the FTA

A4

Greater

It's worth noting that the current study uses Brown and Levinson's () 4AY)
theory in the analysis of politeness as a manifestation of position in selected
political speeches as it is related to power and authority. Fairclough ()44Y)
considers this theory to be the most appropriate because it "incorporates an
excellent account of politeness phenomena” (p. Y1Y). The study, however, is

limited to examining only the first three strategies, namely:

V- Performing FTA without a Redress Mechanism (Bald on Record).
Y- Performing FTA in conjunction with Redress (Positive Politeness).

Y- Performing FTA in conjunction with Redress (Negative Politeness).

The goal is to see how certain politeness strategies help with the study of
position as a power dynamic. Each super-strategy is made up of a number of sub-

strategies, as seen in the following explanation:

V-Performing FTA without Redress (Bald on Record)
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According to Brown and Levinson () 1AY), this strategy entails carrying out
FTA "in the most direct, clear, unambiguous, and concise manner possible” (p.
14). According to Austin (Y2AY), bald on record strategies are "the most likely of
all the strategies to be perceived as rude™ because they pay "little consideration to
hearer's face demands,” and are utilized when power imbalance is extreme (p. ¢°).
Furthermore, according to Verschueren (Y- +Y), this strategy is "totally open and
direct, without any attempt to allow the addressee to preserve some sense of
freedom of action or equality” (p. ¢°). It repeats, for example, acts that "tend to
include the imperative without any mitigating measures," that is, acts that lack

mitigation and indirectness (Cutting, Y+ +A, p. £7):
VA- “Tell me where you were that night” (Bruijnesetal., Y+Yo, p.YYA),
Y- Performing FTA with Redress (Positive Politeness)

Positive politeness is defined as “redress directed to the addressee’s positive
face” where his/her wants are thought of as desirable and taken into consideration
(Brown & Levinson,Y3AY, p.Y ). It seeks to establish a positive relationship
between the speaker and the hearer, for example, when the speaker expresses his

approval of the hearer’s behavior as in:

V4- “I think it’s decent of you that you try to support your family
financially” (Bruijnes etal., Y+ Yo, pp.YYA-2)

Likewise, the S can take into account the H’s wants as in:

Y+- “Would you like to tell me where you were that night?” (Bruijnes et
al.,, Y«Y2, pp.YYA-2),
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According to Brown and Levinson (Y3AY, pp. Y+Y-Y4), the strategies of
positive politeness include three broad mechanisms along with fifteen sub-

strategies as follows:

First: Claim common ground :( Y-A strategies).

Second: Convey that speaker and hearer are cooperative: (3-) ¢ strategies).

Third: Fulfil H’s wants: (only one strategy:) °).

These strategies are enlisted and exemplified in the Table V.

Table

Positive Politeness Strategies (Brown & Levinson, ! 94Y)

Strategy Example
V- | Notice, Attend, to H (Interests, r')-Goodness, you cut your hair!
Wants, Needs, Goods)
Y- | Exaggerate (Interest, Approval, FY-It hurts me to know that you
Sympathy with H) got sick.
¥- | Intensify Interest to H (by rrl came into his room, and
exaggerating facts or making a good | guess what | saw! A huge mess
story) all over the place, especially in
the center.
¢- | Use In-group Identity Markers r¢-Yeh, mate, can you lend me a
o dollar?
§ Seek Agreement (Safe Topics and re-Chris: | had a flat tire on my
(2 - | Repetition) way home.
£ r-Mike: Oh God, a flat tire!
g 1- | Avoid Disagreement "v-A: Can you hear me? B:
.C_% Barely
:E') V- | Presuppose/Raise/Assert Common FAl really had a hard time
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Ground

learning to drive, you know.

Joke

ri-How about lending me this
rusty heap of junk?

.-(It is a new Cadillac).

B- Convey that S and H are Cooperative

Assert or Presuppose S’s Knowledge

of and Concern for H’s Wants

F)-Mike, I'm sure that you don’t
want anyone to know about your
problem, but I can help you to

resolve it.

Offer, Promise

FI-I’ll drop by sometimes next

week.

VY-

Be Optimistic

Fr-You don’t mind if I use your

pc for a second, do you?

C- Fulfil H’s Want

VY- | Include both S and H in Activity I'é-Let’s have a cookie, then.
\¥- | Give (or Ask for) Reasons - Do you have any reason to
doubt?
Vé- | Assume or Assert Reciprocity(‘I’ll 1-Do me this favour, and I’ll
do X for you if you do y for me’ make it up to you.
Ve- | Give Gifts to H (Goods, Sympathy, V-You look like you've had a

Understanding, Cooperation)

rough week.

¥-Performing FTA with Redress (Negative Politeness)

Negative politeness is a "redressive action geared to the addressee's negative

face: his need for unrestricted activity and unrestricted attention” (Brown &

Levinson, Y3AY, p.YY4). That is, when the speaker employs negative politeness, he

or she is attempting to avoid, or at the very least reduce, the imposition of a certain
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FTA on the hearer. Harris (Y« +Y) claims that negative politeness is used to "reify

existing power structures” in institutional settings. This is accomplished through

depersonalizing and isolating the participants' relationship in order to prevent

explicit conflicts or potential communication breakdowns (p. YY), for example:

¥A- "I hope having this chat with you isn't too bothersome.""

¥4- "Could you tell me where you were that night if it's not too

bothersome for you?' (Bruijnesetal.,Y+ Yo, p.YY9),

Brown and Levinson (Y4AY, pp. YYY-YY)) list the following () +) strategies

of negative politeness as shown in the following illustration below:

Table ¥

Negative Politeness Strategies (Brown & Levinson, ! 74Y)

Strategy

Example

V- | Be conventionally indirect

£.- Can | ask you a question?

Y- | Question, hedge

£)-You're quite right.
£T-He went in the dark, did he?

Y- Be Pessimistic

£1] don’t suppose there’d be any chance of

you...

¢- | Minimize Imposition

£E-Jt’s just that I want to ask you (to sell) a bit
of chilli.

°- Give deference

£o-Can | help you, sir?

£1-Yes, sir

1- | Apologize V-] simply can’t manage to . . .
£A-Excuse me, but . . .

V- | Impersonalize S and H £9-One shouldn’t do things like that

A- | State the FTA as a general rule

©.-The committee requests the President to

attend the meeting.

q- Nominalize

2 )-1 am surprised at your failing to reply
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V.- | Go on record as incurring a debt, oY-I will never be able to repay you if you...

or as not indebting H

¥,8,Y¥ Gricean Maxims

¥,9,¥,) Cooperative Principle
The cooperative principle (henceforth CP) is a concept in social science that

defines how individuals accomplish effective conversational communication in
everyday social contexts, that is, how listeners and speakers cooperate and jointly
accept that they are interpreted in a certain way. The linguist Paul Grice introduces
the concept in his pragmatic theory, argues saying: “Make your contribution such
as is required, at the stage at which it occurs, by the accepted purpose or direction
of the talk exchange in which you are engaged” (Grice, Y3Ve, p. £€)-2A),

Accordingly, the CP is divided into Grice's four conversational maxims,
known as the Gricean maxims, which are quantity, quality, relation, and manner.
These four maxims reflect unique rational principles noticed by persons who
pursue efficient communication using the cooperation principle (Betti, Y+ Y, p.
ov).

The Gricean maxims can be used to describe the relationship between
utterances and what is inferred from them (Betti,¥ + Y, p. V). The concept is meant
as a description of how people generally behave in conversation, despite the fact
that it is framed as a prescriptive mandate. Grice's maxims, according to Jeffries
(Y+1+), "encapsulate the assumptions that we prototypically hold when we engage
in speech” (Jeffries and Mcintyre, Y:)..p.)+%). Meanwhile, statements that
appear to flout them on the surface may indicate implicatures that contribute to the
meaning of the speech (Betti & Khalaf, Y+ Y)).
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¥,9,¥,Y Observing the Conversational Maxims
As mentioned above, cooperation in interaction requires the observance of

these maxims. These maxims run briefly as follows:
A. Maxim of Quantity (Content Length and Depth)

In simple words, it is the first CP maxim that relates to the quantity of
information shared by a speaker during a discussion. In other words, presenters are
required to convey sufficient information while speaking, i.e., not to be too brief or
to provide more details than are essential. They should avoid being "not explicit
enough " or "boring" (Cutting, Y+ +Y, pp. Y¢-°). In Grice's (Y4Ve, p. £°) words, the
guantity maxim encompasses two submaxims that are supposed to be followed:

Y- Make your contribution as informative as is required (for the current purpose
of the exchange).
Y- Do not make your contribution more or even less informative than is
required.
B. Maxim of Quality (Truth)

This maxim, according to Cruse (Y« ++, p.Y°°), is about the accuracy of the
information provided in contact. Speakers must supply truthful information and
refrain from giving any false information; they must not lie. "Speakers are
expected to be serious to be speaking something that they feel relates to reality,"
says Cutting (Y- +Y, p.Y2). This maxim is stated as follows by Grice (Y3Vve, p.£7):

V- Do not say what you believe to be false.
Y- Do not say that for which you lack adequate evidence.
C. Maxim of Relation (Relevance)

There is just one sub-maxim in the relation maxim, which requires the
speaker to make his or her contribution "relevant” (Yule, Y337, p.YV). To put it
another way, speakers should say things that are "relevant to the topic or aim of

communication” (Widdowson, Y« +V, p. 1Y),
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D. Maxim of Manner (Clarity)

The fourth maxim is about how things are expressed and how they are most
likely to be said. It comprises the supermaxim "be perceptive," as well as the
following submaxims:

V. avoid ambiguity, avoid obscurity of expression — i.e., avoid language that is
difficult to understand,

Y. be brief i.e., avoid unnecessary prolixity,

Y. be orderly i.e., provide information in an order that makes sense and

¢. Avoid obscurity of expression (Grice, YaYe, p. £€7),

¥,e,¥,¥ Flouting the Maxims
It is possible to flout a maxim and communicate a different meaning than

what is stated explicitly (Grice, YiVe, pp. £€Y-2A). As with sarcasm or irony, a
speaker frequently breaks a maxim in speech to have a negative pragmatic impact.
One might defy the quality maxim by telling a clumsy acquaintance who has just
experienced a nasty fall that his grace is outstanding, implying the exact opposite.
Similarly, disobeying the quantity maxim can lead to ironic understatement, the
relevance maxim to irrelevant praise, and the manner maxim to ironic ambiguity
(Kaufer, Y3A), pp. £40-0Y+4),

The Gricean maxims are so frequently deliberately flouted by politicians and
authors, who may hide the entire truth and chose their words for the story's effect
and the reader's enjoyment. Speakers that flout the maxims do so with the intention
of their audience understanding their underlying implicature. In the instance of the
clumsy buddy, he will almost certainly recognize that the speaker is not actually
complimenting him (Betti, Y42+, p. ).

Therefore, cooperation is still taking place, but no longer on the literal level.

When speakers flout a maxim, they still do so with the aim of expressing some
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thought. Thus, the Gricean maxims serve a purpose both when they are followed

and when they are flouted (Grice, Y3Ve, pp. £Y-2A),

¥,e,¥,¢ Violating the Maxims
In circumstances of violation, a speaker purposely breaches a maxim in

order to produce a false implicature, i.e., the objective of breaching any maxim is
to deceive the audience. In other words, the speaker may deceive listeners by
offering confusing, irrelevant, and inadequate information, causing "the hearer to
incorrectly think that they are collaborating” (Cutting, Y+ Y, p. £+).

Thomas (Y 44°) also points out that "pragmatically incorrect statements of
this sort are frequently seen in particular activity types such as trials, legislative
speeches, and debates” (pp. Y¥-£). As a result, examples of CP violations might be
found in the data being examined.

The following instances provide information on various topics, and in each
of them, the speakers break one of the maxims:

°Y-A- How are you today?

o¢- Well, my car is broken and to tell you the truth I have no money to pay

my sandwich this evening.

oo-A- The leaves danced in the breeze.

©1-John Major spoke in his usual forceful fashion.

°V-A- | do think Mrs. Jenkins is an old windbag, don't you? Huh, lovely
weather for March, isn't it?
oA-Speaking about something irrelevant to A's utterance,
°1-A- “How much did that new dress cost, darling?”
1.~ tiny fraction of my salary, though probably a bigger fraction of the
salary of the woman that sold it to me”.
In (V) (b) violates quantity maxim as she has not made her contribution as

informed as it is required, (Y) (b) violates the quality maxim only if she gives
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incorrect information, (Y) violates the relation maxim as she changes the
conversation topic to avoid responding to his question, and, eventually, (d) violates
the manner maxim by not being brief enough.

To sum up, the results of the violation of maxims are summarized in the
following figure (°).
Figure ¢:

Violating Grice's Maxims (1975)

Violating
Quantity Maxim Quality Maxim Relation Maxim Manner Maxim
Results in: Results in: Results in: Results in:
- Being more than - Saying what 1s false. - Irrelevant - Obscurity of
informative. - Saying what lacks statement(s). expression.
- Being less than adequate evidence to - Ambiguity.
informative. prove. -Not brief.

-Not orderly.

To conclude, the components of the model are summarized in the figure below:
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CHAPTER FOUR
DATA ANALYSIS AND DISCUSSION OF RESULTS

¢,+ Preliminary Remarks

This chapter presents the practical part of the study. It describes the procedures
of the analysis and analyzes the data based on the model of the study. Furthermore,

it introduces the results of the study with their discussion.

¢,Y Analytical Procedures

The process of analyzing the targeted data contains a set of procedures to be

followed in accomplishing the current study. These procedures are as follows:

Y- Finding and selecting the political speeches of the two American leaders
following the criteria of dada selection.

Y- Rereading the transcripts of the speeches and comparing them with their
original speeches as a procedure to reinforce the reliability of the resource
and check the accuracy of the transcripts.

Y- Introducing a gist of the contextual factors before analyzing the speeches,
like the setting, participants, and the other elements to get the reader
prepared to understand what is going on in the study.

¢- Electing sixteen extracts as samples for analysis and excluding the rest of the
transcripts from the thesis to avoid lengthiness of the analysis. eight extracts
are selected from each speech. The selection of the extracts based on their
richness with the strategies and devices outlined in the model, and their
representativeness to meet the requirements of the analysis rather than the

length of the excerpts or the number of turns. The researcher aims to show
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how positon is reflected through speech acts, politeness and the Grice’s
maxims in each extract.

The analysis of each extract is limited to the analysis of the two American
leaders’ speeches (the president Joe Biden and the Secretary of Defense
Lloyd Austin) while the speeches of the speakers are neglected.

Depending on the date the extracts are numbered from ()) to (1) and
arranged chronologically from the earliest to the latest (see Table ¥).
Analyzing the data according to the model of the study that is introduced in
chapter three. As it is mentioned before, the data analysis of the current
study will be qualitative analysis supported with percentages and
frequencies. The qualitative analysis of each extract is summarized in a table
to clarify the usage of speech acts, politeness strategies, and the Grice’s
maxims with their violation.

Finally,  discussing  results, drawing  conclusions,  suggesting

recommendations and suggestions for further research.

