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Language is a powerful means which shapes politics. Both of them
interact and depend upon one another. Hence, the present research
examines the linguistic usage of the political speeches of the three
Egyptian leaders during the three Egyptian revolutions, to clarify their
domination of their people's mind. It applies the analytical tools of
Wodak's Discourse Historical Approach (DHA) within Critical Discourse
Analysis (CDA) and Systemic Functional Grammar (SFG). After
comparing the three speeches, the differences become clear. The results
reveal that, on the one hand, the first two speeches of Saad Zaghloul and
Mohamed Nageeb are declared for the sake of the people's freedom. They
utilize certain discursive strategies to convince the public of their ideas,
and this appears vividly in their lexical and grammatical choices. On the
other hand, the results show that the third speech of Mubarak is declared
to impose his ideologies. He uses manipulative discursive strategies in an
attempt to control and dominate his people and influence their opinion
and knowledge. In the first two speeches the people encourage their

leaders, while, in the case of Mubarak, they insist on his stepping down.

Keywords: Three Egyptian Leaders, Critical Discourse Analysis,

Systemic Functional Grammar

1. Introduction:
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Language is a powerful means which shapes politics. Both of them
interact and depend upon one another. Hence, the present research
examines the linguistic usage of the political speeches of three Egyptian
leaders during the three Egyptian revolutions, to clarify their domination
of their people's mind. It applies the analytical tools of Wodak's
Discourse Historical Approach (DHA) under the fabric of Critical
Discourse Analysis (CDA) and Systemic Functional Grammar (SFG).
These leaders utilize certain discursive strategies to convince the public
of their ideas, and this appears vividly in their lexical and grammatical
choices. After comparing the three speeches, the difference between the

strategies of those politicians becomes clear.

2. Objectives of the study:

This paper analyzes selected speeches of three Egyptian leaders
during the three Egyptian revolutions: the speech of Saad Zaghloul during
the revolution of 1919, the speech of Mohamed Nageeb during the
revolution of 1952, and Mubarak’s speech during the 25" of January
2011. The objectives of this paper are:

1. To apply DHA as a theory to test the political speeches of the three
leaders in an attempt to clarify the intentions of the three leaders, as

represented through their words.

2. To uncover the DHA strategies used by the three leaders to convince

the public of certain goals.

3. To reveal imposed ideologies of the three politicians to dominate
people, and to clarify how these ideologies are manifested lexically and

grammatically.

4. To clarify the difference in the Egyptians’ response to their leaders’
speeches during the revolutions throughout the chosen periods.
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3. Research Assumptions:

This thesis is an attempt to test the validity of the following

hypotheses:

1. On the one hand, Saad Zaghloul and Mohamed Nageeb can convince
the public by their unique speeches in critical times to abide by their
rules. They are able to impose their ideologies upon the public and
liberate their country from the British occupation, and to overthrow the
monarchy of King Farouk. On the other hand, Mubarak is very
manipulative in his lexical choices, which lead to his inability to convince

the public to let him stay for 6 more months.

2. The characters and the images of Saad Zaghloul and Mohamed
Nageeb, as patriotic modest characters, appear vividly through their use
of particular lexical structures, while the image of Mubarak is that of an
arrogant dominating president who has to be obeyed without any

negotiation. This is apparent throughout his speech.

4. Research Questions:

1. How can DHA successfully offer comprehensive and accurate

analysis of political texts?

2. How can manipulative discursive usage of language powerfully

affect people’s opinions and beliefs?

3. How do political discourses, of different political leaders, change
through time? How are these differences manifested lexically and

grammatically?

4. To what extent do Saad Zaghloul and Nageeb succeed to convince the

public of their decisions through their language?
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5. To what extent does Mubarak fail to dominate and manipulate the
public by his speech?

5. Data Sources:

The data analyzed in this thesis are three selected speeches by the
three Egyptian leaders during the three Egyptian revolutions. The first
one is Saad Zaghloul's speech during the Egyptian revolution of 1919.
The second speech is by Mohamed Nageeb during the Egyptian
revolution of 1952, and the third speech is of Mubarak during the

revolution of 2011.

6. Critical Discourse Analysis:

van Dijk is one of the leading figures and pioneers of study and
research in the domain of CDA. According to van Dijk (1988), CDA
studies and analyzes written texts and spoken words to reveal the
discursive sources of power, dominance and inequality. It is concerned
with showing how these sources are initiated, maintained, reproduced and
transformed within specific social, economic, political and historical

contexts (p. 24).

CDA studies discourse and its functions in society and the ways
society are represented in text and talk. van Dijk (1995) states that CDA
“presupposes detailed theories of the structures and strategies of text and
talk, and especially explicit theories about the role and functions of such
properties in social contexts and cognitive processing”. Moreover, "CDA
has its own aims, research programs, theoretical frameworks and
methods" (p.24).

It is worth pointing out that Critical Discourse Analysis focuses on

how social relations, identity, knowledge, and power are formed through

6
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written and oral texts in every aspect of our daily lives. Schiffrin &
Hamilton (2001) define CDA as "a type of discourse analytical research
that primarily studies the way social power abuse, dominance, and
inequality are enacted, reproduced, and resisted by text and talk in the

social and political context™" (p. 352).

Additionally, van Dijk (2000) advocates that critical discourse
analysis adopts the view that every choice of meaning is motivated by
ideology "much of our discourse, especially when we speak as members
of groups, expresses ideologically based opinions” (p. 9), and it directs
the attention to meaning in culture. Thus, from this perspective, there is

no meaning outside power.

