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An Analysis of Discourse Practice of Political Speeches :
A Case Study of Donald Trump

Sapolachet Prachumehai and Anchana Sriraungrith
Phetchabun Rajabhat University, Thailand
Corrcsponding Author, E-mail: sapolachet@gmail.com

ELE R L &3

Absiracis

World leaders’ political speeches have become fashionable topics in terms of discourse
analysis and langnage study. The language used in powerful specches might lead to some
changes, support, beliefs, conflicts, or even war. The eeent siudy aimed to determine the
discourse practives in the political speeches of Denald Trump. The sampiles were 20 palitical
speeches by Donald Trump in the Famous Presidential Specches of the Miller Center from
Jannary 19, 2019, to July 4, 20620. The research instrament was Chilton, F. & Schallner, C.'s
(1997 : 145) discourse praciice analysis. The statistics used to analyze the data was frequency.
The result of the study rcvealed that Donald Trump's 1t pelitical specches cxpressed
lepitimation as the maost common political discourse and demonstrated expressive
communication as the most commom communicative purposc, which confirmed that every
political specch conccaled its purpose. In swmmary, the audience became a tarpet for
participating in either action; they, as a result, should be more than consumers of information
but defenders of their rights and the rights of the public.

Keywords: Discourse Analysis; Political Speeches; Donald Trump

Introduction

In the political world, politicians attempt 1o present 1deas and data sets to audicncces,
emphasizing propaganda as a means of establishing close relationships in order to achieve
political success. In other words, political communication is the science and art of
comununication. Politicians are no longer bound by time and distance, thanks to advances in
communication science in the twenty-first century. Political communication has becotne more
widespread and rapid. This has evolved into a ton] for strategizing elfective political goals by
uitlizing comnunication to establish guidelines for acceptance among people as recipients. It
is a chanuel for presenting various political information related to governmenl deeisions and
policies ta the public. Political discowrse alse aims o show the relationship between variables
and the power, hegemony, intent of the messenger and the reaction ot the receiver. Leaders
whir use state gower o direct the praduction of discourses hidden in idcology conununicate
with the peopie in order to create legitimacy. it also reflects the audicnce's perceptions, which
are both consistent snd inconsistent with interpretations based on various belicfs and
experiences (Maneesaeng, V., 2016 : 8). Political speech, vs seen more clearly in the digital
age, lows dircetly to ihe audicncc at all times from all directions. In a positive way, if is o be
aware of information as soon as possible. [n a negative sense, it is a tool of politicians who
want 8 to belicve or conform.

© Reecived: Apnl 27, 2022; Revised: May 17, 2022, Accepied: May 1§, 20622
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Regardless of the difference between the poliiical system and political culture, the intent
of political communication will be the same in the Westem and Eastern worlds. The andience
will benefit from being aware of political developments 1 the other hemisphere. People bave
becomc more poliiically aware in recent years, undersianding the role and process of politics
as well as key political concerns, and being able to ask ¢ritical guestions and comprehend the
impact of issues on their lives (Phonok, C., 2018 : 23). Obviously, the political systom, whether
in the form of policics, laws, regulations, or powerful orders, will have an unpact on cveryone
in sociely, When people in socicty are unable fo avoid politicat power, they demand the right
Lo participate In politics (Kacwmoragot, P., 2017 : 30-31). As a result, the primary goal of
politicad discourse is to persuade people to believe and act in response fo the messagge's content,
Nowadays, there are numerous channcls and social media platforms that enable politicians to
communicate or send messages more quickly, However, if the audience or the general public
can analyze the fext and the intent expressed through those discourses, they will be able to
consciously adjust and keep up with the politicians’ objectives. As a result, the study of political
discourse models was created in order to comprehend the ideas and mtentions of politicians as
process messengers and to explain them comprehensively in light of the conntry’s social and
political context.

In a linguistic context, the study of discourse in which English is analyzed is rooted in
the study of Language for Specific Purposes (L3P}, an important scicnce in applied finguistics
with the main concepts in the siudy of languasc use in various social contexts, such as academic
circles, business organizations, the medical industry, and su on (Kadkarnkiai, 2015: 289-290).
Reseurchers in this field must conduct a confexinal analysis of specific language texis in erder
to uncover links belween lanpguage use and communication purposes, attempting to answer the
question of why people use such langusges. According to Norman ¥Fairclough, N., spoken and
written discourse serve different purposes. They are broadly classified into three types:
Tnformative, Persvasive, and Enterlaining (Jason, 3, W., Annc, (., Danefte, 1. J. & Bemardo,
A, A, 2012; 10}, The "three dimensional framcworks of disconrse," namely text, discourse
praclices, and socio-cullural practices, arc used to analyze the link between language and
society. Texts serve {hree purposes: {1} the objects to be studicd, such as spoken and written
language, as well as what the eyes see {visual); (2) the processes that lead to production and
perceplion, such as wriling with reading, speaking with listcning, and design and visuatization;
and {3} hestorical and sccial contexts. Discourse practices are texi production and text
ipterpretation. Mscourse practices are considered in terms of the production process,
consumption and distribution of the text by considering who 1s the produser, who is the
consumer, how the text spreads to society, and how? (Phanphothonyg, N., 20i4: 7). Socio-
cultural practices consist of three levels of context: situatioms, inshiutions, and society
{Phakdeephasuk, 5., 200{: 63). Factors in social, political and economic conditions are the
context of society before and after the iendership's control of power which is regarded as lhe
cause of text production in 3 discourse through discourse practice. It reinforces the relationship
between discourse and the socisl context (Sawangaroem, A, 2017: 2}, As a result, an analyticsal
study of political speech, particularly liberal demecratic politics in the Western world, opens
the globe to the use of language influence for political advantage, which will necessarily differ
from the discourse vused by politicians in the democralic Thai pohitical system.