¢,Y The Qualitative Analysis

£,Y,) Contextual Analysis

Table ¥

The Contextual Factors of the Selected Political Speeches

Contextual factors

Descriptions

Setting and scene

The time (date) ranges between Y+ Y)-Y . YY,

The place is in America and Germany

Participations

There are two politicians , whose names are Joe Biden and
Lloyd Austin .
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Ends The main goal of the selected political speeches is to identify

how position manipulates the linguistic utterances.

Act Sequence The form of the selected political speeches generally appears

In question-answer sequences.

Key Generally speaking, the political speeches under study are
serious, accusatory, conflictual, and free of any comic

Instances since they are about political issues.

Instrumentalities | The selected data encompass both video recordings and their
written scripts in English. However, the study is limited to the
analysis of only the written form and especially the answers of
the two politicians. Videos are only consulted to reach the

correct interpretations wherever necessary.

£,Y,Y Data Analysis
£,Y,Y,) Biden’s Speeches
Extract )

The President Joe Biden holds news conference at NATO Summit in Madrid in
1/¥+/Y+YY, He discusses the most important American issues and comments on the
Ukrainian invasion by Russia. Biden starts the conference with greeting the reports
and asks them to start asking their questions.

Speaker Y: Thank you, Mr. President. Two questions, please.

Joe Biden: of course.
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Speaker Y: America is back being your motto at the first NATO summit last
year. And you’ve come to this summit here and the one in Germany. After the
US Supreme Court overturned constitutional protections for abortion, after the
shootings in Buffalo and Texas, at a time of record inflation, and as new
polling this week shows that Ae7 of the US public thinks the country is going in
the wrong direction. How do you explain this to those people who feel the
country is going in the wrong direction, including some of the leaders you’ve
been meeting with this week who think that when you’ve put all of this

together, it amounts to an America that is going backward?

Joe Biden: They do not think that. You haven’t found one person, one world

leader to say America’s going backward. America’s better positioned to lead

the world than we ever have been. We have the strongest economy in the

world. Our inflation rates are lower than other nations of the world. The one

thing that has been_destabilizing is the outrageous behavior of the Supreme

Court of the United States in overruling not only Roe V Wade, but essentially
challenging the right to privacy. We’ve been a leader in the world in terms of

personal rights and privacy rights. And it is a mistake in_my view for the

Supreme Court to do what it did.

In this part the president uses one of the crucial types of speech acts which is
Representative (statement). This type reflects the idea that the president tries to fit
his words to the world and incorporates his believes. Biden in his utterance
confirms the importance of someone’s position within the country who have the

right to talk about America’s position in the world “You haven’t found one

person, one world leader to say America’s going backward. “

Furthermore, Biden supports his speech by utilizing another type of speech

act that is expressive (praise) when he says We have the strongest economy in
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the world. The purpose of using this type of speech act is to reflect what the
speaker feels. Biden utilizes this important type as a strategy he used to deal
with in order to add more feelings and positivity to his speech. This makes his
speech strong, understandable, uses language skillfully, and he has good
communication management. He uses this speech act to make the American
people, American allies, and even the American enemy more aware of the
positive aspects of America, which he describes as the leader of the world and
possessing the world's strongest economy. This is one of the most significant
factors that influences other people to believe that America cannot be defeated.
In addition, he states that U.S. was grappling with fallout from last week’s
Supreme Court decision ending the constitutional right to abortion, which Biden
condemned Thursday as “destabilizing.” Biden faces both the lowest approval
ratings of his presidency and rising pessimism about the direction of the country.in
this utterance, Joe Biden laid out his foreign policy vision for America when he

says America’s better positioned to lead the world “ America will according to

the president’s words lead by example and rally the world to meet common
challenges that no one nation can face on its own, from climate change to nuclear
proliferation, from great power aggression to transnational terrorism, from

cyberwarfare to mass migration.

To intensify the sense of cooperativeness and shed light on certain aspects, the
president adheres to negative politeness that manifests ‘impersonalize’ strategy.

For example, Biden utilizes expressions like “it_is @ mistake in my view for the

Supreme Court to do what it did. “Furthermore, within the same line the

president adheres to bald on record politeness which is another strategy of

politeness. Biden here uses the most direct, open and clear manner to talk about the
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Supreme Court decision that he describes it as “a_mistake” since it ends the

constitutional right to abortion.

Additionally, the utterance above reflects the maxim of quantity because the
president here tries to be as informative as is required the convey the idea that

America that is not going”_backward.” He rises pessimism about the direction of

the country. The president’s utterance also includes on one hand, the maxim of
relation since his respond is relevant to the aim of the communication. On the
other hand, it also includes the maxim of manner since the president avoids
ambiguity and answers orderly. Meanwhile, Biden violates the maxim of

quality when he says it is a mistake in_my view for the Supreme Court to do

what it did. Because he says what lacks adequate evidence to prove and what

can be described as false and can be presented as a personal opinion avoiding

the fact that the reporter depends on ““a poll” when he asks his question.
Table ¢

The Analysis of Position in Extract !

Type Number
Speech act | Representative | Number Expressive | !
f
(statement) ( praise)
Politeness | negative Bald on !
record
Grice’s | Observance Number Non Number
maxims observance
Quantity \ Quality !
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Manner \

Relation \

Extract Y:

Speaker Y: my second question is GV leaders this week pledged to support
Ukraine “For as long as it takes.” And I’'m wondering if you would explain
what that means to the American people, “For as long as it takes.” Does it mean
indefinite support from the United States for Ukraine? Or will there comes a
time when you have to say to President Zelensky that the United States cannot

support his country any longer? Thank you.

Joe Biden: We’re going to support Ukraine as long as it takes. Look at the

impact that the war on Ukraine has had on Russia. They’ve had to renege on

their national debt for the first time since the beginning... Almost well over
Y+« years. They’ve lost Y years of the gains they made in terms of their

economy. They’re in_a situation where they’re having trouble because of my

imposition of dealing with what can be exported to Russia. In terms of

technology, they’re going to have trouble maintaining oil production because
they don’t have the technology to do it. They need American technology. And
they’re also in a similar situation in terms of their weapons systems and some

of their military systems. So they’re paying a very, very heavy price for this.

In this part the president uses three types of speech acts first, he uses
commissive (promise). This type of speech act reflects the idea that the speaker

tries to commit himself to some future action and it expresses what the speaker
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intends to do. Biden in his utterance commits himself to help Ukraine in her war
with Russia. The president here talks about the American government’s intention

for the future to help Ukraine and the Ukrainian People “We’re going to support

Ukraine as long as it takes.”

Biden in this utterance uses the personal pronoun “We “referring the American
government and confirming the idea that the president represents the higher
position within the government who have the rights to talk about the American
government’s decisions. The second type of speech act appears in the same
line of the president’s speech that is directive (request), when he says, look at

the impact that the war on _Ukraine has had on Russia. The purpose of

utilizing this type of speech act is to attempt to persuade the recipient to take
action. When the speaker asks the listener to do something for him or her, the
directive speech act is utilized. Biden urges the world, the American people, the
Ukrainian people, and even the Russian people to pay attention to the war's
effects on Russia in the military, economic, and humanitarian aspects. This is in
accordance with his stance as the United States president. Biden wants to
convey that America supported the beleaguered country of Ukraine and cared
about its future. But there was more than just economic suffering being sent to
Russia. Moreover, he adds that the US and its allies will battle to protect "every

square mile of Nato countries”.

Biden also addressed Americans in an effort to convey the concept that this war is
having a negative influence on American culture as a whole and that we should be
concerned about the chance that US forces may be put in danger during the fight in
Ukraine. While outlining the US's responsibilities to Nato partners, he also made
clear that US forces "are not involved and will not engage in confrontation with

Russian forces in Ukraine."
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In addition, he follows that talking about the circumstances of the war on
Ukraine and the Ukrainian people in terms of their economy. Within the utterance
Biden confirms the position of America as a leader of the world when he talks
about the United States, in partnership with its allies, has hit Russia with some of
the most sweeping export restrictions ever imposed, barring companies across the
world from sending advanced technology in order to penalize President Vladimir

V. Putin for his invasion of Ukraine They’re in a situation where they’re having

trouble because of my imposition of dealing with what can be exported to

Russia. The restrictions are aimed at cutting off the flow of semiconductors,
aircraft components and other technologies that are crucial to Russia’s defense,
maritime and aerospace industries, in a bid to cripple Mr. Putin’s ability to wage
war. The third type of speech act appears in this utterance is Representative
(conclusion) when Biden concludes using So that the price of the war will be
higher for both Ukraine and Russia So_they’re paying a very, very heavy price
for this.

To intensify the sense of cooperativeness and shed light on certain aspects,
the president adheres to positive politeness that manifests ‘promise’ strategy. For

example, Biden utilizes expressions like “We’re going to support Ukraine

“trying to establish positive relationships between both Ukraine and America.
Furthermore, within the same line the president uses the word support which refers
to the idea, that if you support someone or their ideas or aims, you agree with

them, and perhaps help them because you want them to succeed.

Additionally, the utterance above reflects the maxim of quality because the
president here provides truthful information, avoids presenting any false
information and he also avoids lying when he conveys the idea that America is

going to support Ukraine We’re going to support Ukraine as long as it takes.
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Look at the impact that the war _on Ukraine He rises pessimism about the

direction of the country. The president’s utterance also includes on one hand, the
maxim of relation since his respond is relevant to the aim of the
communication. On the other hand, it also includes the maxim of manner since
the president avoids ambiguity and answers orderly. Meanwhile, Biden violates
the maxim of quantity because he doesn’t give enough information about the
types of the American aids to Ukraine, the time of starting these aids. So, he his

statement is not informative as is required.
Table ¢

The Analysis of Position in Extract ¥

Type Number
Speech act | Commissive Number Representative | !
]

( promise) ( conclusion)
Politeness | Positive !
Grice’s | Observance Number Non Number
maxims observance

Quality \ Quantity !

Manner \

Relation \

Extract ¥



Y

Speaker Y: Mr. President, thank you. This week, you and GV allies introduced a
plan for an oil price cap for Russian exports, which is not yet filled out. And
obviously is a response to the high price of gasoline in the United States and
around the world. Are you confident that that cap would bring down prices for
American drivers? And how long is it fair to expect American drivers to

continue to pay a premium because of this war?

Joe Biden: As long as it takes so Russia cannot in fact defeat Ukraine and

move beyond Ukraine. This is a critical, critical position for the world. Here

we are. Why do we have NATO? | told Putin that in fact, if he were to move,

we would move to strengthen NATO. We would move to strengthen NATO

across the board. Look, let me explain the price. | suggested a while ago that

what we should consider doing is putting a cap on the amount of money that

the world would pay for Russian oil. And that we would not provide... The

west provides insurance. Would not ensure Russian ships carrying oil. We

would not provide insurance for them so they would have great difficulty
getting customers. The point is that we’ve said to them, “Here’s the deal. We
are going to allow you to have a profit on what you make, but not the

exorbitant prices that you’re charging for the oil now.”

In this part which is related to the previous part since both of them tackle the
Ukrainian war with Russia and the view of the American government of this war
represented by the president who represents the higher position within the
government. The president uses two types of speech acts in the first line of this
speech, the president is asked by New York Times reporter Jim Tankersley about
the surging price of oil as a result of Western sanctions on Russia he uses in his

answer the Representative (conclusion) type when he says so_Russia cannot in

fact defeat Ukraine. This type reflects the idea that the president tries to fit his
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words to the world and incorporates his believes. President Joe Biden says the

United States will support Ukraine for “as long as it takes” to ensure it is not

defeated by Russia he wants to recall America's position in supporting Ukraine and
preventing the Ukrainian army from being defeated in the war against Russia. in
the third line of the speech, he uses commissive (threat) which is another type of

speech act when he says | told Putin that in fact, if he were to move, we would

move to strengthen NATO. This type of speech act reflects the idea that the

speaker tries to commit himself to some future action and it expresses what the
speaker intends to do and it is performed either by the speaker alone or by the
speaker as a member of the group. Biden in his utterance performs his words that
represented a threat to the Russian President VIadimir Putin, confirming his

position as head of the U.S. government who have the right to take such a decision.

In addition, the U.S. President follows talking about his discussion about the
issue with his counterparts at a summit of the Group of Seven leading industrial

nations when he says that what we should consider doing is putting a cap on

the amount of money that the world would pay for Russian oil. After

President Vladimir Putin launched a large-scale invasion of Ukraine on February
Y¢, the United States and the European Union imposed sanctions on Russian
energy imports in an attempt to undermine the Kremlin’s ability to fund the war.
While the volume of Russian oil and gas output has declined on the back of those
sanctions, that has been offset by surging energy prices driven higher in large part
by fear of further supply disruptions from Russia in an already tight market the
goal is to push down the price of Russian oil and depress Putin's revenues, while

allowing more oil supply to reach the global market.
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To intensify the sense of cooperativeness and shed light on certain aspects,
the president adheres to negative politeness that manifests ‘impersonalize’ strategy.

For example, Biden utilizes expressions like “Russia cannot in fact defeat

Ukraine “attempting to avoid, or at the very least reduce, the imposition of Russia
and trying to confirms his position as the U.S. leader who know very well about
the importance of the economic issues for any country in the war. Furthermore,
within the third line the president adheres to bald on record politeness when he

says | told Putin that in fact, if he were to move, we would move to strengthen

NATO. This line is uttered in the most direct, open, clear, unambiguous, and
concise manner possible that represented a direct threat to the Russian
President V. Putin. Accordingly, this utterance is based on future actions, that if
you (Putin) do so, we (the U.S. government) will do so, confirming the power
of position as a leader without paying any attention to the old relationships
between the two countries (America and Russia) and even Putin's position as
the president of the greatest country in the world, who enjoys wide popularity

among his countrymen.

Additionally, the utterance above reflects the maxim of quality because the
president here provides truthful information, avoids presenting any false
information and he also avoids lying when he conveys the idea that America is

going to support Ukraine as long as it takes. He rises pessimism about the

direction of the country. The president’s utterance also includes on one hand, the
maxim of relation since his respond is relevant to the aim of the
communication. On the other hand, it also includes the maxim of manner since
the president avoids ambiguity and answers orderly. Meanwhile, Biden violates
the maxim of quantity because he doesn’t give enough information when he

says so Russia cannot in fact defeat Ukraine and move beyond Ukraine he
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doesn’t show at least how Russia cant defeat Ukraine and what are the strong
points of Russia in front of the Ukrainian weak ones. So, he his statement is not

informative as is required.

Table 1
The Analysis of Position in Extract
Type Number
Speech act | Commissive Number Representative | !
]
( promise) ( conclusion)
Politeness | Negative Bald on !
record
Grice’s Observance Number Non Number
maxims observance
Quality \ Quantity !
Manner \
Relation \

Extract ¢

Speaker Y: Thank you, Mr. President, I’'m going to keep the trend and also ask
two questions if that’s okay. One on the summit and one domestic question. On
the summit, you just said that there would be another round of security
assistance for Ukraine. After hearing President Zelensky’s assessment that the
war needs to end before the winter. Are you changing your calculation in terms
of the pace of the assistance and what kind of assistance you’re sending to

Ukraine?
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Joe Biden: No. The war could end tomorrow, by the way, if Russia stops its

irrational behavior. So when the war will end, | hope it ends sooner than later.