Usually, any political speech is associated with the manipulator’s
political goal, which is clear in his choice of words. Critical Discourse
analysis’s main aim, as van Dijk (2006) assumes, is to uncover the
analyst's implicit meanings in his speech and to reveal what the speaker
really wants his audiences to know and to believe, and this happens using
the rhetorical analytical instruments. This means that manipulation is
characterized as "an illegitimate social practice because it violates general
social rules or norms". All forms of interaction or communications that
are only in the interests of one party and against the best interests of the

other party are defined as illegitimate (p. 363).

van Dijk (1998) further explains the notion of ‘ideology' as a
special kind of social beliefs shared by members of a social group. He

clarifies the concepts of ideologies as:

ideologies are not merely sets of beliefs, but socially shared
beliefs of groups. These beliefs are acquired, used and
changed in social situations, and on the basis of the social

7
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interests of groups and social relations between groups in

complex social structures (p. 135).

According to van Dijk (2000), discourse is considered as a crucial
component for ideologies to be reproduced or invented. He states that
"much of our discourse, especially when we speak as members of groups,
expresses ideologically based opinions”. ldeology is not necessarily
negative, but there is negative or positive ideology depending on the

values of the person who evaluates such a group (p. 9).

In short, CDA is a very rich field that embraces various
interdisciplinary approaches towards the social analysis of discourse.
These approaches co-operate to focus on the linguistic features of the
discourse, to reveal hidden ideologies and the unequal power relations. It
must be noted that although there are different approaches to CDA, many
of them recognize Systemic Functional Linguistics as a tool for analysis.

Both CDA and SFG have been used in a complementary relationship.

7. Systemic Functional Grammar:

Systemic functional grammar is completely different from
traditional grammar. Traditional grammar discusses the standard
language form, it relates words to classes such as nouns, verbs adjectives,
and prepositions. On the other hand, functional grammar, as Eggins
(2004) argues, is concerned with understanding the different choices that
the speaker makes to express different meanings. She states that “SFL
does not only ask functional questions about how people are using
language, but it also interprets the linguistic system itself from a

functional semantic perspective” (p. 11).

Although CDA provides the linguists with the critical and

ideological dimension of the analysis of texts, Systemic Functional
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Grammar (SFG) provides an insight into the social nature and function of
a particular linguistic system. Eggins (2004) clarifies that the distinctive
aspect of systemic linguistics is that the “text seeks to develop both a
theory about language as social process and an analytical methodology
which permits the detailed and systematic description of language

pattern” (p. 21).

Martin (1992) states that SFG by Halliday is concerned with
understanding the different choices that the speaker makes to express
different meanings. It is concerned with the relationship between
language and social context, by reference to field (the topic), tenor (the
social relationship between participants) and mode (the channel that
carries out the communication). He explains that “projecting experiential
meaning onto context [gives] field, interpersonal meaning [gives] tenor
and textual meaning [gives] mode”. In addition, the interpretation of
social context then includes two communicative planes: genre (context of

culture), and register (context of situation) (pp. 494-5).

SFG, according to Thompson (2014), divides meanings in
language into three types; these broad functions are referred to as
metafunctions “the labels for each of the metafunctions are reasonably
transparent”. He adds that "the first (using language to talk about the
world) is the experiential, the second (using language to interact with
other people) is the interpersonal, and the third (organizing language to fit
in its context) is the textual” (p. 30).

8. Discourse Historical Approach:

Reisigl (2017) characterizes DHA as an interdisciplinary approach
which has strong roots in linguistics. It does not consider discourse
analysis a method of language analysis, but a multidimensional project
that integrates methods, theory, methodology and research practice.
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Sometimes SFL turns to be a helpful linguistic toolbox. DHA does not
just look at the historical dimension of discourses, but it is concerned
with different areas of discourse studies as: discourse and discrimination,
language barriers in various social institutions, discourse and politics,
discourse and identity, discourse and history, discourse in the media and

discourse and ecology (p.48).

Accordingly, Reisigl and Wodak (2009) explain that linguists
explore how discourses, genres and texts change in relation to
sociopolitical change through focusing on the intertextual and the
interdiscursive relationships between them. Intertextuality means that
texts are linked to other texts both in the past and in the present. They add
that such connections "are established in different ways: through explicit
reference to a topic or main actor, through references to the same events,
by allusions or evocations, by the transfer of main arguments from one
text to the other" (p.90).

Engstrom (2013) argues that "discourses never exist in isolation
but are intertwined in complex networks, known as interdiscursivity"
(p.10). Reisigl and Wodak (2009) explain that discourses are linked to
each other in various ways. Discourses are open and hybrid. A topic of a
discourse is linked and can refer to a topic of other discourse; new sub-
topics can be created at any time. They add that "A discourse about a
specific topic can find its starting point within one field of action and
proceed through another one. Discourses then ‘spread’ to different fields

and relate to or overlap with other discourses” (p.90).

Moreover, Wodak (2001) employs the principle of triangulation,
which is considered as a methodical way to be followed by any analyst to
minimize the risk of being biased. It combines different interdisciplinary

approaches and it endeavors to work multimethodically and

10
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interdisciplinarily on the basis of background information. It helps in the
analysis of the interrelationship between discursive and other social
practices and structures (p. 64). Reisigl and Wodak (2009) further
illustrate that in order to analyze or explain the complexity of any
discourse, the analyst considers different and accessible sources of data
from different analytical perspectives. They assert their point of view by
stating that the principle of triangulation "implies taking a whole range of
empirical observations, theories and methods as well as background

information into account” (p. 89).

8.1. The DHA in eight steps:

Reisigl & Wodak (2009) illustrate the methodology of the DHA in

eight steps as follows:

8.1.1. Step (1): Activation and consultation of preceding theoretical

knowledge:

In this step, Reisigl & Wodak (2009) present the research question
about the discourse under analysis. The importance of this step is to
clarify the topic of the discourse, what does it mean and its relationship
with modern societies. At this point, the researcher is able to formulate a
more general discourse related research question where assumptions
related to this question arise and the discourse will comprise different and
may be, contradicting interpretations. Reisigl & Wodak add that being
"viewed from a historical perspective, we assume that the discourse (or
some facets of the discourse) will have changed over time, depending on

a range of factors to be identified in our analyses™ (p. 98).
8.1.2. Step (2): Systematic collection of data and context information:

Reisigl & Wodak (2009) assert that for the analysis of specific
discourse, there is a range of empirical data that could be collected

11
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through observation, audio visual recording, interview or researches in
archives. They provide a specific criterion for the collection of these data

which must be followed:
(a)- "specific political unit"

They provide examples for political units such as region, nation state,

international union or language communities.