As mentioned at the end of ihe last paragraph, the study of political discourse was
prevalent in Furope and America. Hassan, & H. (2016: 85, 100-101), for example, sudied
Egyptiun President El-political Sisi's speeches at the Suez Canal opening ceremony and
discovered that the power of communication was being used tactically to induce conformity,
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as evidenced by the use of verbalization, repetition, and synonyms to achieve the desired
ideology of the govemment. In other words, thic Egyptian president hoped that the Suez Canal
wolld serve as a shortcul for shipping goods trem Furope to Asia, allowing him te attract more
investors and tousists 1o Egypt, Meanwhile, Rahimi, . & Sharififar, M. (2015: 333) examined
Obama and Rouhani's 2013 political speeches at the United Nations. According to the findings,
Obama used casual and colloguial language to reduce the distance between his power and the
people in wrder to make the president's and government's activities us accessible to the public
as possible. In contrast to Donald Trump, the current president of the United States, when he
gives a speech, it has become a political issuc that the entire world is watching. Also on June
1, 2020, Trump made remarks in a speech about the most heartbreaking and traumatic event in
the United States, the death of George Floyd on May 25, 2020, committed by a European-
American police officer, This aceident led Americans te demand justice aind equafity for blacks
by crganizing rallies and protests that eventually led to riots. There are sume passages that
Trump has said, © ., our nation has boen gripped by professional anarchists, violent mobs,
arsonists, lootcrs, criminals, rioters, Antifa... These are not acts of peaceful protest. These are
acts of domestic terror... { am faking immediate presideniial action to stop the vielence and
restore security and safety in Amenica...” As you can sce, cach Trump speech or discourse
appears Lo have focused the world's attention on politieal, social, and economic issues. This is
why Donald Trump's political discourse was chosen for analysis at this time.

By theorics, discourse analysis { DA) is a general term for 4 number of approaches to
analyzing spoken or written language use. The objects of DA are defined in terms of coherent
sequences ol senlences, propositions, speech acts or tums- at-taik. With regard to this field,
thouph there are various perspectives and approaches that emphasize dilferent aspects of
language usc, they all view language as social imtersction and are usvally concerned with the
social contexis in which disconrse is embedded {Hassan, I H., 2016: 86-87). Mcanwhile,
critical discourse analysis (CDA} is a theorelical research paradigm that sccks to investigaie
power relations, ideclogical manipulations, and hegernony, CDA mdicates what was formerly
knovm as critical Iinguistics {CL), which emerged in the late 19705 (Fowler, R., Hodge, B.,
Kress, G. & Trew, T. 2018: 185). Critical theory provides a critical perspective or attitude
towards society. According to Fairclough, N. (1995: 20), erilical theory 1s any theory concerned
with the critique of ideclogy and the effects of dominance. CDA is not only a school but
includes a range of approuches, Moreover, Dijk, T.A. van (2000: 353} emphasizes that CDA
i nota umitary theoretical ramework or a specific direction. Fairclough, N. (1993: 20), Wodak,
R. (2007 : 203-204) and Dijk, T.A. van {2000: 353} comprisc the main scholars in the domain
of CDA, Fairclough presents a sysiemic functional linguistic perspective; Van Dijk a fext
linguistic and cogmitive linguistic; and Wodak intersctional studies, Significantly, in terms of
studying discourse analysis (IMA) in polilics, Chilon, P. & Schalfher, C."s (1997 discourse
practice anulysis plays an important role in this research, According to Chillon and Schalther
{1997), some philosophers, including Descartes, have defingd humans as essentially linguistic
animals. Aristotle, on the ather hand, famously defined humans as political animmals, No doubs,
both definitions contain a germ of truth. What political discourse analysts would probably
claim, if they were to think philosophically, would be that onc definition necessarily involves
the other, Tt is surely the case ihat politics cannod be conducted withoul language, and it is also
probably the ¢ase that the use of tanguage in the constituhion of social graups leads to what we
would call *politics” in a broad sense.
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As all menlioned above, this study will explore discourse analysis, which has resnited
in the conception, content and presontation of Donald Trump's speeches. This study will show
how to produce meaning, power, and a social truth, as well as the politics of Donald Tramp,
the 45th President of the United States, by cxamining the contenis of hix speeches in order to
better understand how he communicetes and learn about his idenlogy.