But for it to end, they have to be in a position where the Ukrainians have all
that they can reasonably expect... We can reasonably expect to get to them in
order to provide for their physical security and their defenses. And so one does

not relate to the other. We’re going to be providing another... Well, 1 guess

DL’ll announce it shortly, but another $/++ million in aid for additional

weaponry, including air defense system, as well as offensive weapons. | have

a whole list I’d be happy to give to you. But that’s the next trache that’s going

to occur.

In this part which is related to the previous parts since all of them tackle the
Ukrainian war with Russia, the view of the American government of this war
represented by the president who represents the higher position within the
government and the U.S. aids from America to Russia. The president uses two
types of speech acts, in the first line of this speech, the president is asked by the
speaker about American assistances for Ukraine Which has been at war with Russia
since a period of time. He uses in his answer the declaration (announcement) type

when he says The war _could end tomorrow, by the way, if Russia stops its

irrational behavior. This type reflects the idea that the president tries to fit his

words to the world and incorporates his believes and his utterance is produced
based on the president’s observation of the Ukrainian war then followed by stating
his opinion based on his observation. Biden asserts in this line that the war could
end in any moment and that depends on Russia first not Ukraine.

Furthermore, Biden uses the “if condition” in his answer if Russia stops

its irrational behavior to ensure the idea that the war between Ukraine and Russia

Is conditioned by the Russian behavior which is described by the president as



'

irrational behavior that, if the Russian army which supported by the government

stop the attack on Ukraine and stop controlling the life of the Ukrainian people the
war will end sooner not later. He wants to recall America's position in supporting
Ukraine and preventing the Ukrainian army from being defeated in the war against
Russia. When he talks about the end of the war, the president here depends in his
opinion about his observation as a president who is in a position that allows him to

observe what is going on in the world.

In addition, the U.S. President end his utterance going back to the central point
of the question, which is the American humanitarian, medical, and military aids to
the Ukrainian government and people. In the seventh line, he utilizes another type

of speech act that is commissive (promise) when he says We’re going to be

providing another... Well, I guess I’ll announce it shortly, but another $/ + -

million in aid for additional weaponry, including air defense system, as well

as _offensive weapons. This type of speech act reflects the idea that the speaker

tries to commit himself to some future action, it expresses what the U.S. president
intends to do. Ukraine according to Biden’s speech is about to get more weapons
and military equipment from the U.S. President Biden delivered the news to
Ukrainian President Volodymyr Zelenskyy. The $A++ million in new security aid
comes on top of more than $Y,% billion the Biden administration has already
provided. This latest offering includes artillery systems, artillery rounds, armored
personnel carriers and helicopters. It could dramatically increase Ukraine's ability
to withstand the Russian onslaught in the next phase of the war. Biden in his
utterance performs his words that represented a promise and a peace message to
the Ukrainian people that America supports you, confirming his position as head of

the U.S. government who have the right to take such a decision.
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To intensify the sense of cooperativeness and shed light on certain aspects,
the president adheres to bald on record politeness when he says in the first line of

his speech, the war could end tomorrow, by the way, if Russia stops its

irrational _behavior. This line is uttered in the most direct, open, clear,

unambiguous, and concise manner possible that represented a direct description

of the Russian attack on Ukraine that is described as irrational behavior.

Accordingly, Biden here attacks clearly the Russian army of dealing with the
war since the first moment of the war. Biden here agrees with what is declared
by Human Rights Watch has documented several cases of Russian military forces
committing laws-of-war violations against civilians in occupied areas of the
Chernihiv, Kharkiv, and Kyiv regions and other cases of unlawful violence and
threats against civilians between February YY and March ¢, Y. YY, Soldiers were
also implicated in looting civilian property, including food, clothing, and firewood.
Those who carried out these abuses are responsible for war crimes. Furthermore,
within the seventh line the president adheres to positive politeness that manifests

(promise) strategy when he says, We’re going to be providing another... Well, 1

ouess I’ll announce it shortly, but another $/ ¢+ million in aid for additional

weaponry, including air _defense system, as well as offensive weapons. trying

to establish positive relationships between both Ukraine and America and
confirming one of the most important responsibilities of his position that is to keep

the friendly relations between America and the countries of the region.

Additionally, the utterance above reflects the maxim of quantity because the
president here tries to be as informative as is required he conveys the idea that

America is going to send more additional aids to Ukraine Well, I guess I’ll

announce it shortly, but another $4-.. million in aid for additional

weaponry”_He rises pessimism about the direction of the country. The president’s
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utterance also includes on one hand, the maxim of relation since his respond is
relevant to the aim of the communication. On the other hand, it also includes

the maxim of manner since the president avoids ambiguity and answers orderly.
Meanwhile, Biden violates the maxim of quality because he says what he

believes in and what lacks adequate evidence to prove. the war could end

tomorrow.
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Extract ©

Speaker ¢: Can you describe for us, sir. Many Americans are grappling with
this. What is your sense today about the integrity and the impartiality of the
Supreme Court? Should Americans have confidence in the court as an
institution. And your views on abortion have evolved in your public life. Are
you the best messenger to carry this forward when Democrats...? Many of

them, many progressives want you to do more?
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Joe Biden: Yeah, I am. I’m the President of the United States of America. That

makes me the best messenger. And I really think that it’s a serious, serious

problem that the court has thrust upon the United States, not just in terms of

the right to choose, but in terms of the right to who you can marry. A whole

range of issues relating to privacy. And | have written way back a number of

large articles about the Ninth Amendment and the ) ¢th Amendment and why
privacy is considered as part of a constitutional guarantee. And they’ve just

wiped it all out. And so I’m the only president they got. And I feel extremely

strongly that I’m _going to do _everything in my power which I legally can do

in terms of executive orders, as well as push the Congress and the public. The

bottom line here is if you care if the polling data is correct and you think this
decision by the court was an outrage or a significant mistake, vote. Show up

and vote. Vote in the off year and vote, vote, vote. That’s how we’ll change it.

In final part of the president’s speech, he goes back to the central point that
he tackles at the beginning of his speech, that is the Supreme Court’s decision
which is described by the president as outrageous behavior. The president in these
lines uses two types of speech acts, in the second line of this speech, the president
Is asked by the speaker about his views on the abortion in the public life, he uses in

his answer the Representative (complain) type when he says And | really think

that it’s a serious, serious problem that the court has thrust upon the United

States, not just in terms of the right to choose, but in terms of the right to who

you can marry. A whole range of issues relating to privacy. This type reflects

the idea that the president’s utterances are produced based on his observation of the
impact of the Supreme Court decision on the public life in America. Then, he
follows by stating the fact or opinion based on that observation. the president here

tries to fit his words to the world and incorporates his believes.
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Accordingly, Biden lamented the impact of the court's decision that he

describes as a serious, serious problem on a woman's right to have an abortion,

calling Roe a “critical, critical piece." But he also sought to broaden his critique of
the ruling, saying it threatened decades of court precedent guaranteeing other
fundamental tenets of American life based on the idea of a right to privacy in the
Constitution. With his comments, Biden forcefully joined the chorus of voices
warning that the legality of same-sex marriage and the availability of legal
contraception could be at risk if the court — now dominated by conservative

justices — decides to expand their rulings to other areas of the law.

In addition, the U.S. President end his utterance by Clearly indicating the
actions that he will take as the President of the United States against the decision of
Court Supreme. In the eighth line, he utilizes another type of speech act that is

commissive (promise) when he says And so I’m_the only president they got.

And I feel extremely strongly that I’'m going to do everything in my power

which | legally can do in terms of executive orders, as well as push the

Congress and the public. This type of speech act reflects the idea that the speaker

tries to commit himself to some future action, it expresses what the U.S. president

intends to do.

To intensify the sense of cooperativeness and shed light on certain aspects, the
president adheres to negative politeness that manifests (impersonalize) strategy

when he says in the second line of his speech_And I really think that it’s a

serious, serious problem that the court has thrust upon the United States, not

just in terms of the right to choose, but in terms of the right to who you can

marry. A whole range of issues relating to privacy. This line is uttered

according to the fact that the president attempts to avoid or at least reduce the
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imposition of the Supreme Court and that he tries to reify existing power
structures in the institutional settings. Biden accomplishes that through
depersonalizing the last decision from the Court. Accordingly, Biden here
attacks clearly Those who carried out these abuses are responsible for war crimes.
Furthermore, within the seventh line the president adheres to positive politeness

that manifests (promise) strategy when he says, We’re going to be providing

another... Well, I guess I’ll announce it shortly, but another $4 + + million in

aid for additional weaponry, including air defense system, as well as

offensive weapons. trying to establish positive relationships between both Ukraine

and America and confirming one of the most important responsibilities of his
position that is to keep the friendly relations between America and the countries of

the region.

Additionally, the utterance above reflects the maxim of quantity because the
president here provides a sufficient amount of information, i.e., neither being too
short nor having more details than necessary. He also avoids being “not explicit

enough” or “boring” when he says and I really think that it’s a serious, serious

problem that the court has thrust upon the United States, not just in terms of

the right to choose, but in terms of the right to who you can marry. A whole

range of issues relating to privacy. The president’s utterance also includes on

one hand, the maxim of relation since his respond is “relevant to the topic or the
purpose of communication”. On the other hand, it also includes the maxim of
manner since the president avoids ambiguity, answers orderly and briefly.
Meanwhile, Biden violates the maxim of quality because he says what lacks
adequate evidence to prove avoiding the fact that the reporter depends on “a

poll” when he asks his question.
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Speaker °: thank you. How worried are you by a growing number of Russian

comments in the media and amongst some of their officials painting this conflict as
actually already a conflict between NATO, the U.S., and Russia? And they’re

painting in very alarmist terms, talking of nuclear weapons, saying it’s a life-or-

death struggle, et cetera. And just separately — well, connected to that: Lavrov

himself self says it’s already a proxy war — not a direct war but a proxy war. So

are either of those two things true? And do they worry you, those things?
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Joe Biden: They’re not true. They do concern me because it shows the

desperation that Russia is feeling about their abject failure in being able to do

what they set out to do in the first instance. And so, it — I think it’s more of a

reflection not of the truth but of their failure. And so, instead of saying that the —
the Ukrainians, equipped with some capability to resist Russian forces, are doing
this, they’ve got to say — tell their people the United States and all of NATO is

engaged in — in taking out Russian troops and tanks, et cetera. So, it’s — number

one, it’s an excuse for their failure. But number two, it’s also, if they really mean

it, it’s — it’s — no — no one should be making idle comments about the use of

nuclear weapons or the possibility that they’d use that. It’s irresponsible.

This part of Biden’s speech is presented on April YA, at the White House, here
Biden criticized recent remarks by senior Russian officials that amounted to

nuclear saber-rattling, as well as claims NATO is fighting a “preoxy war” in

Ukraine, saying Moscow was trying to excuse its surprising military failures.

In his speech, the president uses two types of speech acts in the first line, he uses
Representative (statement). The purpose of using such type of speech is to commit
the speaker to something. In other words, Biden in his utterance fits his words to
the world and incorporates his beliefs about the truth of the war between Ukraine
and Russia. The president after announcing a request he made to the congress

about presenting more $YY billion in funding to the Ukrainian army as support for

its war with Russia. After the president made his prepared statement, a reporter
asked him about Russian officials "painting this conflict as actually already a
conflict between NATO, the U.S., and Russia." The reporter also brought up
Russian Foreign Minister Sergey Lavrov recently stating that "NATO is essentially

going to war with Russia through a proxy" and if such comments worried him.


https://www.newsweek.com/topic/congress
https://www.newsweek.com/biden-calls-33b-ukraine-aid-seizure-russian-oligarchs-assets-1701871
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Biden answers saying it’s not true that the US and NATO are in a proxy war

with Russia — and that Russian claims of a proxy war are “an_excuse for their

failure” in Ukraine. In this utterance, the president directly attacks the Russian
war is a failure movement and that what is mentioned by Lavrov is just an

excuse for the failure of the Russian government in Ukraine.

In addition, he ends his utterance going back to the central point of the speech.
In line eight, he uses the Representative (conclusion) type of speech act when he

says, So, it’s — number one, it’s an_excuse for their failure. Biden concludes

using So to confirm the idea that the Russian attack on Ukraine is failed and that
the American continues aids to the Ukrainian army represents one of the most
important reasons behind this. Biden here confirms the importance of his position
as the U.S. president that gives him the enough confident to translate the statement

of Lavrov as a reflection of the Russian fail in Ukraine.

To intensify the sense of cooperativeness and shed light on certain aspects,
the president adheres to bald on record politeness. For example, Biden utilizes

expressions like it shows the desperation that Russia is feeling about their abject

failure in being able to do what they set out to do in the first instance. This

utterance is uttered in the most direct, clear and unambiguous manner. Biden in
these line directly attacks the Russian war with Ukraine describing it as a failure
movement. Biden declares clearly that Lavrov’s accusation that NATO was using
the Ukraine war as a proxy is just a strategy used by Lavrov to direct the world's
attention towards NATO and its role in the war, as well as distracting attention
from Russia's failure in the war. Furthermore, within the eighth line, the president

repeats the same idea again when he says So, it’s number one, it’s an excuse for

their failure. He tries to convey again the idea that Russia fails in the war.
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Additionally, the utterance above reflects the maxim of quantity because the
president here tries to be as informative as is required he conveys the idea that
what is stated by Lavrov is not the truth about the war when he says, They’re not
true. The president’s utterance also includes on one hand, the maxim of
relation since his respond is relevant to the aim of the communication. On the
other hand, it also includes the maxim of manner since the president avoids
ambiguity and answers orderly. Meanwhile, Biden violates the maxim of
quality because he shares his expectation about the Russian situation in the war

that they fail to achieve what they wanted to achieve in Ukrainie.
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Extract V

Speaker 1. Mr. President, Majority Leader Schumer said yesterday that you’re,
quote, “getting closer” to using executive authority to cancel up to $S+¢+++ in
student loan debt. Can you confirm that? What exactly are you looking to — plan

to do here in the coming —

Joe Biden: Look, number one, one of — the first thing we did was reform the
system that was in place that didn’t work for anybody that allowed people to write
off debt if they engaged in public service. We’ve almost a million — seven
hundred and eighty-five — don’t hold me to the exact number; I’ll get the number
— seven hundred and some thousand have had debt forgiven — their whole debt
forgiven because of their work working in —either as teachers or other means by
which they qualify. And we continue to make that easier. Secondly, I am

considering dealing with some debt reduction. | am not considering $¢ ¢+« «

debt reduction. But I’m in the process of taking a hard look at whether or not

there are going to — there will be additional debt forgiveness, and I’ll have an

answer on that in the next couple of weeks.