(b)- "specific periods of time relating to important discursive events"
These periods of time are connected with the issue in question.

(c)- "specific social and especially political and scientific actors"

Those actors are collective, individual or organizations. They give
examples for environmentalists, different party-political affiliation, car

companies or climatologists.

(d)- "specific discourses"

Specific discourses concerned with specific topics.
(e)- "specific fields of political action"

These political fields include the management of international relations,
the formation of public attitudes and will, the fields of political control

and political advertising.
(F)- "specific semiotic media and genres"

Such as expert reports, election programs, press articles, TV discussion

and interviews and popular scientific texts (p. 98).

8.1.3. Step (3): Selection and preparation of data for specific
analyses:

12
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Reisigl & Wodak (2009) assume that the data for the discourse
under analysis are downsized according to specific criteria. These criteria
are: frequency, redundancy, representativity, (proto) typicality,

intertextual or interdiscursive scope/ influence, salience and uniqueness
(p.99).

8.1.4. Step (4): Specification of the research question and formulation

of assumption:

Reisigl & Wodak (2009) clarify in this step the research question in
some detail. They assume that "the research question has to consider
opposing political accusations of abuse and manipulation, and alternative
appeals for action”, and thus the analysis of controversial positions.
Critical discourse analysts thus describe these contradictory positions and
their persuasive character on the basis of the principle of rational
argumentation and the underlying manipulative strategies. The analysis of
the media coverage is also very important where “"The DHA pays special
attention to such diachronic comparisons™ (p.99). Accordingly, Lawton
(2016) adds that in this step a literature review is conducted and data are
examined. These data are analyzed to identify discourse topics and
themes. Then, Specific research questions emerge from the preliminary

analysis (p. 117).
8.1.5. Step (5): Qualitative pilot analysis:

Lawton (2016) argues that this step allows testing and applying
certain categories of analysis which are chosen according to their relation
to the data (p. 117).Reisigl &Wodak (2009) add that the analyst focuses
on three aspects according to the three dimensions of the DHA besides
the five strategies. First, the analyst identifies the main discourse topics
off the text, then he focuses on the main strategies to be found in the

13
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discourse under analysis. Finally, he focuses on the principle claims, as
well as on the topoi and fallacies employed to justify these claims (pp.
100-102).

8.1.6. Step (6): Detailed Case Study:

Lawton (2016) states that this step contains a range of texts which
are selected for more detailed analysis (p.117).Reisigl & Wodak (2009)
argue that the data are primarily qualitative, but in part also quantitative.
It contains a detailed study on the macro- , meso- , and micro-levels of
linguistic analysis and on the level of context. This step “interprets the
different results within the social, historical and political context of the

discourse under consideration™ (p. 118).
8.1.7. Step (7): Formulation of critique:

This step, according to Lawton (2016), is an interpretation of the
results after conducting the analysis. There is an emphasis on three
dimensions of critique "text/discourse-immanent critique, socio-
diagnostic critique; and future-related or prospective critique” (p.117).
Reisigl & Wodak (2009) argue that the critique is based on principles
such as criteria of rational argumentation, human rights and democratic
norms. Moreover, it "points to intended biases in representations
(especially media coverage) and to contradictory and manipulative

relationships between discourses and power structures™ (p. 119).

8.1.8. Step (8): Application of the detailed analytical results:

Reisigl & Wodak (2009) assume that the results might be applied

or proposed for application. The application of the analytical results

14
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stems from the critique. They add that the application should not only
consist of the scholarly publication of the results, but it "should also be
made accessible to the 'general public' (e.g. by recommendations
newspaper commentaries, training seminars, further education courses,
radio transmission and political advising”. Such knowledge requires
recontextualization of theory, methods and empirical results into other

communicative practices (p. 119).

To conclude, the previous 8 stage Programme is realized in a big
interdisciplinary project. Resigil and Wodak (2009) declare that it is
important to be aware of the overall research design, then a researcher
makes explicit choices when devising his own project. In this case, one
can conduct only a few studies, and therefore restrict the range of data
collected (p.96).

8.2. The Discursive Strategies:

Reisigl & Wodak (2009) outline a selection of discursive strategies
for the DHA. They state that 'strategy’ generally means a systematic way
of using language, an accurate and intentional plan of practice adopted to
achieve a social, political and linguistic aim (p. 95). They are represented

as follows:
8.2.1. The nomination/Referential Strategy:

The referential or nomination strategy is that by which one
represents social actors, and this is done in many ways. Wodak (2009)
gives example with the in-groups and out-groups where membership
categorization devices include tropical reference by metaphors and
metonymy as well as synecdoche in the form of a part stand for the whole
or a whole stand for the part. (p. 320). Reisigl & Wodak (2009) add

several membership categorization devices such as deictics and

15
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anthroponyms, verbs and nouns used to denote processes and actions
(p.95).

8.2.2. The predication Strategy:

The predicational strategy is the strategy where social actors as
individuals, group members or groups as a whole are linguistically
characterized. Wodak (2009) states that such a strategy cannot be
separated from the nomination strategies. After identifying the social
actors as individuals or group members, they are linguistically provided
with predications (p.320). Wodak (2001) explains the predicational
strategy of social actors through the question "What traits, characteristics,
qualities and features are attributed to them?". She adds that the devices
are stereotypical, evaluative attributions of negative or positive traits,

implicit and explicit predicates (p. 72).
8.2.3. The argumentation Strategy:

Wodak (2001) assumes that there are argumentation strategies
and 'a fund of topoi' through which positive and negative attributions are
justified. She further points out that these topoi are used to justify
political inclusion or exclusion, discrimination or preferential treatment.
She asks the question "by means of what arguments and argumentation
schemes do specific persons or social groups try to justify and legitimize
the exclusion, discrimination, suppression and exploitation of others?" (p.
73). Reisigl and Wodak (2009) explain that the justification and
questioning of claims of truth and normative rightness occur through

topoi (formal or more content related) or fallacies (p.95).

8.2.4. The perspectivization Strategy:

16
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The perspectivization, framing or discourse representation, as
Reisigl and Wodak (2009) assume, is positioning the speakers or writer's
point of view and expressing involvement or distance. This happens
through deictics, direct, indirect or free indirect speech, quotation mark,
discourse markers and metaphors (p. 95). In a similar fashion, Wodak
(2001) describes this strategy with the question "From what perspective

or point of view are these labels, attributions and arguments expressed?"
(p. 73).

8.2.5. The intensifying Strategy:

Reisigl and Wodak (2009) clarify that the intensifying and
mitigation strategies help to modify (intensify or mitigate) the
illocutionary force, hence the epistemic or deontic status of utterances.
This happens through diminutives, augmentatives, modal particles, tag
guestions, subjunctive, hesitations, vague expressions, hyperboles, litotes,
indirect speech acts and verbs of saying, feeling and thinking (p.95).
However, Wodak (2001) clarifies the idea of this strategy through the
question: "Are the respective utterances articulated overtly? Are they

intensified or are they mitigated?" (p. 73).

Therefore, it is of great importance to clarify that DHA is helpful in
terms of identifying strategies based around language usage. Baker et al.
(2008) emphasize the idea that DHA's strength is not in locating and
analyzing referential strategies only, but "it builds on a network of
referential, predicational and argumentative strategies along with analysis
of metaphors, presuppositions, mitigation, and hyperboles, etc. in
deconstructing a text, all of which require a close analysis of context"

(p.295). These strategies are applied to various levels of discourse

17
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analysis. They present the theoretical aspects of the DHA. They are
divided according to their linguistic fields: Semantic, lexical, syntactic

and rhetorical analysis.

9. Previous Studies utilizing the Discourse Historical Approach:
Many researches have been conducted on different political
speeches by using the methods of CDA and SFG to reach better
understanding of political discourse. Some of these researches utilize the
DHA as the framework to examine Political speeches linguistically, such
as Sean Meades's paper (2015) entitled "Multi-modal Discourse
Historical Approach to Analyzing Negative Political Advertising". He
uses DHA to examine the linguistic and other auditory-visual resources in
three ads launched in Canada by the governing conservative party in
(2013). They interact in the argumentation process to give a political
message against the eldest son of former Prime Minister Pierre Trudeau
to convey his deficient leadership skills. The ads draw on multiple
argumentation strategies (topos of definition, topos of authority and topos
of threat). In the conclusion it becomes clear that while many of the
inferences are explicit, much of the topoi are constructed through
predications that are evoked through the integration of visual and non-

linguistic auditory resources.

In the same way, Hamza's thesis (2012) "A Critical Discourse
Analysis of the Representation of Donald Trump in the Guardian"
analyzes critically the construction of the media negative-other
representation of Donald Trump and his golf complex project in Scotland
by the Guardian e-news. The framework applied in the research is the
DHA. The data of the research consists of 29 e-articles. Hamza provides
numerous examples of References, Predication, Argumentation,

Perspectivation and Intensification in these e-articles. She concludes that

18
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the Guardian's reporting on Trump's negative personality and all these
strategies used for negative other identity fail to reach the desired results.
This happens due to the lack of the Guardian's power.

10. Method of Research and Procedures:

The texts are collected and translated, the first two speeches are the
researcher's translation and the third speech is the CNN translation. Next,
this work analyzes three speeches of the three leaders by applying the
Discourse Historical Approach of Wodak which integrates historical
background of these discourses. Afterwards, the researcher applies the
DHA discursive strategies, which are applied to various levels of
discourse analysis. They are divided into two parts, according to their
linguistic fields (Part 1 Syntactic and Semantic Analysis, and Part 2
Argumentative and Rhetorical analysis). This paper employs the Antconc
software which helps to achieve the purpose of the current research. It is a
corpus tool which facilitates the counting of the repetition of some words.
It provides the frequency of the presence of separate words and

accordingly helps in the analysis.
11. Application:
Part 1: Syntactic and Semantic Analysis:

This part investigates the syntactic and the semantic aspects of the
DHA as applied to the data. Syntax, as van Dijk (1998) declares, plays a
fundamental role in expressing positive meaning about us and negative
meaning about them. He declares that "the study of sentence forms,
syntax, has drawn attention from (critical) linguists interested in
ideological analysis from the start" (p.202). Reisigl and Wodak (2009)
specify some syntactic devices for the discursive strategies such as:

19
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deictic pronouns, quotation marks, tag Question, direct and indirect

speech, relative clauses, adjectives and prepositional phrases (p. 95).

As for Semantics, it is the part of linguistics that studies meaning,
and the source of this meaning that leads to successful understanding.
Reisigl and Wodak (2009) identify some semantic devices for the
discursive strategies. The current research studies the discursive
construction of social actors, the discursive construction of objects/
phenomena/ events and the discursive construction of processes and

actions (p. 95).
Part 2: Argumentative and Rhetorical Analysis:

The second part of the analysis investigates the argumentative and
the rhetorical aspects of the DHA. van Dijk (1998) assumes that
"rhetorical structures play such an important role in ideological
manipulation™ (p.208). They are used for the preferred group and they
change how recipients understand and evaluate the events. Rhetorical
structures are studied as a means to emphasize or de-emphasize
meanings. In the rhetorical analysis, the research focuses on some devices

such as metaphors and hyperboles.

As for the argumentative aspect, it focuses on the idea of topoi. van
Dijk (2000) explains that Topoi are the topics that have become
standardized and publicized. They are used as 'ready mades' in
argumentation (p. 53). Wodak (2001) adds that topoi play an important
role in positive self and negative other-presentation which requires
justification and legitimation strategies. She presents topos of advantage/
usefulness, topos of danger and threat, topos of responsibility, topos of
Law and right, topos of history and topos of justice (pp. 75-80).