In his speech, the president discusses one of the most crucial issues within the
American society especially for the educated group of the society. Actually, Biden
here tries to answer the question in a specific way in order to convey a message for
the American students those who study different specialties outside America that
the government is standing with you. Biden’s answer for the beginning till the end
Is a promise but in an indirect way for the American students that the American
president who presents the higher position in America is working to cancel student
loan debt on a broad scale. Biden utilizes on of the crucial types of speech acts

that is commissive (promise) when he says, 1 am _considering dealing with some
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debt reduction. | am not considering $¢+<+ «« debt reduction. But I’m in the

process of taking a hard look at whether or not there are going to — there will be

additional debt forgiveness, the purpose of using such type of speech is to commit

the speaker to something in the future. In other words, Biden in his utterance
expresses his intentions for the future that is to use the authority of his position to
help the students to reduce their debts, especially when he refers to that saying, 1

am considering dealing with some debt reduction.

Accordingly, Biden reportedly told members of the Congressional Hispanic
Caucus that he is seriously contemplating using executive action to cancel student
loan debt on a broad scale. According to CBS News, one lawmaker suggested that

Biden is considering / am considering forgiving student loan debt “entirely” for a

broad swath of borrowers, Biden and his staff were “incredibly positive” about
using executive action to implement some form of widespread student loan
forgiveness, and that regardless of the specifics, advocates would be happy with

the result.

In addition, he ends his utterance by giving a promise to support $)+<+++ in

student loan forgiveness for borrowers, I’m in the process of taking a hard look at

whether or not there are going to there will be additional debt forgiveness,

although he has expressed uncertainty that he would have authority to cancel
student debt without new Congressional authorization. Biden also indicated he
would oppose larger amounts of student loan forgiveness, in part because of his
concern that it would disproportionately benefit higher income earners or graduates
of elite private institutions.

To intensify the sense of cooperativeness and shed light on certain aspects, the
president adheres to positive politeness that manifests (promise) strategy. For

example, Biden utilizes expressions like 1 am considering dealing with some debt



https://www.cbsnews.com/news/biden-options-forgiving-student-loan-debt/
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reduction. | am not considering $° <« « « debt reduction. But I’m in the process

of taking a hard look at whether or not there are going to there will be additional

debt forgiveness, Biden in these lines directly is trying to establish positive

relationships with the people in the American society especially those educated
group who presents the upper class of the society and those who control the
economy, education, the government and most of the important institutions in
America. Biden by declaring the additional forgiveness is trying to improve his
popularity among the community, which has declined due to several reasons,
including his position as President of the United States by standing against Russia

and its war against Ukraine.

Additionally, the utterance above reflects the maxim of quantity because the
president here tries to be as informative as is required he conveys the idea that
Accordingly, Biden reportedly told members of the Congressional Hispanic
Caucus that he is seriously contemplating using executive action to cancel student

loan debt on a broad scale when he says, | am considering dealing with some debt

reduction. The president’s utterance also includes on one hand, the maxim of
relation since the purpose of the communication is crucial to his response. On
the other hand, it also includes the maxim of quality because he says something
that he believes corresponds to reality. Meanwhile, Biden violates the maxim of
manner because this maxim deals with what is said and how it is most likely to be
said. Biden in his utterances uses obscurity of expression, ambiguity, and not
brief information since he wants to re confirm the importance of the authority of

his position that enables him to cancel student loan debt.
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Speaker V: Thank you, Mr. President How far are you willing to go to achieve

those promises that you made to the American people?

Joe Biden: Well, look, when | took office, | decided that it was a fairly basic
simple proposition, and that is, | got elected to solve problems and the most
urgent problem facing the American people | stated from the outset was
COVID-Y4% and the economic dislocation for millions and millions of
Americans. And so that’s why I put all my focus in the beginning, there were a
lot of problems, but all my focus on dealing with those particular problems.
And the other problems we’re talking about from immigration to guns and the

other things you mentioned are long-term problems. They’ve been around a

long time, and what we’re going to be able to do, God willing, is now began
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one at a time to focus on those as well, and whether it’s immigration or guns

or a number of other problems that face the country.

The current speech presents the first speech for Joe Biden as a president
of America, he presents his political speech after the American election that
results in electing Biden to be the head of the US government. Biden starts his
speech by greeting the audience and giving brief notes about his efforts to solve
the most important issues that face the American people like, COVID-)14, the

immigration and the crucial economic problems in the society.

In his speech, Biden utilizes on of the crucial types of speech acts that is

commissive (promise) when he says, what we’re going to be able to do, time to

focus on those as well, and whether it’s immigration or guns or a number of

other problems that face the country.

the purpose of using such type of speech is to commit the speaker to something in
the future. In other words, Biden commits himself to solve all of the problems that
worried the American people and that his intentions for the future are to use the
authority of his position to rebuild the country and to focus on solving or reducing
all of the problems in America that the previous governments failed to solve or

reduce.

Accordingly, what is tackled by Biden in his speech refers clearly to his future
policy as the president of America Biden. Ending the coronavirus pandemic, fixing
the economy, and rebuilding America's infrastructure are Biden's top concerns, and
he made it plain that he would not be distracted by situations he considered to be
secondary. The pragmatism of Biden, which contrasts sharply with that of his

predecessor, former President Donald Trump, is a result of his decades of



q)

advancing legislation on Capitol Hill. He continues by saying that it is just a matter
of time before he realizes his political goals in relation to gun control. Gun control,
voting rights, climate change, and immigration reform were all referred to by

Biden as "long-term challenges" that "have been there for a long time."

In addition, he ends his utterance saying that, Gun control, voting rights,
climate change, and immigration reform were all referred to by Biden as '‘long-

term problems'" that "have been there for a long time" will be the core of his policy

as a president.

To intensify the sense of cooperativeness and shed light on certain aspects, the
president adheres to positive politeness that manifests (promise) strategy. For

example, Biden utilizes expressions like what we’re going to be able to do, time

to focus on those as well, and whether it’s immigration or guns or a number

of other problems that face the country. Biden in these lines directly is trying to

establish positive relationships with the people in the American society. He is
trying to build bridges of trust with society by conveying a message that his

government will strive to solve all of the "'long-term problems” as he describes

that the society was suffering from at the time of the government of former
President Trump. Biden here wants to deliver a message of challenge to everyone
who stood against him in his election campaign and everyone who claimed that he
was unable to take over the US presidency because of his inability to fix what was
corrupted by previous governments.

Additionally, the utterance above reflects the maxim of quantity because the
president here tries to be as informative as is required he conveys the idea Biden
commits himself to solve all of the problems that worried the American people and

that his intentions for the future are to use the authority of his position to rebuild
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the country and to focus on solving or reducing all of the problems in America that

the previous governments failed to solve or reduce what we’re going to be able to

do, time to focus on those as well, and whether it’s immigration or guns or a

number_of other problems that face the country The president's speech also

incorporates, on the one hand, the relation maxim since his response is
pertinent to the communication's goal. On the other hand, since the president
avoids ambiguity and provides structured responses, it also incorporates the
maxim of manners. Meanwhile, Biden violates the maxim of quality because he

shares his expectation about the future.
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£,Y,Y,Y Austin’s Speeches

Extract 9

Speaker A: Mr. Secretary, who is responsible for the shelling today in Ukraine’s
Donbas region, and how concerning is it? And what are you doing to lower the
risk of dangerous and potentially explosive US- Russia interactions like the

close call between aircraft this weekend?

Secretary Austin: Well, we’ve seen the reports of the shelling, Phil, and they’re
certainly troubling. We’re still gathering the details. But we’ve said for some
time that the Russians might do something like this in order to justify a

conflict, so we’ll be watching this very closely. In _terms of any potential

interaction with our aircraft and someone else’s aircraft, of course we’ll

follow our own procedures very closely, which | think our airmen are very

well rehearsed on. And we’ll make sure that we’re doing everything that we

can to remain safe in the air. If we see unsafe acts, we’ll certainly demarche

the people that are responsible for that.

The current speech presents one of the most important speeches through
which the American department of defense that headed by Austin conveys
firstly, a message to the American society that the new government includes all
of its institutions will work hard to rebuild what is corrupted by the previous
governments. Secondly, convey a peace message to the people in Ukraine that
America is standing with them in their war with Russia. At a NATO news
conference on Feb Vv, Y:YYThursday morning, the Defense Secretary Lloyd
Austin states that the America is monitoring the developments of the situation

concerning the conflict between Russia and Ukraine.
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In his speech, Austin utilizes two crucial types of speech acts on one hand, he

utilizes commissive (threat) when he says_in terms of any potential interaction

with our aircraft and someone else’s aircraft, of course we’ll follow our own

procedures very closely, which | think our airmen are very well rehearsed on.

The purpose of using such type of speech is to commit the speaker to something in
the future. In other words, Austin commits himself and his group of military
leaders in pentagon to monitor all of the movements of the Russian troops on the
Ukrainian lands. According to his position as a Commander, Austin gives a clear
promise to the American society that everything is monitoring by the leaders and

that any potential interaction will be followed with a direct respond from the

American troops.

Accordingly, what is tackled by Austin in his speech refers clearly to the
opinion of the pentagon concerning the Russian shelling on one of the Ukrainian
villages that the pentagon describes it as a troubling movement. Actually, Austin
repeats President Biden's recent statement that, if necessary, the United States is
ready to "defend every inch of NATO territory," but he also made it plain that they
are ready to speak with Putin and find a peaceful solution to prevent conflict. After
a shelling incident on Thursday, Austin addressed claims that Ukraine and
Russian-backed rebels were accusing one another of breaking a cease-fire and said
the United States is keeping an eye on the situation. Austin states that while he has
been worried that Russia would attempt to exploit a false flag operation as
justification to attack Ukraine, the U.S. is not drawing any hasty conclusions just
yet.

In addition, he ends his utterance by using the same type of speech act that is

commissive (threat) when he says, if we see unsafe acts, we’ll certainly

demarche the people that are responsible for that by adding the ‘if condition ‘to
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his speech, Austin hear gives a conditioned threat which reflects the that the U.S.
troops actions against the Russian troops are conditioned by any unsafe act from
them. The word demarche in this line is a French word from ‘démarche’ a term
that is used by the leaders in a diplomatic way to give the idea that a new step will
be taken. Austin hear uses this word diplomatically to confirm that new and
Important steps will be taken against any attack threatens peace in America or one

of its allies.

To intensify the sense of cooperativeness and shed light on certain aspects, the
Secretary of Defense adheres to bald on record politeness twice for example at the

beginning of his speech, Austin utilizes expressions like in terms of any potential

interaction with our aircraft and someone else’s aircraft, of course we’ll

follow our own procedures very closely, which | think our airmen are very

well rehearsed on. Moreover, he ends his speech by utilizing expressions like,_if

we see unsafe acts, we’ll certainly demarche the people that are responsible

for that Austin utters these important lines in the most direct, unambiguous, and
concise manner possible is trying to establish positive relationships with the people
in the American society. He is trying to build bridges of trust with society by
conveying a message that his government will strive to solve all of the "'long-term
problems” as he describes that the society was suffering from at the time of the
government of former President Trump. Biden here wants to deliver a message of
challenge to everyone who stood against him in his election campaign and
everyone who claimed that he was unable to take over the US presidency because
of his inability to fix what was corrupted by previous governments.

Additionally, the utterance above reflects the maxim of quantity because
Austin here tries to be as informative as is required he conveys his ideas when he

says,_if we see unsafe acts, we’ll certainly demarche the people that are
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responsible for that. The current speech presents one of the most important

speeches through which the American department of defense that headed by
Austin conveys firstly, a message to the American society that the new
government includes all of its institutions will work hard to rebuild what is
corrupted by the previous governments. Austin’s utterance also includes on one
hand, the maxim of relation since his respond is relevant to the aim of the
communication. On the other hand, it also includes the maxim of quality since
he provides truthful information, avoids presenting any false information, and
avoid lying. Meanwhile, Austin violates the maxim of manner his speech

contains Obscurity, ambiguity, not brief, and not orderly expressions.
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Speaker 4: Thanks. Mr. Secretary, | understand you have the evidence that
there’s more troop building rather than troop withdrawal in Russia. At the same
time, | hear some skepticism, certainly in the German public debate. How can
we trust this? How can we trust American intelligence? What do you suggest to
build more public trust, and would you consider at one point to make more

evidence you have publicly available? Thank you.

Secretary Austin: Well, I don’t see this as a competition of narratives. I think
we’ve been very transparent about everything that we’ve seen thus far. We’ve
shared what we know with our allies and partners. We really have done a very,
very extensive job of making sure that our allies knew what we knew as soon as

possible. But | think in order to address the issue that you raise, the solution

IS to continue to be transparent, to continue to talk to the American people,

and people around the world quite frankly, and explain what we’re seeing. |

think that has been very helpful thus far. We will continue to do that, and we

certainly endeavor to do that while we’re in this conference this week.

In this speech, Austin’s answers tackle one of the most important issues that
the new government policy concerned with. After being asked by Bettina Klein a
German reporter about the Russian troops new movements in Ukraine that there’s
more troop building rather than troop withdrawal in Russia and the U.S.
procedures to stop these movements. Austin utilizes one of the crucial types of

speech acts that is, Representative (suggestion) when he | think in_order to

address the issue that you raise, the solution is to continue to be transparent,

to continue to talk to the American people, and people around the world quite

frankly, and explain what we’re seeing.
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the purpose of using such type of speech act is to commit the speaker to
something. In other words, this type reflects what the speaker believes in and his
utterances incorporates the speaker’s believes. Austin commits himself and his
group of military leaders in pentagon to monitor all of the movements of the
Russian troops withdrawal from the Ukrainian lands. According to his position in
the American government, Austin gives a clear statement that the most important

steps that the government should keep on is to talk to the American people, and

people around the world guite frankly, concerning all of the important issues

that face the American society in special and the outside world in general.
Austin here is working to support and confirm Biden’s new policy in America
that is to solve all of the problems of the last American governments and share
the American society in ruling themselves and working with the government in

order to solve what is corrupted by the previous governments.

To intensify the sense of cooperativeness and shed light on certain aspects, the

Secretary of Defense adheres to positive politeness when he says, | think in order

to_address the issue that you raise, the solution is to continue to be

transparent, to continue to talk to the American people, and people around

the world quite frankly, Austin utters these important trying to establish positive

relationships with the people in the American society. He is trying to build bridges
of trust with society by conveying a message that his government will strive to
solve all of the "long-term problems” as he describes that the society was suffering
from at the time of the government of former President Trump. The solutrion is
according to Austin, regarding all of the significant problems that American
society in particular and the outside world in general are currently facing. Austin is
striving to back up and ratify Biden's new American strategy, which is to resolve

all of the issues brought on by prior administrations and empower the populace to
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rule themselves and cooperate with the government to address issues brought on by

previous administrations' corruption.

Additionally, the utterance above reflects the maxim of quantity because the
president here tries to be as informative as is required he conveys the idea that The
solution is according to Austin, regarding all of the significant problems that
American society in particular and the outside world in general are currently
facing. Austin is striving to back up and ratify Biden's new American strategy,
which is to resolve all of the issues brought on by prior administrations and
empower the populace to rule themselves and cooperate with the government to

address issues brought on by previous administrations' corruption._to talk to the

American people, and people around the world quite frankly. Austin’s

utterance also includes on one hand, the maxim of relation since his respond is
relevant to the aim of the communication. On the other hand, it also includes
the maxim of manner since the president avoids ambiguity and answers orderly.
Meanwhile, Austin violates the maxim of quality because he shares his

expectation only.
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Speaker) «: Thank you for doing this. Ukraine is calling this week’s cyber-
attack the largest in the country’s history. Can you confirm whether Russia was
behind this attack? And President Biden last month said that if something short
of an invasion happens, like if Russia continued to use cyber-attacks, the US
could respond in a similar way with cyber. So has the US responded to the

latest attack, and if not, why not?

Secretary Austin: In terms of confirming whether or not this was Russia that
was behind this, again, the intelligence community continues to assess what
happened there. But | would just point out to you that this is a play taken out of
his playbook. You know, we would expect to see, before any attack we’d
expect to see cyber-attacks, false-flag activities, and increasing rhetoric in the
information space. And we’re beginning to see more and more of that. In terms

of a response to the cyber-attack, if someone attacks the United States of

America then certainly we will hold that element responsible or accountable.

At this point, we haven’t seen it. We have not been attacked, NATO elements

have not been attacked. So we’ll leave it at that.

In his speech, Austin utilizes one of the crucial types of speech acts, he utilizes

commissive (pledge) when he says, In terms of a response to the cyber-attack, if
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someone attacks the United States of America then certainly we will hold that

element responsible or accountable.

The purpose of using such type of speech is to commit the speaker to
something in the future. This type of speech act can be performed either by the
speaker alone or by the speaker as a member of a group. In other words, Austin
pledges himself and his group of military leaders in pentagon who supported by the

U.S. government to stop any cyber-attack that could happen against America and

threaten its community peace. According to his position as a Commander, Austin
gives a clear promise to the American society that everything is monitoring by the
leaders and that any potential attack will be followed with an immediate respond

from the American troops.

Accordingly, what is tackled by Austin in his speech refers clearly to the
opinion of the pentagon concerning the Ukrainian calls about one of the biggest
cyber-attacks in the country’s history that he describes as a play. Austin as one of
the great leaders in the Pentagon convey the opinion of the Pentagon that they
cannot confirm the identity of those who are responsible for the last cyber-attack at
the same time, this statement is another American attempt to express the opinion of
the United States on the Russian war on Ukraine and to convey a message that the
new government led by Biden is pledged to protect the American people and
American interests as well as it is standing with its allies concerning both the
political and militarily aspects. Actually, Austin repeats President Biden's recent
statement concerning the economic, the military and the political procedures of the

U.S. government to protect America and its allies in the world.

In addition, Austin adds the ‘if condition’ to his speech when he says,_if

someone attacks the United States of America then certainly we will hold that
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element _responsible he reflects the powerful aspects of his position as a

commander since Conditionals are a subtle but powerful technique used in
political speech to spread ideas and attitudes to a larger audience. The use of
conditionals by skilled politicians to force, convince, threaten, or even terrify
their opponents into performing a favor for them be it a political choice or a
personal favor—was also demonstrated. Furthermore, Speech conditionals are
the most significant kind of conditionals because they are used most frequently
in political discourse, which has a tendency to influence listeners. These
conditionals can be used to represent a variety of persuasive tactics, including
threats, warnings, ultimatums, offers, invites, requests, and many others.
Concisely because of this characteristic, conditionals are an extremely helpful
tool in the context of political speech, and skilled politicians frequently employ

them in all of their forms.

To intensify the sense of cooperativeness and shed light on certain aspects, the
Secretary of Defense adheres to positive politeness that manifests (promise)

strategy. For example, Austin utilizes expressions like in_terms of a response to

the cyber-attack, if someone attacks the United States of America then

certainly we will hold that element responsible or accountable. Austin utters

these important in order to establish positive relationships with the people in the
American society. He is challenging all of those who stand against the president
Biden’s decision to choose Austin be the first Black U.S. secretary of defense,
since Austin's retirement in Y+Y1 was less than the requisite seven years ago,
Congress will need to grant him a waiver. Given that James Mattis, a former
Marine general, was chosen by President Donald Trump to be his first defense
secretary, he would be the second Pentagon head in four years to require a waiver.

Given his position in retirement on the boards of many corporations, notably
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weapons manufacturer Raytheon Technologies Corp., Austin's candidacy as the
former commander of the United States Central Command under President Obama
may come under assault from certain progressive organizations, But during the
Obama administration, Biden and Austin grew close, and the retired general has
been counseling the transition team on matters of national security, according to

one of the people familiar with the situation.

Additionally, the utterance above reflects the maxim of quantity because
Austin here tries to be as informative as is required he conveys the idea that he
pledges himself and his group of military leaders in pentagon who supported by the

U.S. government to stop any cyber-attack that could happen against America and

threaten its community peace. According to his position as a Commander, Austin
gives a clear promise to the American society that everything is monitoring by the
leaders and that any potential attack will be followed with an immediate respond
from the American troops. Austin’s utterance also includes on one hand, the
maxim of relation since his respond is relevant to the aim of the
communication. On the other hand, it also includes the maxim of manner since
he avoids ambiguity and answers orderly. Meanwhile, Austin violates the
maxim of quality because he shares his expectation about the future
movemements of the Russian troops saying what lacks adequate evidence to
prove.
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Speaker Y): I’'m here. Thank you, Mr. Secretary for the question. Some of these
troops that we’ve seen Russia mass along Ukraine’s border have come from
very far parts of Russia’s territory, including the Far East. So why do you think
Russia feels comfortable enough to leave that border with China undefended?

Does this represent a closer alliance between the two? Thank you.

Secretary Austin: Well, certainly I can’t speak to the strength of that alliance.

What I can say, I’'m not sure it infers anything at all. But we did note with

alarm China’s tacit approval of Putin’s activities here in the region. So I’'m

not sure that we can make any kind of a direct inference from what you just

raised, but certainly those are things that we’ll continue to watch going

forward. But | think you raise a very, very interesting and important guestion,

so thanks.

In his speech, Austin utilizes two crucial types of speech acts, in the second

line, he utilizes Representative (statement of facts) when he says, we did note with

alarm_China’s tacit approval of Putin’s activities here in the region. So I’'m
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not sure that we can make any kind of a direct inference from what you just

raised,

The purpose of using such type of speech act is to commit the speaker to
something. In other words, this type is used by the speaker in order to incorporates
his believes about something and this type of speech act can be performed either
by the speaker alone or by the speaker as a member of a group. Accordingly,
Austin in these lines wants to convey the idea that the American government is

monitoring all of the movements of the Russian troops we did note with alarm

China’s tacit_approval of Putin’s activities. According to his position as a

Commander, Austin speaks from a military side that the new connection between
the Chinese - Russian sides in the East regions is monitoring by the American
troops also but that according to the power of his position he cannot make any

kind of a direct inference about this connection because this is something must

be tackled by the politician leaders not the military ones.

Accordingly, what is tackled by Austin in his speech refers clearly to the

opinion of the Pentagon concerning the Chinese_tacit approval of the Russian

activities on East lands in their war with Ukraine in his speech he uses the personal
pronoun we The pronoun "we" is used to express collective responsibility and to
avoid referring to oneself as an individual, which is typically done purposefully to
demonstrate strength, unity, or authority. Austin used the pronouns "we"
preferentially to present himself as the voice of the country. Politicians frequently
utilize pronouns in their speeches to create positive perceptions of both themselves
and other people. Pronouns can be skillfully used to indicate connection or
establish distance between individuals. Rather than accurately representing the
politician or others, pronouns are employed to socially build their identities. This is

a wonderfully astute observation since it highlights how language choices are used
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to jointly build and sustain political realities. Putin’s_activities refer to the last

Russian movement that in a sign of expanding defense cooperation between
Moscow and Beijing as they both deal with tensions with the United States, Russia
on Thursday began a week-long war exercise featuring soldiers from China and
other nations. The military exercises are also meant to show that Moscow is
capable of conducting large-scale training exercises while still sending soldiers

into combat in Ukraine.

The Vostok Y:YY (East Y:YY) exercise, according to the Russian Defense
Ministry, will go until September v at seven shooting ranges in the Sea of Japan
and the Far East of Russia and involve more than ©+<+++ soldiers and ©¢++ -

weapons units, including Y ¢ « planes and 1+ vessels.

In addition, Austin ends his speech by using anther type of speech act that is

expressive(thank) when he says, | think you raise a very, very interesting and

Important guestion, so thanks. The purpose of using this type of speech act is

to state what the speaker feels. This speech as mentioned above presents his
first speech as a Secretary of Defense so he wants to make a peace and intimate
relationships with the reporters because he understands that political media are
modes of communication that make it easier for political material to be
produced, disseminated, and exchanged on platforms and within networks that
support cooperation and engagement. They have advanced quickly over the
past three decades and are still evolving in fresh, perhaps unexpected ways. The
impact of new media on democratic governance and political activities is
extensive. They have fundamentally changed how political leaders and
governmental institutions interact. They have changed the structure of the

political media and altered the function of journalists. They have changed how
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people participate in politics and how elections are contested. Furthermore, it
seems that the reporter’s question gives an opportunity to Austin to convey that
America is dealing with this war cautiously and any decision concerning it will

be taken by only those elite leaders in the American government.

To intensify the sense of cooperativeness and shed light on certain aspects, the
Secretary of Defense adheres to two types of politeness first, negative politeness
that manifests (disagreement) strategy. For example, Austin utilizes expressions

like So I’m not sure that we can make any kind of a direct inference from

what you just raised, Austin in his lines links between the previous Russian

movement that Russia on Thursday launched a week-long military practice with
soldiers from China and other countries, signaling growing defense cooperation
between Moscow and Beijing as they both grapple with tensions with the United
States. The military drills are also intended to demonstrate Moscow's capacity for
conducting significant training exercises while simultaneously committing troops
to active duty in Ukraine. Second, the Secretary of Defense adheres positive

politeness that manifests (praise) strategy when he says,_| think you raise a very,

very interesting and important question, so thanks. He recognizes that

political media are forms of communication that make it simpler for political
material to be produced, disseminated, and exchanged on platforms and within
networks that support cooperation and engagement. As a result, the Secretary of
Defense wants to establish peace and close relationships with the reporters.
Over the past three decades, they have evolved swiftly and are continuously
developing in novel, maybe surprising ways. New media have a significant
influence on political activity and democratic administration. They have
significantly altered the relationship between political figures and

governmental organizations. They have affected the role of journalists as well
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as the structure of the political media. They have altered political participation

and the way elections are held.

Additionally, the utterance above reflects the maxim of quantity because here,
Austin strives to provide as much information as necessary he conveys the idea

that Putin’s activities refer to the last Russian movement that in a sign of

expanding defense cooperation between Moscow and Beijing as they both deal
with tensions with the United States, Russia on Thursday began a week-long war
exercise featuring soldiers from China and other nations. On the other hand, since
Austin avoids ambiguity and provides structured responses, it also incorporates
the maxim of manners. As his response is pertinent to the communication's
goal, Austin's statement likewise adheres to the relation maxim. Meanwhile,
Austin violates the maxim of quality because he shares his expectation about
the Russian- Chinese new connection and refers clearly to the opinion of the

Pentagon concerning the Chinese_tacit approval of the Russian activities on East

lands in their war with Ukraine.
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Speaker)Y: The -- Ukraine was asking for battle tanks -- special, heavily-armed
battle tanks to be delivered, especially from Germany, but today, it was no topic.

So what are the reasons?

Secretary Austin: So we see Ukraine rightfully request help with armored vehicles
throughout this conflict, and a lot of help has been provided. We've seen countries
from -- you know, throughout the entire region, move forward and provide tanks

and armored personnel carriers to Ukraine. The United States has provided a

number of armored personnel carriers, up-armored Humvees, armored

ambulances, MRAPs -- as you know, those are the heavier wheel vehicles -- and

other countries have stepped up as well. And you'll recall -- I know you -- you're
very familiar with this -- Germany just recently provided some armored air defense
capabilities to Ukraine. So the entire community -- continues to work together to
provide as much as we can, as fast as we can, and focus on those things that are --
that are relevant to the -- to the current fight but also provide some capability going

forward there. So again, it -- it's a -- it continues to be a work-in-progress but |

can assure you that -- that the team or -- the entire team remains focused on this

and Germany stepped up to do its part along the way as well.

Secretary of Defense Lloyd J. Austin Il and Chairman of the Joint Chiefs of
Staff Army Gen. Mark A. Milley will hold an on-camera press conference on
Thursday, Sept. A«Y+YY at Ramstein Air Force Base, Germany, following the

Ukraine Defense Contact Group meeting, the fifth such meeting of defense leaders
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from around the world since Russia’s unprovoked and unjustified invasion of

Ukraine.

In his speech, Austin utilizes one of the crucial types of speech acts, in the
fourth line, he utilizes declaration (announcement) when he says, The United

States has provided a number of armored personnel carriers, up-armored

Humvees, armored ambulances, MRAPs -- as you know, those are the heavier

wheel vehicles.

The purpose of using such type of speech act is to reflect the idea that the
speaker has a special institutional role in a specific context in order to perform a
declaration appropriately. In other words, declarations are speech acts that the
utterances effect immediate changes in the institutional state of affairs and which
tend to rely on elaborate exta-linguistic institutions. Accordingly, Austin in these
lines wants to convey the idea that the White House said Biden was holding a call
with allies and partners “to underscore our continued support for Ukraine as it

defends itself from Russian aggression. “The United States has provided a

number of armored personnel carriers, up-armored Humvees, armored

ambulances, MRAPs. According to his position as a Commander and a former

solider, Austin speaks from a military side that the new vehicles that are sent to the

Ukrainian troops are the most powerful and the_heavier wheel vehicles as he

describes them. Austin tells reporters the latest tranche of U.S. military assistance
to Ukraine is worth $1Ve million, and it is the Y +th drawdown of equipment from
U.S. stocks since August. Y+YY. He also provides reporters with a battlefield
update in the war and outlined how U.S. military equipment is aiding the Ukraine
fighters. “It’s having a direct impact on the Russian ability to project and sustain

combat power.”
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Accordingly, what is tackled by Austin in his speech refers to the fact that
Austin’s comments came as U.S. Secretary of State Antony Blinken paid an
unannounced visit to Kyiv as the Biden administration ramped up military aid to
Ukraine and other European countries threatened by Russia by more than $Y,A

billion.

The new assistance comes as the U.S. and its allies seek to boost momentum in
Ukraine’s counteroffensive against Russia in the south and east. The new funding
and military weapons are designed to provide enduring training and support for
what U.S. Gen, and that results in Ukrainian troops have launched to retake
territory gained by the Russians in the south and east. Moreover, the package

announced by Austin includes of armored personnel carriers, up-armored

Humvees, armored ambulances, MRAPs, anti-tank systems and more that is

intended to assist Ukraine with its shorter-term needs as it presses a

counteroffensive against Russian forces.