11.1. Syntactic Analysis

20
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11.1.1. Deictic pronouns:

Deictics are used as a device for the perspectivization strategy.
Deictic pronouns are the pronouns that refer to the speaker of the
utterance. Bateson (2003) states that the Arabic language has twelve

personal pronouns divided into three categories

e 1% person (singular /?ana/ and plural /nahnu/)
e 2" person (Masc. sing. /?anta/, fem. Sing. /?anti/, Masc. pl.
[?antum/, fem. PI. /?antunna/ and Dual /?antuma/)
e 3" person(Masc. sing. /huwa/, fem. Sing. /hiya/, Masc. pl. /hum/,
fem. PI. /hunna/ and Dual /huma/ (p. 40)
The following table clarifies the use of pronouns [I —we- they] in each

leader's speech:

Zaghloul’s speech Nageeb's speech Mubarak's speech
Rank Freq Rank Freq Rank Freq
word word word
26 4 | 15 3 | 5 51 |
5 12 we 19 3 we 14 21 we
36 2 they 497 1 they

According to the AntConc software

Analysis and Discussion:

21




G ¢ YOVA L yde aulill aaal) I b alall ) Alaa

Saad Zaghloul does not make an intensive use of the first
person pronoun "I". He uses it only four times throughout his speech, and
this clarifies that he, as a patriotic leader, does not use the authoritative
tone. He sends a message to his people that he is a member of the
delegation group. Saad Zaghloul uses the first person plural "we" twelve
times to emphasize the idea of the unity between all the Egyptians. He
sends a message to the Egyptians that they (the Egyptians, EI Wafd, Saad
Zaghloul and his group) are all one hand seeking only Egypt's interest

and independence against the occupation.

Examples:

Juldl 2aa ST ) | would like to thank Hamad Al-
Basel

aSiaay la il il da jdll Ly giving me the opportunity which I

seized to inform you

Skl iz o ying ()} V) Ually S8 | All we need is to attain the Peace

conference's declaration

L) 4aY) JS i U8y g We have been honored by the

nation’s authorization

Dal Gy o sl Bl i According to the Humanitarian law,

we are free

Regarding Mohamed Nageeb’s speech, he uses the first person
pronoun "I" three times to clarify the idea that the army works hard to
save Egypt. He wants to spread the spirit of security and stability between
the Egyptians, and also between the foreigners. As for the first person
plural "we", he uses it when he uses the authoritative tone. He tries to

clarify that they, the free officers, are responsible for stability and are
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precise in their plan. Being patriotic, he bears the responsibility at that
critical time, and he sends a message to the Egyptians that they are
capable of their role. He uses the third person pronoun "they" when he
talks about the former army men, and announces that they will not face
any harm, they will be released in the appropriate time and will not be
dealt with in a harsh way. He assures them and their families that they are

safe, but, at the same time, he "excludes" them from being part of the

army.
Examples:
$raal) il S5l g I assure the Egyptian people
Canil) o allald La il s2a 3giil g I seize this opportunity to ask the people
peiM B (30 we trust their capabilities
o agdly they will not face any harm

As for Mubarak, in his speech he makes an intensive use of the
first person pronoun "I" to show strength and domination, being the
president of Egypt who imposes rules and orders that should be followed.
He tries to show authority and to emphasize his importance. He enforces
his ideologies so that people could easily be affected by his ideas. He uses
them frequently in an attempt to represent positive self-presentation
showing his positive qualities. Mubarak talks about himself and his
personal experiences showing himself as a patriotic leader who works for
the sake of his country, and who is still working for the sake of Egypt and

the right of its people till the end of his life.
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As for the first person plural "we", it is used by the ex-president
Mubarak 21 times to show closeness. He wants to emphasize the idea that
he shares the Egyptians their feelings, their pain and their problems. It
can also be used in an attempt to clarify We vs. Them, as if those who are
in Tahrir square, and are demonstrating against him, are on one side, and
all the other Egyptians, including himself and his regime, are on the other
side. He tries to gain the people to his side to follow him and accept his

decisions.

Mubarak, in his speech, uses the third person pronoun “they" when
he mentions those who demonstrate against him, which gives the
impression of the out-group participation. It is used to divide the people
into two groups: those who demonstrate in Tahrir square referring to
them as "they", and the rest of the people including himself as "we".
Mubarak wants to send a message that if "they" do not stop their
demonstrations "they" will be in danger. He wants to warn them, and also
to alert the rest of the Egyptians that if they follow those demonstrators,

they will be risking their security and their country's stability.

Examples
ae Sl a gl s A g3 I am directing my speech to the youth of Egypt
Gl e Eang Lazes oSl) A gl I'm addressing you today out of a true and an
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honest heart

Dandll ) ged ¢pdl) Glidd) gae muayglagl | those youth who had called for change, they

e G pdaiall Jgl £OlaYl s would really be endangered out of the
movement
On el Oad Sl We are going to prove that we, the Egyptians,
aY le b Ut U cuflin we're going to prove that we are not followers
to anybody

11.1.2. Relative clauses:

Relative clauses are used as a tool to add extra information. They
are used as a device for the predication strategy. Ryding (2005) states that
in the Arabic language “relative pronouns relate an element in a
subordinate relative clause (in Arabic, ?al-sila) to a noun or noun phrase
in the main clause of a sentence". She adds that relative clauses in Arabic
are either definite clauses introduced by a relative pronoun, or indefinite
relative clauses which do not include a relative pronoun. She provides
examples for definite relative pronouns: Singular masculine /?allathii/,

Singular feminine /?allatii/ (p. 322).
Saad Zaghloul utilizes the relative clauses as follows:
W gl Al da all Lia
giving me the opportunity which | seized
salal) cdgll B pae b jliad Al de Y eda Jualis
the details of this crisis which Egypt is surpassing currently

YAAQ Md?'uédﬁ‘gﬂ\ (s small 2y olll ela ) (Gaaal
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to achieve the goal of Lord Salisbury who announced on December 3,
1889

slad) 8 ga Al (S al o1 DliaY) 1
the occupation, which had no right to remain
ALl Coall oda (e Adlady) L cia A AN asaall fsalaall day yua dallia

a clear violation of the new principles of humanity which occurred after

this huge war.

Analysis and Discussion:

Saad Zaghloul's main aim of his speech is to clarify to the people
the current situation and to mention his plan for the coming step to attain
his goals. He uses this device to help him in clarifying his ideas and

explain vividly the current situation.

Mohamed Nageeb uses indefinite relative clause without a relative

pronoun as follows:

a8 (38 Jlay Clual) Jals (8 Ul iy
army figures whom we trust

Analysis and Discussion:

In his speech, Nageeb uses the relative clause in the predicative
strategy to clarify which person is being talked about. He simplifies his
ideas that the military purge results in the presence of trusted army

figures known for their patriotism.
Mubarak makes use of definite and indefinite relative clauses as follows:

Aoy clysie (e o sl alSal s ) i Le s Ll 3a 8 ) ga ) Gl Canlalis
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| will follow those perpetrators who have afflicted those crimes with full

sense of decisiveness

A el dland] o1 acddl) g
This is the offer that | undertook before Allah almighty

ol s Jgaill g puail) () 8 450
Change and transfer that we have already started

Lea cpy_piall Il Z3all s il ) ses Cpll qiladd)
those youth who had called for change, they would really be endangered
out of the movement

sl Gl g Ga 8 = 5 s ol (2 kgl ) gal) Sl 5 o Lidle
We have to continue the national dialogue that we have already started

with the spirit of a team and away from any sense of animosity

Analysis and Discussion:

In his speech, Mubarak makes use of relative clauses to simplify
his ideas to his listeners and clarify who he is talking about. He presents
self-positive image in all his relative clauses and gives a positive image

also for his regime.
11.1.3. Adjectives:

Adjectives play a fundamental and essential role in political
speeches. They are used as a device for predication strategy which helps
to frame and raise certain feelings. Ryding (2005) states that to form an
adjective in the Arabic language, there are rules to be followed for
agreement, word order and inflection for the comparative and superlative.
She states that Arabic adjectives are structured in two ways "through
derivation from a lexical root by means of the root -and- pattern system

or by means of attaching the nisba suffix —iyy (m) or —iyya (f) to create
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an adjective from another word usually a noun", and there are also

derivational adjectives (pp. 250-255).

In Saad Zaghloul’s speech there are many adjectives as follows:

palall i ) The present moment
da i ad the most appropriate opportunity
4 ) 3alud) the Turkish sovereignty
(o) 2y The current occupation
Al o slal) the international law
day ya dallag a clear violation
dasaall sabuall the new principles
) () gilal) the Humanitarian law
ial oS foreign rule
do¥) s the prime minister
dslaiaY) Leliload its social virtues
A pad) dpiaall g Al ge LAY duinall o Lul the sons of the Pharaonic and
Arabic civilization
Jaud & ) the least stair

Analysis and Discussion:

The patriotic leader Saad Zaghloul describes his love to his country
and his positive feelings through positive adjectives describing Egypt and
the Egyptians .He uses nisba suffix —iyy (m) in some adjectives like
(Rl - A ilMwhen he describes the Egyptians. On the other hand,
his hatred for the British protection and the Turkish occupation is

28




G ¢ YOVA L yde aulill aaal) I b alall ) Alaa

described through the negative adjectives as the Turkish sovereignty, the

current occupation and a clear violation for the law.

Mohamed Nageeb makes use of adjectives as follows:

g raall x| the Egyptian people
douac b 5 difficult times
abial) 8 ) The appropriate time.

Analysis and Discussion:

Throughout his speech, Nageeb does not make use of many

adjectives. His speech is short and precise without a need to raise feelings
or to persuade the listeners, as the people believe him and accept his
speech. He describes the situation by the word "difficult times" to raise
his people's feeling of patriotism, and also to mention that the army works

for the nation's interest.

As for Mubarak, he makes use of varied adjectives which present

positive self-image and negative-other image, as follows:

B (5 pan dial a new generation for Egypt
S5y paaiall ) a1l a national dialogue, the wise dialogue
dale e your fair demands
(il ol political system

AL8al) A, Ll

the upcoming presidential elections

sacal) Romiia

has strong bases

dgaig B a cllam)

transparent and free elections

Alalull palud) s>

a peaceful transition of power
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dvanll Cild oY) this critical juncture
Al (5 48l A3LS different political parties
gl Lilag )l ea a national dialogue
daizl g 3ok dday 3 a roadmap that is quite crystal clear
A5 4 gluba Gilaal miserable circumstances
Ja¥) sl a preliminary report
dgia) b gra foreign intervention

Analysis and Discussion:

Mubarak makes use of many adjectives to express a definite
meaning and to persuade his listeners. He uses them to simplify abstract
and complex ideas by adding adjectives describing them. He uses positive
adjectives as a means for adding positive frames for his government and
his role, being the patriotic leader who tries hard to save his country and

its people, and who works hard for its security.
11.1.4. Prepositional phrases

In political speeches, prepositional phrases are used as a device for
the predication strategy to colour and inform the sentences in a powerful
way. Ryding (2005) declares that in Arabic, as in English, prepositions
refer to a location or a direction. Its meaning can apply to concepts of
space or time. She adds that Arabic prepositional expressions "fall into
two groups the first group being a relatively small number (ten) of true
prepositions and the other group being a more extensive collocation of
locative expressions”. She provides examples for prepositions as: ‘at' /fi/,
'in' /bi/, 'to’ /?ilaa/, ‘from’' /min/, "at' /fi/ for time (p. 366).