In addition, Austin ends his speech by using anther type of speech act that is

Representative(conclude) when he says, so again, it -- it's a -- it continues to be a

work-in-progress. The purpose of using this type of speech act is to state what

the speaker feels. Austin in this line delivers his believes concerning the
cooperation between America and its allies in the political and military aspects,

that presents a work-in-progress as he describes it. Work in progress or WIP is a

term that is sometimes used to refer to assets that require a considerable amount of
time to complete. The assumption regarding work in progress is there is larger
project framework in play that requires a heavier investment in time for the
process. As a result, Austin here tries to call the world that the American

procedures present a work in progress that will obtain its results soon. These
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announcements came as fighting between Ukraine and Russia has intensified in
recent days, with Ukrainian forces mounting a counteroffensive to retake Russian-
held areas.

To intensify the sense of cooperativeness and shed light on certain aspects, the
Secretary of Defense adheres to positive politeness twice, in the fourth line that
manifests (exaggerate) strategy When Austin utilizes expressions like The United

States has provided a number of armored personnel carriers, up-armored

Humvees, armored ambulances, MRAPs -- as you know, those are the heavier

wheel vehicles Austin utters these important lines in order to send a positive

message for those who are looking for the American role in assisting Ukraine in
the war with Russia. He is exaggerating in describing the new vehicles that the

U.S. send when he describes them as the heavier wheel vehicles. According to the

Pentagon, these vehicles are the most effective ones with V-shaped hulls to spread
the effect of bomb explosions, will save many Ukrainian forces' lives, and are
hurriedly retaking their territory. In the thirteenth line of his speech, Austin utilizes
positive politeness for the second time that manifests (promise) strategy when he

says, SO again, it -- it's a -- it continues to be a work-in-progress. In an indirect

way, Austin gives a promise to the American society, the people in Ukraine and

the American allies that all of these efforts presents a work-in-progress and their

results will be obtained in the future for all of those people who look to live in a
safe and strong society by strengthening their military integration with NATO and
fending off Russian influence and aggression, the results of this cooperative project
will assist those nations in deterring and defending against new challenges to their
sovereignty and territorial integrity.

Additionally, the aforementioned utterance exemplifies the maxim of the

maxim of manner as his response is pertinent to the communication's goal to
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convey the idea that, in accordance with his position as a Commander and a former
soldier, Austin speaks from a military perspective when he claims that the new

vehicles that are sent to the Ukrainian troops are the most powerful and heavy-

duty wheel vehiclesas he describes them. It also incorporates the maxim of
quality because he mentions something that he believes corresponds to reality,
Austin's statement likewise adheres to the relation maxim. Meanwhile, Austin
violates the maxim of quantity because Austin isn’t as informative as is necessary
when he doesn’t” mention clearly the main reason that the Ukrainian govrement

have to ask for more moilitry aids from America.
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Speaker YY: Can you explain to the American taxpayers why did -- why Congress
should approve additional funding for military aid to Ukraine, given that the

domestic economy is still in a precarious situation?

Secretary Austin: Well, thanks, Idrees. As you know, what we've seen in terms of

support from Congress to this point has been broad bipartisan support, and based
upon the interest and the -- and the -- and the support that we've seen, | fully expect

that we'll continue to receive broad bipartisan support because, you know, our

leaders recognize how important this is, how important it is that -- that we

continue to help Ukraine have the ability to protect its sovereign territory. So

clearly, you know, as we -- as we ask for resources, there's always an expectation
that we are able to lay out the rationale for those -- for those requests, and we'll

certainly do that.

In his speech, Austin utilizes two crucial types of speech acts, in the first line,

he utilizes expressive (thank) when he says_thanks, Idrees. The purpose of using

such type of speech act is to reflect the idea that the speaker expresses his
psychological state. In other words, declarations are speech acts that represent the
speaker’s expressions when he welcomes someone’s else utterance or question.
Accordingly, Austin as elaborated above wants to make a peace and intimate
relationships with the reporters because he understands that political media are
modes of communication that make it easier for political material to be
produced, disseminated, and exchanged on platforms and within networks that
support cooperation and engagement. Furthermore, he used to use this
technique in his speech that praising the reporter’s questions or statements
when he feels that this question or that statement implies an important idea to
be tackled and sent to the outside community. According to his position
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especially as a Commander and as political leader in general, Austin wants to show
how important it is to keep the congressional support to America and its allies
especially in this period in order to continue the political, military and
humanitarian support to Ukraine.

In addition, Austin continues his speech using anther type of speech act that is

commissive (promise) when he says,_we'll continue to receive broad bipartisan

support because, you know, our leaders recognize how important this is, how

important it is that -- that we continue to help Ukraine have the ability to protect

its_sovereign_territory. The purpose of using this type of speech act as

elaborated before is to commit the speaker to something in the future. This type of
speech act can be performed either by the speaker alone or by the speaker as a
member of a group. Austin in these lines delivers his believes concerning the
cooperation between America and the Congress and how important is this
cooperation for America in order to keep its position as one of the great nations
in the world. As one of the effective leaders in the American government, Austin

confirms the U.S. last decision that is to continue receive broad bipartisan support

from the Congress since this support will assist America to keep supporting
Ukraine in the war.

To intensify the sense of cooperativeness and shed light on certain aspects, the
Secretary of Defense adheres to positive politeness twice, in the fourth line that
manifests (praise) strategy When Austin utilizes expressions like thanks, Idrees.

Since political media are modes of communication that make it simpler for
political material to be produced, disseminated, and exchanged on platforms and
within networks that support cooperation and engagement, Austin, as further
explained above, wants to establish peace and close relationships with the
reporters. Additionally, he might praise a reporter's question or comment in his

speech when he thought it implied a significant issue that should be addressed and
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communicated to the general public. In the thirteenth line of his speech, Austin
utilizes positive politeness for the second time that manifests (promise) strategy

when he says, we'll continue to receive broad bipartisan support because, you

know, our leaders recognize how important this is, how important it is that -- that

we continue to help Ukraine have the ability to protect its sovereign territory. In

these words, Austin expresses his views on the need of collaboration between the
United States and the Congress for the country's continued status as one of the
world's superpowers. Austin, one of the more capable leaders in the American
administration, affirms that the country's most recent decision—to continue
receiving wide, bipartisan support from Congress—is the right one since it will
enable the country to continue aiding Ukraine in the conflict.

Additionally, the aforementioned utterance exemplifies the maxim of manner
as his response is pertinent to the communication's goal to convey the idea that,
the need of collaboration between the United States and the Congress for the

country's continued status as one of the world's superpowers_we'll continue to

receive broad bipartisan .It also incorporates the maxim of quality because he

mentions something that he believes corresponds to reality, Austin's statement
likewise adheres to the relation maxim. Meanwhile, Austin violates the maxim
of quantity because Austin isn’t as informative as is necessary when he doesn’t’
mention clearly the main reasons behind the importance of the connection and

support between America and the congress.
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Speaker Y¢: You just heard the horror-horrific reports of what's happening inside
Mariupol. The AP is reporting a school that held hundreds of civilians was

deliberately targeted. Can you confirm that?

Secretary Austin: We've seen deliberate targeting of cities and towns and civilians

throughout in the last several weeks. And- and again, | believe that he's taking

these kinds of steps because as was described earlier his campaign is stalled.

He's not been able to achieve the goals as rapidly- that he wants to achieve as

rapidly as he wants to achieve them. And so he's- he's resorting to tact-ty-types of
tactics that we- we see on display every day. And again, this is- this is really
disgusting. But again, my hats off to- my hat off to the Ukrainian people who

have fought valiantly and remain determined to defend their country.

Between March YA and March Y4, Y.YY U.S. Secretary of Defense Lloyd

Austin was in Bulgaria to talk with his counterparts there about their country's
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solid security relationship and to reinforce our shared commitment in the wake of

Russia's unjustifiable and aggressive invasion of Ukraine.

In his speech, Austin utilizes one of the crucial types of speech acts, in
the fourth line, he utilizes Representative (hypothesis) when he says, |

believe that he's taking these kinds of steps because as was described

earlier his campaign is stalled. He's not been able to achieve the goals as

rapidly- that he wants to achieve.

The purpose of using such type of speech act is to reflect the idea that
the speaker has a special institutional role in a specific context in order to
perform a declaration appropriately. In other words, declarations are
speech acts that the utterances effect immediate changes in the institutional
state of affairs and which tend to rely on elaborate exta-linguistic
institutions. Accordingly, Austin in these lines wants to convey the idea
that Russian President Vladimir Putin is seeking to "reestablish some
momentum"” in Ukraine, according to Defense Secretary Lloyd Austin,
amid claims that Moscow's assault has paused. Margaret Brennan, the
anchor of CBS's "Face the Nation,” questioned Austin about whether
Russia's assertion that it used hypersonic missiles in Ukraine was a game-
changer.

“It is hardly a game-changer in my opinion. | believe that Putinis
deploying these kinds of weapons as a last option because he wants to
regain some momentum. And we have witnessed him openly attacking
towns, cities, and citizens. We anticipate that to continue. However, | don't
believe that this will fundamentally alter the course of events,” Austin

remarks.



Accordingly, what is tackled by Austin refers to the fact that, these
actions brought up questions about whether Putin is in short supply of
weapons or lacks confidence in his troops’ ability to regain momentum in
the invasion. Brennan also noted reports that Russia has lost Y+ percent of
its combat power since starting its invasion of Ukraine and asked Austin if
Russia can still be effective. He refers clearly that They’re not being
effective today in terms of their maneuver forces on the ground. They’re
essentially stalled, and it’s had the effect of Putin moving his forces into a
woodchopper. Moreover, the Ukrainians have continued to trip his forces,

and they’ve been very effective using the equipment that we provide.

In addition, Austin ends his speech by using anther type of speech act that is

expressive (praise) when he says, my hats off to- my hat off to the Ukrainian

people who have fought valiantly and remain determined to defend their country.

The purpose of using this type of speech act is to state what the speaker feels.
Austin in this line delivers his feelings of sympathy to the Ukrainian people.
The U.S. defense secretary accuses Russia of deliberate cruelty in its war in
Ukraine, he mentions that, Moscow was intentionally targeting civilians. Austin
makes the accusation during a speech at the Ronald Reagan National Defense
Forum in California. He adds that, with deliberate cruelty, Russia is putting
civilians and civilian targets in its gunsights, Austin says. Russian attacks have left
children dead, schools shattered, and hospitals smashed and that the Pentagon is
also concerned about escalating the Ukraine conflict into a U.S. war with Moscow

"We will not be dragged into Putin's war."
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To intensify the sense of cooperativeness and shed light on certain aspects, the
Secretary of Defense adheres to bold on record politeness, when he says, | believe

that he's taking these kinds of steps because as was described earlier his

campaign is stalled. He's not been able to achieve the goals as rapidly- that he

wants _to achieve. Austin utters these important lines in the most direct,

unambiguous, and concise manner possible. He refers to the fact that these acts
raised concerns over whether Putin is lacking in armaments or lacks faith in the
capacity of his forces to gain momentum in the assault. Brennan also cited
statistics claiming that since beginning its invasion of Ukraine, Russia had lost Y +7
of its fighting capacity, and he questioned Austin about whether Russia is still
capable of being effective. He makes it quite evident that they are now failing to
effectively use their ground maneuver troops. They've practically come to a
standstill, which has caused Putin to shift his men into a woodchopper. The
Ukrainians have also kept his troops off balance, and they've done a great job with

the tools we give them.

Moreover, in the second line Austin adheres to positive politeness that

manifests (praise) strategy. When he utilizes expressions like my hats off to- my

hat off to the Ukrainian people who have fought valiantly and remain

determined to defend their country. Austin utters these important lines in order to
send a positive message for the Ukrainian people who are looking for the
American role in assisting Ukraine in the war with Russia. He adds that Moscow
purposely targeted people throughout its conflict in Ukraine, accusing Moscow of
willful brutality. During a speech at the Ronald Reagan National Defense Forum in
California, Austin makes the charge. Austin continues, saying that Russia
deliberately targets people and places them in its fire crosshairs. Children have

been killed, schools have been destroyed, and hospitals have been destroyed as a
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result of Russian airstrikes. The Pentagon is particularly concerned about the
Ukraine conflict turning into a U.S. confrontation with Moscow. "We won't

become involved in Putin's conflict,"

Additionally, the utterance above reflects the maxim of quantity because the
Austin here tries to be as informative as is required he conveys the idea that,
Austin utters these important lines in the most direct, unambiguous, and concise
manner possible. He refers to the fact that these acts raised concerns over whether
Putin is lacking in armaments or lacks faith in the capacity of his forces to gain

momentum in the assault. | believe that he's taking these kinds of steps because

as was described earlier his campaign is stalled. He's not been able to achieve

the goals as rapidly- that he wants to achieve. Austin’s utterance also includes

on one hand, the maxim of relation since his respond is relevant to the aim of
the communication. On the other hand, it also includes the maxim of manner
since Austin avoids ambiguity and answers orderly. Meanwhile, Austin
violates the maxim of quality because he shares his expectation about the
Russian situation in the war that they fail to achieve what they wanted to

achieve in Ukrainie.

Table YA

The Analysis of Position in Extract !¢

Type Number
Speech act | Declaration Number Representative | !
f
(announcement) (conclude)
Politeness | Positive politeness y
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Grice’s Observance Number Non Number
maxims observance
Quantity \ Quality !
Manner )
Relation )
Extract 1

Speaker)e: Moscow is blasting the United States for pouring in weapons, you
talked about all the things that are game changers, you say the anti-tank, the
stingers, the eight hundred million that the president authorized and secretary of
state signed off on. When does that equipment begin to arrive? And what makes

the most difference in terms of what we are providing Ukraine?

Secretary Austin: We've been providing this type of equipment throughout, and

this enables us to provide more. In the last two weeks, we've provided over $¥ -

million worth of equipment to Ukraine and the $4 -+ million that the — that the

president signed off on here just recently brings a total to over to $Y billion in
terms of the amount of security force assistance that we've been providing to
Ukraine. | would remind you that we've had trainers there since Y+) ¢, along with
some of our other allies. And not only have we provided them equipment, but they

were ready to use that equipment once we provided.

In his speech, Austin utilizes one of the crucial types of speech acts, in the fourth

line, he utilizes declaration (announcement) when he says, We've been providing

this type of equipment throughout, and this enables us to provide more. In the

last two weeks, we've provided over $+ « million worth of equipment to Ukraine
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and the $4+ - million. The purpose of using such type of speech act is to reflect the

idea that the speaker has a special institutional role in a specific context in order to
perform a declaration appropriately. In other words, declarations are speech acts
that the utterances effect immediate changes in the institutional state of affairs and
which tend to rely on elaborate exta-linguistic institutions. Accordingly, Austin in
these lines wants to convey the idea that the White House confirms to continue

support for Ukraine as it defends itself from Russian aggression. “We've been

providing this type of equipment throughout, and this enables us to provide

more. In the last two weeks, we've provided over $7-. million worth of

equipment to Ukraine and the $4 -+ million Austin comments from a military

perspective, claiming that the new vehicles supplied to the Ukrainian army are the
most potent and have the heaviest wheels, in accordance with his status as a
Commander and a former soldier. Austin informs journalists that the most recent
$¥++ million in military aid from the United States to Ukraine is the country's Y +th
equipment withdrawal since August Y+ Y). He also gave reporters an update on the
war's battlefield and explained how American military hardware is helping the
Ukrainian forces. It is directly affecting Russia's capacity to project and maintain

fighting might.