In his speech, Saad Zaghloul uses a lot of prepositional phrases as

follows:
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da il L o)) o for giving me the opportunity
Leds g 31 438 )5 (oAl was honored by the country's

authorization

a<iaa¥ L el which | seized to inform

a8 B JOUELLY) 3 S8 ¢l the issue which is not new in Egypt

elay g8ail odd (pe il a3 any Y | would not find a better chance to achieve

the goal of
Ales ) oladl B Baal (S0l had no right to remain into a British
protection
il aSa IS e )l we are free from any foreign rule.
bl (m gzl 1dgd For this reason
13z ol e ) A Jpagll 8 ol to achieve the Egyptians' objectives to
¢ JoainY) reach independence.
Ay JuS gt Lid i We have been honored by the people's

authorization

Sy bl e Sl &l the government ordered the people to
stop it.
JsY sl i (g the letter from the prime minister
S5l 13s ) o plame LS Wil e We were forced for this authorization
Ay 1aa e for such accusation
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des (N ds O from one generation to the other.

Analysis and Discussion:

Saad Zaghloul's usage of prepositional phrases is for the purpose of
modifying the nouns and the verbs. His usage also illustrates a logical
temporal and spatial relationship between the object of the prepositional
phrase and the components of the rest of the sentence, and thus his speech

IS precise and reaches his people easily.

Mohamed Nageeb uses prepositional phrases as follows:

s1 5l (e From the Major General Staff
Officer
Opbaald G B in the Palestine war
Culiall i gl A at the appropriate time.
e 4 galasme sivall Jla B under the rule of the constitution
i Jila punished in a severe unprecedented
way
ol sall e U slaiia 138 dganl g2 Guall o i s The army will take charge in
cooperation with the police

Analysis and Discussion:

Throughout his speech, Nageeb uses prepositional phrases to
convey the meaning of his sentences in a powerful way. His usage
modifies the nouns and the verbs. He tries to clarify his ideas to reach his

listeners in a precise way.

In his speech, Mubarak uses many prepositional phrases as follows:
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ool Gl in Tahrir Square
Gl (e Cuany out of a true and an honest heart
ALY ) from a father to his sons
aialli Lalia aglal ¢a Al | felt that | was in your boots
GSaall s aall < with a full sense of perseverance

and honesty

b ol gl (B3 )5 cUad Wl

Mistakes can happen in any

political system

in listening to the youth of my

country

A 3is bom LA B

In transparent and free elections

Al da ) e g Al

for coming out of this crisis

Josaa )l en DA (e

through respectful dialogue

Gaall (a3 sl g

with a sense of honesty

Tl 891 538 (o sl 5 A

carrying the nation out of this

critical juncture

e 31l 55 0l eall i il aal

this national dialogue can result in

a near sense of consensus

Gkl 4l o Uil auay

put our feet on a way

LY g s Al

out of this crisis

Gk Aday A )

into a roadmap

ALL ) JEY) Bk e

on the path of a peaceful transfer of

power

Analysis and Discussion:

Throughout his speech, Mubarak's usage of prepositional phrases

modifies the nouns and the verbs. He tries to clarify the discursive

characterization and qualification of social actors, objects and events that
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he talks about, in an attempt to dominate his people's mind and persuade

them of his ideas.

11.2. Semantic Analysis

11.2.1. Discursive construction of social actors
* Proper names:

Proper names are used as a device for the Nomination strategy.
Ryding (2005) states that in the Arabic language, proper nouns include
names of people and places. The sources of these names are Arabic, and
sometimes they are non-Arabic (p. 96). Usually the intensive use of
specific proper nouns during leaders' speeches is accomplished in an
attempt to guide their audience towards what they wish them to feel or
think about a certain topic. The three leaders use proper names in their

speeches as shown in the following table:

Zaghloul's speech Nageeb's speech Mubarak's speech
Rank Freq word | Rank Freq word | Rank Freq word

17 5 Egypt 5 4 Egypt | 12 21 Egypt

66 2 El-wWafd | 100 1 Nageeb | 168 2 Mubarak

138 1 Hamad 107 1 Palestine 466 1 Sinai

185 1 Peace 491 1 Tahrir

conference square

210 1  Salisbury

According to the AntConc software

Analysis and Discussion:

In Saad Zaghloul's speech, he does not make intensive use of

proper nouns. He uses the proper name (Egypt) 4 times because his
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objective is only his country's interest. He uses other proper names like
Peace conference, Lord Salisbury, Hamad Al- Basel, and El-Wafd to
clarify his ideas so that the people may understand what he is talking

about.

Throughout his statement, Mohamed Nageeb mentions his ideas
in a clear way. He uses the proper name (Egypt) 4 times because it is his
main concern. He mentions his name (Mohamed Nageeb) only once to
clarify that he is the sender of the message, because it has been
announced by Anwar Sadat in his name. He sheds light on the war in
Palestine and mentions the proper name (Palestine), while explaining the
need for the revolution against this regime which is responsible for their

failure in this war.

Mubarak uses the proper name (Egypt) 20 times to persuade his
audience that his main aim is Egypt's concern, and that he is seeking its
stability and security. He uses the proper name (Mubarak) only 2 times to
stress the idea that he is not seeking his personal stance. He tries to
manipulate his people and convince them that his goal, as a leader, is only

Egypt and its people.
11.2.2. Discursive construction of objects/ phenomena/ events
eabstract (mental feeling):

Abstract/mental feeling is used as a device for the nomination
strategy. Throughout his speech, Zaghloul's patriotic emotions appear
vividly through his choice of words. His feelings appear in his words as

in:

458 & Was honored

Bl (o pad) gl b mally Egyptians' hearts flew
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Jal 43 )1 a glimmer of hope
Ol 53l al s respect for laws

Jaa) @Al V) shall (e allas Y it was difficult for us to be satisfied

with the least of life

Analysis and Discussion:

Saad Zaghloul feels that his people's authorization is an honor for
him and his group. He describes many mental feelings like the Egyptians'
heart which flew to achieve independence once they found any glimmer
of hope, their respect for the law, and the path of truth and justice. Saad
Zaghloul clarifies that they refuse to live and be satisfied with the least

way of living.