The increased support so comes as the US and its allies aim to bolster
momentum in Ukraine's counteroffensive against Russia in the south and east,
which is what Austin addresses in his speech. The extra military equipment and
financing are intended to provide Ukrainian soldiers the training and assistance
they need to recover land that the Russians have won in the south and east, as
directed by U.S. Gen. Additionally, the Austin-announced package includes

MRAPs, anti-tank systems, armored ambulances, up-armored Humvees, armored
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personnel carriers, and more to help Ukraine with its immediate requirements as it

pursues a counteroffensive against Russian forces.

To intensify the sense of cooperativeness and shed light on certain aspects, the
Secretary of Defense adheres to positive politeness that manifests (exaggerate)
strategy When Austin utilizes expressions like “We've been providing this type of

equipment throughout, and this enables us to provide more. In the last two
weeks, we've provided over $7+ « million worth of equipment to Ukraine and the
$4 -« « million. Austin utters these important lines in order to send a positive
message for those who are looking for the American role in assisting Ukraine in
the war with Russia. He is exaggerating in describing the new assistance that the
U.S. send. The United States, our allies, and our partners worldwide are united in

support of Ukraine in response to Russia’s premeditated, unprovoked, and unjustified
war against Ukraine. We have not forgotten Russia’s earlier aggression in eastern
Ukraine and occupation following its unlawful seizure of Crimea in Y+ )£, The
United States reaffirms its unwavering support for Ukraine’s sovereignty and
territorial integrity within its internationally recognized borders, extending to its
territorial waters. Ukraine is a key regional strategic partner that has undertaken
significant efforts to modernize its military and increase its interoperability with
NATO. It remains an urgent security assistance priority to provide Ukraine the

equipment it needs to defend itself against Russia’s war against Ukraine.

The aforementioned utterance also illustrates the maxim of quantity because
Austin attempts to convey as much information as is necessary. Austin conveys the
idea that the increased support comes as the US and its allies seek to boost
momentum in Ukraine's counteroffensive against Russia in the south and east,
which is the topic of Austin's speech. According to U.S. directives, the additional
military funding and equipment are meant to provide Ukrainian forces the

Instruction and support they need to retake territory that the Russians have taken in
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the south and east. “We've been providing this type of equipment throughout, and

this enables us to provide more. In the last two weeks, we've provided over $¥- -

million worth of equipment to Ukraine and the $4 - million. Austin’s utterance

also includes on one hand, the maxim of relation since his respond is relevant
to the aim of the communication. On the other hand, it also includes the maxim
of manner since Austin avoids ambiguity and answers orderly. Meanwhile,
Austin violates the maxim of quality because he shares his expectation about
the Russian situation in the war that they fail to achieve what they wanted to

achieve in Ukraine.

Table Y4

The Analysis of Position in Extract ' 7

Type Number
Speech act | Declaration Number Representative | !
f
(announcement) (conclude)
Politeness | Positive politeness y
Grice’s Observance Number Non Number
maxims observance
Quantity \ Quality !
Manner
Relation !
|

¢ ¥ Results and Discussions
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After conducting the qualitative analysis of the data under scrutiny, now comes
the role of the quantitative analysis that supports the findings of the former analysis
and confirms or refutes the hypotheses presented in Chapter One. The following
section is divided into two parts. The first part presents three detailed tables with
frequencies and percentages for speech act, politeness, and the Grices maxims in
individual. The second part deals with the analysis of the devices that manifest
these strategies in discourse. for conducting the results, the frequency and
percentage of occurrences for each strategy and device are calculated by using the

following formula:

Number of occurrence
Percentage of occurrence = X100
Total number of strategies or devices

the overall results are tabulated to include frequencies (abbreviated as Fr.) and
percentages (abbreviated as Pr.). In addition, specific tables are clarified by figures

to conceptualize the results and analyses vividly.

£,Y,) Speech Acts

The tables below are shown in order to answer the first question of the
study. They are arranged from top to down:
Table Y-
Speech Acts Utilized by Biden

Speech act Fr. Pr.
Representative 1 YELPAN
Commissive ¢A Yol
Directive \K V, ¥




Declarative oy YV,
Expressive AR °o,VY/
Total Yood
qy

Table Y

Speech Acts Utilized by Austin

Speech act Fr. Pr.
Representative ve LE TR RYA
Commissive Yo YV,
Directive \ 1,187
Declarative YA YV,VYJ
Expressive K 0,4¢7
Total Yo Vool

V- Representative Speech Act

YV

This type of speech act is utilized by Biden 17 times (¥¢,YA%) because

firstly, this kind expresses the notion that the president includes his beliefs

while also trying to make his words fit the world. In his statement, Biden

reaffirms the significance of a person's position inside the nation who has the

authority to discuss the place of the United States in the international arena.

According to the president, America will set a positive example for the rest of

the world and rally them to combat global problems that no one country can

solve on its own, such as climate change, nuclear proliferation, great power

aggression, transnational terrorism, cyberwarfare, and mass migration.
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When the president concludes his address with a statement, Biden used to
do it by employing a certain style of speech act. For instance, he comes to the
conclusion that both Russia and Ukraine will pay a larger price for the war. His
statements are created based on his observations of the issues, and then he
gives his viewpoint based on those observations. The president in this instance
relies on his observation as a president who is in a position to watch what is

happening in the globe and draw conclusions about its outcomes.

Meanwhile, this type of speech act is utilized by Austin Yo times (¥¢,117)
because this kind demonstrates the speaker's worldview. Austin pledges to
watch over all moves that can endanger the peace in the United States with his
group of military commanders at the Pentagon. What Austin discusses in his
lecture is directly related to the pentagon's perspective on current events, which
Is evident given his position as a commander. Actually, Austin reiterates
remarks made by the President Biden that the United States is prepared to
"defend every inch of NATO territory"” if required. Actually, Austin reiterates
President Biden's previous remarks about the use of economic, military, and
political means by the American government to defend the United States and its

allies across the world.

Unlike Biden, Austin didn’t used to end his utterances with a conclusion
that is according to his position as a commander whose responsibilities
restricted to the military aspects.

Y- Declarative Speech Act

This type of speech act is utilized by Biden ©Y times (YV. %) because Such
speech acts are used to convey the impression that the speaker has a distinct
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institutional position within a certain setting in order to make an acceptable
assertion. In other words, declarations are speech actions that depend on
complex extra linguistic institutions and utterances that immediately alter the
institutional condition of affairs. the president, who stands for a higher position
within the government, and the U.S. assistance provided to Russia, which
reflects the American government's perspective on this conflict. The president
first expresses his perspective based on his observation of the Ukrainian war

before producing his statement.

In his sentences, Biden declares that the war may cease at any time, and
that it will rely on Russia before Ukraine. believe the conflict would end sooner
rather than later if the Russian army, which the government supports, stops
attacking Ukraine and stops dictating how the Ukrainian people live. He wants
to remind people of America's backing for Ukraine and efforts to save the
Ukrainian army from losing the conflict with Russia. The president here relies
on his perception as a president who is in a position to be able to monitor what
IS happening in the globe when he talks about the end of the war in his

perspective.

Meanwhile, this type of speech act is utilized by Austin YA times (YV,VY%)
because Such speech acts are used to convey the impression that the speaker
has a distinct institutional position within a certain setting in order to make an
acceptable assertion. In other words, declarations are speech actions that
depend on complex extra linguistic institutions and utterances that immediately
alter the institutional condition of affairs. The new vehicles, weapons, or other
military aids that are supplied to the troops are the most potent and the heaviest

wheel vehicles, according to Austin, who used to proclaim them from a military
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standpoint and in accordance with his position as a Commander and a former

soldier.
¥-Commissive Speech Act

This type of speech act is utilized by Biden ¢A times (Y¢%) because this
kind of speech act conveys what the speaker plans to accomplish and suggests
that the speaker is attempting to commit himself to some action in the future. In
his speeches, Biden pledges to work with the American people to improve their
quality of life and address all societal issues. The president's discussion of the
American government's plans for the future supports the notion that the
president stands for the highest position within the executive branch and is thus
authorized to discuss such matters. Additionally, this style is delivered either
by the speaker in solo performance or in group settings. Moreover, when Biden
speaks, he performs a speech act that makes his words appear like a threat to
the listener, reaffirming his power as the leader of the American government to

threaten any force that poses a threat to the country's peace.

Meanwhile, this type of speech act is utilized by Austin Yo times (YV,£1%)
because Austin promises to block any cyberattack that may be launched against
America and jeopardize its internal peace, together with his group of military
officials in the Pentagon who have the support of the American government.
Austin clearly promises the American population that everything is being
watched over by the authorities and that any prospective assault will be met
with a rapid response from the American forces, in accordance with his role as
a Commander. He exemplifies the commanding qualities of his position and
reiterates and confirms the words of Biden, who once vowed to safeguard

America with his own government. Unlike Biden, Austin due to the restricted
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responsibilities of his military position he didn’t use to make a threat in his
speech he may use that but indirectly because his position forces him to not

threaten any other party unless the government issues him permission to do so.
¢-Directive Speech Act

This type of speech act is utilized by Biden )¢ times (V,V+7%) because
purpose of utilizing this type of speech act is to attempt to persuade the
recipient to take action. When the speaker asks the listener to do something for
him or her, the directive speech act is utilized. Biden urges the world, the
American people, the Ukrainian people, and even the Russian people to pay
attention to the war's effects on Russia in the military, economic, and
humanitarian aspects. This is in accordance with his stance as the United States
president. Biden wants to convey that America supported the beleaguered
country of Ukraine and cared about its future. But there was more than just
economic suffering being sent to Russia. Moreover, he adds that the US and its

allies will battle to protect “every square mile of Nato countries".

Biden also addressed Americans in an effort to convey the concept that this
war is having a negative influence on American culture as a whole and that we
should be concerned about the chance that US forces may be put in danger
during the fight in Ukraine. While outlining the US's responsibilities to Nato
partners, he also made clear that US forces "are not involved and will not

engage in confrontation with Russian forces in Ukraine."

Meanwhile, type of speech act is utilized by Austin 1 times (1.72%) because
This form of speech act is used to compel the listener to take action on behalf

of the speaker. Austin hears and, in keeping with his duties as a commander,
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makes an indirect request for increased and ongoing transparency between the
United States and the outside world, as well as between the American
government and the American people, as this transparency in the information
reflects one of the most crucial factors in achieving successful outcomes at the
end of the war. Additionally, a part of national transparency includes
information and procedural transparency. The term "transparency of
information on military expenditure™ is used to describe the availability of
information on the military budget as well as its degree of correctness,

completeness, and trustworthiness.
¢-Expressive Speech Act

This type of speech act is utilized by Biden Y\ times (°,YY%) When Biden
states, "We have the best economy in the world,"” he is using another expressive
speech act to bolster his argument. This kind of speech act is used to express
the speaker's feelings. In order to infuse his speech with greater emotion and
optimism, Biden uses this significant kind as a method. Because of this, he
speaks clearly, utilizes language carefully, and manages his conversation well.
He utilizes this speech act to highlight the benefits of America, which he
defines as the world's leader and having the best economy, to the American
people, American friends, and even the American adversaries. This is one of
the most important things that makes other people think that America is
unbeatable.

Meanwhile, type of speech act is utilized by Austin 7 times (°,4¢7%) because
This kind of speech act is used to express the speaker's feelings. In this
passage, Austin expresses his views on the political and military collaboration

between the United States and its allies, which he characterizes as a "work in
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progress.” The phrase "work in progress,” or "WIP," is occasionally used to
describe something that will take a long time to finish. Regarding work in
progress, it is assumed that a broader project framework is at hand and that a
greater time commitment is necessary for the process. Austin is attempting to
inform the globe that American methods are still a work in progress but that

they will soon provide results.

He used to use this type in his speech with the reporters since He recognizes
that political media are modes of communication that make it simpler for
political material to be produced, disseminated, and exchanged on platforms
and within networks that support cooperation and engagement. As a result, he
wants to establish peace and close relationships with the reporters. Over the
past three decades, they have evolved swiftly and are continuously developing
in novel, maybe surprising ways. New media have a significant influence on
political activity and democratic administration. It appears that the reporter's
query provides Austin with an opportunity to emphasize that America is
handling this battle cautiously and that only those top leaders in the American

government will make any decisions regarding it.
£,¥,Y Politeness

The tables below are shown in order to answer the second question of the

study. They are arranged from top to down:
Table YY

Politeness Utilized by Biden
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Table YY¥

Politeness Utilized by Austin

Politeness Fr. Pr.
Positive o R RWA
Negative vy YA, Y
Bald on record 1 V,Vo i
Total VA \RRVA

V-Positive politeness

This strategy is utilized by Biden

YY'¢

VoY time (°1.71%) because in his

statements, Biden makes a direct effort to build rapport with members of

American society. By sending the message that his government will work to

address all of the "long-term challenges," as he calls them, that the society was

dealing with under the administration of previous President Trump, he is

attempting to forge trust with the public. In this speech, Biden intends to issue a

challenge to everyone who opposed him throughout the election campaign and to
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anybody who argued that his incapacity to undo the damage done by previous
administrations prevented him from becoming the next president of the United
States.

Biden actively tries to connect with individuals of American culture in his
remarks. He is aiming to build confidence with the populace by stating that his
administration will work to solve all of the "long-term difficulties,” as he refers
to them, that the society was facing during the previous president Trump's
administration. In this address, Biden wants to confront everyone who opposed
him throughout the election campaign and anybody who claimed that he
shouldn't be the next president of the United States because he couldn't repair the

harm caused by prior administrations.

Meanwhile, this strategy of politeness is utilized by Austin ©+ times
(1€,Y+7) because Austin claims that he makes an effort to develop good ties
with members of American culture. He is putting the president Biden's choice of
Austin to be the first Black secretary of defense of the United States to the test.
Since Austin's retirement in Y+Y1 was less than the required seven years ago,
Congress will need to grant him a waiver. James Mattis, a retired Marine general
who served as President Donald Trump's first defense secretary, would be the
second leader of the Pentagon to need a waiver in the previous four years. Given
his post-retirement membership on the boards of several businesses, most
notably the arms producer Raytheon Technologies Corp.