Mohamed Nageeb uses abstract words that clarify his mental feeling as

follows:

peiibg Ay agllh g agi ) 8 G we trust their capabilities, morals

and patriotism

Analysis and Discussion:

Being a patriotic leader, Mohamed Nageeb describes the armed
figures to emphasize their capabilities and patriotism through mentioning
the mental feeling of trust. He tries to encourage them and announce to
the people that they are capable of holding the responsibility of securing

their country.

As for Mubarak, his words clarify his mental feelings, as in the

following examples:

el

Felt pain

LA

Embarrassment
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ARG g Jaal) (e 38

Sense of honesty and

transparency
433 4 Sense of trust
ADAY Sense of differences
Ob sl s & shook the conscience of the nation
¥l g ¢liiaky) security and stability

Slal g 33a g4 9

sense of unity and solidarity

Analysis and Discussion:

Throughout his speech, the emotional approach appears vividly.

Mubarak tries, through his choice of words, to motivate his people's

emotions by using hyperbolic expressions. He uses all the words that

describe him and his regime positively and the expressions that describe

the other negatively.

*Political matters:

Political matters are used as a device for the nomination strategy .Saad

Zaghloul mentions political matters in his speech, as follows:

Alaa

3

British protection

A9 O gl alal Lloal Wday Jhaly

is null for the international law

3l sbpall Ay 5 Al 5

a clear violation of the new

principles

g adlead) pali’ga  ying (o)) V) Liatiy Dl
I

what we need is to attain the Peace
conference's declaration of

Egypt's independence

8 _yaal) ﬁﬂ\@@a\jh\ﬂﬂ\

| have comprised Wafd

(delegation) party
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O paall 85 Lualadl L84y all & ga Our freedom, and thus all the

[EEVEN Egyptians', were seized

Analysis and Discussion:

Saad Zaghloul attempts to clarify the situation to his people. He
talks about the British protection which is null for the international law.
He describes how they are prevented from travelling, and the government
orders the people to stop their authorization. All these political issues
motivate the Egyptians to start their revolution against the British

occupation and the Turkish sovereignty.

Mohamed Nageeb mentions political matters such as:

Cpbaaald a8 Ll 58 our defeat in the Palestine war
L) yagdaty Liad employ our own military purge

Analysis and Discussion:

Nageeb describes political matters like the defeat in the Palestine
war where many Egyptians have lost their lives, and that king Farouk has
been responsible for this. He mentions the exclusion of the army officers
who work against Egypt, and have been arrested and replaced with

trustworthy figures.

Mubarak's speech includes many political matters as:

cla Y hlie Terrorism

s ) shl) Adla o ) abolishing the emergency Law
Ay i Dt Legislative reforms

4y gial) Blanl Constitutional amendments

Analysis and Discussion:

In his speech, Mubarak mentions different political matters in an

attempt to show his understanding for the current situation, and the
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reasons behind the demonstrations and foreign interventions. He also tries
to warn the people of the chaos and the terrorism that might erupt as a
result of this revolution. He clarifies the reason and the importance of the
emergency law. He tries to influence his people's opinions and thoughts

that he seeks stability and security.
12. Conclusion:

The present research has aimed to clarify the discourses employed
by the three Egyptian leaders during the three Egyptian revolutions, Saad
Zaghloul, Mohamed Nageeb and Hosny Mubarak. These leaders have
used political speeches to communicate with the public in different
periods in the time of crisis. Each of them has his different ideologies,
and has had different impact. The analysis is conducted by using a new
approach of critical discourse analysis, which is the Discourse Historical

Approach, to clarify the discursive strategies used by these leaders.

After comparing the three speeches, the differences become clear.
On the one hand, the first two speeches of Saad Zaghloul (1919) and
Mohamed Nageeb (1952) are subjected to the linguistic tools of DHA to
test how far the Egyptian people are affected by their leaders’ endeavors
to liberate their country from the British occupation and from King
Farouk. In the case of Mubarak, on the other hand, his speech is analyzed
by employing the same tools to show why people insisted on his stepping
down, when he tried to control their minds in an attempt to stop their
revolution by dominating their ideas, and this appears vividly through his

language.

The three political speeches are delivered in Modern Standard
Arabic (MSA). They are well structured, being formal speeches in critical

times. The results indicate that Saad Zaghloul and Mohamed Nageeb
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avoid using the authoritative tone in their speeches. Their discourses are
informative speeches intended mainly to clarify political issues for
Egypt's interest. As for Mubarak's speech, he uses the authoritative tone
throughout his speech. He tries to dominate his people's mind by
mentioning several times that he is the President. Mubarak's goal is to
convince the demonstrators in Tahrir Square to abide by his policy to let

him rule during the last months of his term.

Concerning the people's response, there is a great difference
between the Egyptians' response to the first two speeches of the patriotic
leaders, Saad Zaghloul and Mohamed Nageeb, who are looking after their
country's interest, and Mubarak, whose main concern is himself, and to
serve out the last months of his terms. The first two leaders succeeded to
win their people's support, while Mubarak failed. After listening to Saad
Zaghloul's speech (1919), the people's support for Wafd party grew, and
after Saad Zaghloul had been arrested, people gathered and started their
revolution. After Mohamed Nageeb's speech (1952), the revolution broke
out. King Farouk left the country, and it was the end of his monarchy. As
For the 2011's speech, Mubarak received an opposite response. Mubarak
did not submit to the will of the demonstrators to leave, and his people
insisted on his stepping down. His speech failed to meet his people's
need. Mubarak was confronted with masses of Egyptians demonstrating

to overthrow him and his regime.

Finally, the researcher encourages discourse analysts to use
Discourse Historical Approach (DHA) further, as a tool to be applied to
social historical texts. Its discursive strategies are helpful tools for the
researchers in their work with a view to conducting comprehensive

studies of these texts.
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