However, Biden and Austin became close during the Obama administration,
and the retired general has reportedly been advising the transition team on
matters of national security, according to one of the people familiar with the

situation. Austin's candidacy as the former commander of the United States
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Central Command under President Obama may come under attack from some
progressive organizations and he makes an effort to convey a message of hope to
individuals who are wondering what assistance the United States would provide
to Ukraine in its conflict with Russia. By strengthening their military integration
with NATO and fending off Russian influence and aggression, Austin indirectly
promises the American society, the Ukrainian people, and the American allies
that their results will be realized in the future for all of those people who seek to
live in a safe and strong society. The outcomes of this cooperative project will
help those nations in deterring and preserving their territorial integrity and

sovereignty against fresh threats.
Y-Negative politeness

This politeness strategy is utilized by Biden ¢% times (YA.A£%) because
When discussing any choice or movement, both inside and outside of America,
Biden used to do so in the most straightforward, honest, and transparent way
possible. For instance, he criticizes the Supreme Court ruling, calling it "a
blunder" since it eliminates the fundamental right to an abortion. Additionally,
he makes an effort to prevent, or at the very least minimize, the imposition of
Russia and works to solidify his image as the American leader who understands
the significance of the economic concerns for any country engaged in a conflict.
His statements reflect the president's efforts to reaffirm established power
structures and avoid or at least mitigate the imposition of the Supreme Court,
Biden accomplishes that through depersonalizing the last decision from the
Court. Finally, Biden employs this strategy of politeness to make a direct
assault. War crimes have been committed by those who committed these

atrocities.
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Meanwhile, this strategy of politeness is utilized by Austin YY times
(YA,Y+7) because Austin makes a connection in his lines between the previous
Russian movement and the fact that on Thursday, Russia began a week-long
military exercise with troops from China and other nations, signaling a growing
defense partnership between Moscow and Beijing as they both deal with US-
related tensions. The military exercises are also meant to show that Moscow is
capable of sending soldiers to Ukraine while still conducting sizable training

exercises.
¥-Bald on record

This strategy is utilized by Biden YY time () A.YA%) Because the majority of
his statements are made in the most straightforward, honest, unequivocal, and
simple way imaginable, they pose a direct danger to Russian President
Vladimir Putin. This confirms the power of position as a leader without taking
into account the history of relations between the two nations (America and
Russia), or even Putin's position as president of the greatest country in the
world who enjoys widespread support among his countrymen. As a result, these
statements are based on future actions, that if you (Putin) do so, we (the U.S.
government) will do so. that was an accurate portrayal of the illogical conduct
of the Russian war on Ukraine. As a result, Biden explicitly criticizes the
Russian army for managing the conflict from its inception. Human Rights
Watch has documented numerous instances of Russian military forces violating
the laws of war against civilians in occupied Chernihiv, Kharkiv, and Kyiv
regions as well as other instances of illegal violence and threats against
civilians between February YY and March Y¢, Y+YY and Biden here concurs
with their findings. Soldiers were also accused of stealing food, clothes, and

firewood from civilians. War crimes have been committed by those who



YYA

committed these atrocities. Directly criticizes the Russian invasion of Ukraine
and calls it a failed movement. The claim made by Lavrov that NATO was
utilizing the Ukraine conflict as a proxy is categorically refuted by Biden to
direct the world's attention towards NATO and its role in the war, as well as

distracting attention from Russia's failure in the war.

Meanwhile, this strategy of politeness is utilized by Austin 7 times (V.V+7)
because he spoke in the most straightforward, forthright, plain, and brief way
imaginable, his words posed a direct danger to the Russian military and the
Russian leadership. Like when President Biden Austin used to issue a threat that
would change if the Russian forces committed a risky conduct, the U.S. military’
actions against the Russian troops would also change. A French phrase from
"démarche,” which leaders employ diplomatically to suggest that a new move
would be taken, is utilized by him in one of his addresses. Austin Hear utilizes
this phrase in a diplomatic way to signal that fresh, significant measures will be
made to thwart any assault that poses a danger to peace in the United States or

one of its allies.
£,Y,Y The Grice’s Maxims

The tables below are shown in order to answer the third question of the study.

They are arranged from top to down:
Table Y¢

The Grice’s Maxims utilized by Biden

The Grice’s Maxims
Observance
Type | Fr. | Pr.
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Table Yo

The Grice’s Maxims utilized by Biden
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Table Y1

The Grice’s Maxims utilized by Austin

The Grice’s Maxims
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Table YV

The Grice’s Maxims utilized by Austin

The Grice’s Maxims
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Type Fr. Pr.
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V- The Relation Maxim

Biden utilizes this maxim Y@ times (Y4.7A %), because this maxim requires the
speaker to make his contributions relevant. In other words, the speaker should say
things that are relevant to the topic of the communication. This maxim has a big
frequency in Biden’s speech because it reflects one of the characteristics if his
policy that is to keep relevant to the actions and keep positive relationships with
the reporters in special and his audience in general and he achieves this through
being relevant in his speech. Meanwhile, he violates this maxim - times (*7)
because in all of his speeches Biden tries to be relevant to the problem even if he
doesn’t give enough information about the problem. In contrast, this maxim is
utilized by Austin Y'Y times (¥).1%%) because Austin used to be relevant in his
speech. In other words, Austin strives to be relevant and only speaks about things

that are pertinent to the message or the issue at hand, while he violates this maxim
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+ times (+%) since he used to work according to what is supposed in Biden’s
policy.
¥- The Manner Maxim

Biden utilizes this maxim YA times (YA.2Y%), because this maxim reflects the
idea about how things are expresses and how they are most likely to be said. Biden
in most of his speeches answers directly, avoids ambiguity and difficult language
because this presents one of his speech strategies that he uses to when he wants to
send an important message to the American people and the outside world,
meanwhile, he violates this Y7 times (¥4,:Y%) because in some of his speeches
Biden doesn’t” answer briefly or orderly he uses this style as a strategy when he

wants to not give his direct opinion about the problem.

In contrast, this maxim is utilized by Austin Y1 times (Y°,V£%) because Austin
used to be brief and avoid obscurity of expressions while he violates this maxim ©
times (Y+,AYZ) since this presents one of the categories of his speech that he
doesn’t provide information that make sense when he faced with a question doesn’t

relate with his military responsibilities of his position.
¢-The Quantity Maxim

Biden utilizes this maxim Y\ times ()V.7£%), because this maxim reflects the
idea that the speakers are required to convey sufficient information while speaking
and this idea used to appear in his speeches especially when Biden’s speech aims
to declare something or call someone. meanwhile, he violates this maxim Y+ times
(Y¢,¢+7) because in some of his speeches Biden gives more details in his answers
than are essential.

In contrast, this maxim is utilized by Austin Ye times (Y £.Y1%) because Austin

used to make his answers as informative as required. while he violates this maxim
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YV times (£°,AYZ) since he sometimes answers briefly and be less than

informative.
¢- The Quality Maxim

Biden utilizes this maxim 2 times () £.YA%), because this maxim reflects the
idea that the speakers are required to supply truthful information and refrain from
giving any false information while answering any question and this idea used to
appear in his speeches especially when Biden’s speech aims to declare something
serious relates with his decisions against the enemy of America. meanwhile, he
violates this maxim ‘e times (Y¥1,247%) because in some of his speeches Biden says

what he believes in without giving any adequate evidence.

In contrast, this maxim is utilized by Austin YA times ()Y.AY%) because Austin
used to make his answers as truthful as required. while he violates this maxim A

times (YY,¥Y7) since he sometimes answers without giving any evidence.
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CHAPTER FIVE

CONCLUSIONS, RECOMMENDATIONS AND
SUGGESTIONS

°,+ Preliminary Remarks

This chapter contains three sections. The first section presents the conclusions
of the findings arrived from the analysis of the selected data. The second section is
concerned with introducing some recommendations founded on the outcomes of

the study. Finally, the third section offers suggestions for further future studies.

¢,\ Conclusions

Based on the results, the study concludes that:

V- Regarding the utilization of speech act by both of the politicians, the study
concludes that:

a- Biden uses the representative speech act the most because it initially
conveys the idea that the president incorporates his opinions while also
attempting to make his words match the world. In his remark, Biden
reiterates the relevance of a person's position within the country who is
qualified to speak about, i.e., the United States' standing in the
international community.

b- Austin uses the representative speech act the most because it illustrates
the speaker's point of view. With his group of military leaders at the
Pentagon, Austin promises to keep an eye out for any actions that would
undermine domestic peace in the country. Given his position as a
commander, it is clear that everything Austin mentions in his

presentation is closely tied to the Pentagon's stance on current events.
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This conclusion proves the invalidity of the second part of hypothesis No.\ which
reads: “Representative speech act is the most dominant type that is pragmatically
utilized by Biden in his political discourses while commissive speech act is the

most prominent type that is pragmatically utilized by Austin”.

Y- Regarding the utilization of politeness by both of the politicians, the study
concludes that:

a- Positive politeness is the most politeness strategy utilized by Biden. He
employs this strategy because, in his remarks, he makes a conscious attempt
to establish a relationship with people of American society. He aims to
build confidence with the populace by stating that his administration will
work to solve all of the "long-term difficulties,” as he refers to them, that
the society was facing during the previous president Trump's administration

b- Positive politeness is the most politeness strategy utilized by Austin. He
subtly assures the American society, the Ukrainian people, and the
American allies that their goals will be fulfilled in the future for everyone
who wants to live in a stable society. The results of this collaborative work
will aid those countries in thwarting new threats and protecting their

territorial integrity and sovereignty.

This verifies hypothesis No.Y which reads: “Positive politeness is the most
common type that is pragmatically utilized by both Biden and Austin in their

political discourses”.

Y- Regarding the utilization of the Grice’s maxims by both of the politicians, the
study concludes that:

a- Relation maxim, which calls for speakers to make their points relevant, is

the one that Biden uses the most. In other words, the speaker should make

statements that are pertinent to the communication's subject. This maxim
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appears frequently in Biden's speeches because it captures one of his
policies, which is to stay relevant to his audience and maintain good
connections with reporters in particular and the broader public. He
accomplishes this by being current in his speeches.

b- Relation maxim has been used the most by Austin because he tends to be
current in his speeches. In other words, Austin wants to be relevant and says

what should be relevant to the topic or the purpose of communication.

Hence, the second part of hypothesis No. ¥ which reads: “Relation maxim is the
most frequent type that is pragmatically exploited by Biden in his political
discourses whereas quality maxim is the most recurrent type that is pragmatically

used by Austin in his political discourses”, is partially valid.

\,¥ Recommendations

Y- Teachers and students of English should be aware and familiar with the
position strategies that may be used in the political speeches.

Y- Language instructors should draw more attention to the effect of position on
a good linguistic skills of the politicians, presidents, etc.

Y- The materials of textbooks at the university level should identify several
position-related language techniques to familiarize students with their
purpose and how to use them in various contexts, preventing inappropriate

usage of such tactics.
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°,¥ Suggestions for Further Research

The following are suggestions for further research based on the theoretical

review and the practical results of the study:

V- A contrastive study between the Iraqgi president and the Minister of Foreign

Affairs’ political speeches.

Y- A socio-pragmatic study on position as power dynamic in the British political

speeches.

¥- A critical stylistic study of position as power dynamic in the American

Parliament.
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APPENDICES
Appendix A: Joe Biden Political Speech

Y- President Biden holds news conference at NATO Summit in Madrid
/Y /Y«YY Transcript

https://www.rev.com/blog/transcripts/president-biden-holds-news-conference-at-

nato-summit-in-madrid-1-Y +-Y « Y Y-transcript

Y- Ext .1. Remarks by President Biden on the Request to Congress for Additional
Funding to Support Ukraine APRIL YA, Y«YYe

HTTPS:// WWW.WHITEHOUSE.GOV/BRIEFING-ROOM/SPEECHES-
REMARKS/Y+YY/+ ¢/YAIREMARKS-BY-PRESIDENT-BIDEN-ON-THE-
REQUEST-TO-CONGRESS-FOR-ADDITIONAL-FUNDING-TO-SUPPORT-
UKRAINE/

Y- President Joe Biden First White House Press Conference Transcript March
Yoiy. Y

https://www.whitehouse.gov/briefing-room/speeches

remarks/Y « Y/« Y/Ye/remarks-by-president-biden-in-press-conference/

Appendix B: Lloyd Austin Political Speech


https://www.rev.com/blog/transcripts/president-biden-holds-news-conference-at-nato-summit-in-madrid-6-30-2022-transcript
https://www.rev.com/blog/transcripts/president-biden-holds-news-conference-at-nato-summit-in-madrid-6-30-2022-transcript
https://www.whitehouse.gov/briefing-room/speeches-remarks/2022/04/28/remarks-by-president-biden-on-the-request-to-congress-for-additional-funding-to-support-ukraine/
https://www.whitehouse.gov/briefing-room/speeches-remarks/2022/04/28/remarks-by-president-biden-on-the-request-to-congress-for-additional-funding-to-support-ukraine/
https://www.whitehouse.gov/briefing-room/speeches-remarks/2022/04/28/remarks-by-president-biden-on-the-request-to-congress-for-additional-funding-to-support-ukraine/
https://www.whitehouse.gov/briefing-room/speeches-remarks/2022/04/28/remarks-by-president-biden-on-the-request-to-congress-for-additional-funding-to-support-ukraine/
https://www.whitehouse.gov/briefing-room/speeches%20remarks/2021/03/25/remarks-by-president-biden-in-press-conference/
https://www.whitehouse.gov/briefing-room/speeches%20remarks/2021/03/25/remarks-by-president-biden-in-press-conference/

Yo

V- Secretary of Defense Lloyd J. Austin Il and Chairman of the Joint Chiefs of
Staff Army General Mark A. Milley Hold a Press Conference Following the
Ukraine Defense Contact Group Meeting, Ramstein Air Force Base, Germany
Sept. A, Y+ YY

https://www.defense.gov/News/Transcripts/Transcript/Article/Y ) Yo AY/secretary-

of-defense-lloyd-j-austin-iii-and-chairman-of-the-joint-chiefs-of-sta/

Y- Secretary of Defense Lloyd Austin Russia-Ukraine Conflict Briefing NATO

Transcript Y-Feb YV, Y+ YY

https://www.rev.com/blog/transcripts/secretary-of-defense-lloyd-austin-russia-

ukraine-conflict-briefing-nato-transcript

Y- Defense Secretary Lloyd Austin on "Face the Nation," March Y+, Y.« YY

https://www.cbsnews.com/news/lloyd-austin-defense-secretary-transcript-face-the-

nation-+Y-Y «-Y.YY/



https://www.defense.gov/News/Transcripts/Transcript/Article/3152582/secretary-of-defense-lloyd-j-austin-iii-and-chairman-of-the-joint-chiefs-of-sta/
https://www.defense.gov/News/Transcripts/Transcript/Article/3152582/secretary-of-defense-lloyd-j-austin-iii-and-chairman-of-the-joint-chiefs-of-sta/
https://www.rev.com/blog/transcripts/secretary-of-defense-lloyd-austin-russia-ukraine-conflict-briefing-nato-transcript
https://www.rev.com/blog/transcripts/secretary-of-defense-lloyd-austin-russia-ukraine-conflict-briefing-nato-transcript
https://www.cbsnews.com/news/lloyd-austin-defense-secretary-transcript-face-the-nation-03-20-2022/
https://www.cbsnews.com/news/lloyd-austin-defense-secretary-transcript-face-the-nation-03-20-2022/
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