Research Objective
The primary objective of this research was fo examine Donald Trumg's approach to
palitical speech,

Literature Review

Fairclough, N. (1995: 96) states thut lunguage structurcs can be studied in discourse
analysis lo better understand society and to open the door to the possibility of using discourse
io inlluence, dominaie, and cause conformity. All of these ideologies are subject to the power
of the messenper.

Paltridge, B. {2812 179) states timat discourse analysis can be a link between Janguage
and soctal context. 1o know the political situation. [t also reflects the ideology ol the use of
language in the discourses of messcngers who can use discourse Lo inlluence, dominate, or
conform.

Dijk, T.A. van (2000: 352} states that discourse analysis is a study that aims to improve
understanding und expuse the misuse of discourse power, which leads to the creation of {rames
in order 1o control and influence the audience, This may cause inequalily in socicty and lead to
a way of calling out for anti-ineguality,

Chilton, . & Schallner, C. & Schiffner ( 1997 @ 212-213) states that there are four
main characteristics of political discourse: coercion, resistance, dissimilation aad
legitimization and delegitimization.

Coercion in polifical discourse {Havgaard, M. & Lentuer, H., 2006: 4; Cbeng, 5. G. &
Hartford, 3. A. 8., 2009 195; Schweber, H,, 2012: 169-170) has an important feature: the use
of power in discourse. It is a strategy that replaces actions [ar the benefit of an individual or 2
zroup of people resulting from the accumulation of knowledge, power, moncy, and fame. It 15
a force that is unjust to peopie, using tactics ranging from intimidation to vielence. When it
comes to intimidation, the governmeni's actions differ in two ways. The {irst 15 pulbdic and
privatc intimidation, also known as social intimidation. The second action is that of 2
nonpartisan goveriument.

Resistance in political discourse { Drechsclova, L & Celik, A. & Celik, 2019: 136;
Swrzaker, J. & Verdini, G., 2617: 38; Wenden, A. L., 2005: 92) has an important characteristic
is restgtance, It demonstrates how the leader's political discourse can cause people to reject or
have oppesing opimons, leading to the impact of protests. li is noted that people in the Westem
world are againgt politics and expressing their opinions is normal. Most of it takes place in the
capital because it clearly shows the people's power to make a claim and it is well facilitated in
terms of safety,

Dissimilation in political discourse { Green, K., 2012: |; Luo, Z., 2020: 58; Poggi, L,
Errico, F. B, Vincze, L. & Vinciarelli, A, 2010: 228) has the main feature that political lcaders
try to conceal information or tnisreprescnt certam facts 1o people for their own goals or
interests. They may use rhetoric in the form of conflicts of information between nations or even
cthnic matiers. If people know the truth about the information that the leaders are hiding, which
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has been used fo convince them to belicve in the same way, it may lead resistance and,
cventually, violence.

Legitimization in political discourse {José, M. & Gareia, 11, 2013: 301; Sadeghi, B,
Hassani, M. T. & Jalali, V., 2014: 1582; Sulaiman, A. K. & Jamil, N., 2014: 4] 15 one of the
strategies emplayed by leaders who wish to address specific events in (he public sphere in terms
of facts and accurate, clear norms. On the contiary, delegitimization i a sirategy to causc
people to conflict and to misiead and brainwash them, There arc attempts to use power, as well
as nnethical behavior and self-rationalization. Both strategies deseribe the good and bad aspects
of how the leader is accountable lor what is said publicly.

Research Methodolegy

Samples

This study employed 20 Donald Tramp political speeches lrom the Miller Center's
Famous Presidential Specches from January 19, 2019 to July 4, 2020, a 2-year period (Source:
https:/fmillercenter.org/the-presidency/presidential-speeches/), {Retrieved on July 9, 2020}

Research Instrnment

The researcher applied Chilton, P. & Schafther, C. and Schiffier's (1997) theory of
political disconrse analysis, which matched the purpose of this study.

This paper focuses on content analysis; therefore, the process ol doing research is
separated into four steps as follows:

Step 1 Resources vsed in the study

This study anadyzes Denald Trump's political discourse practices hased on five
characteristics of political discourse: coercion, resistance, dissimilation, legitimization and
delegitimization. The data is Denald Trump's discoursc from January 19, 2019 to July 4, 2620,
for a 2-year period, from the Milier Center’s Famous Fresidential Speeches, 20 discourse sets,
5,247 sentences, from httpsfmillercenter. orgfthe-Presidentshipd Presidentinl-speeches,

Step 2 Data collectlon

In this research, the data colleclion process is very important. To promote trustworthy
data gathering and analysis of research data, the rescarcher employs the citation of sources
concept by studying and collecting data from a variety of sources, such as textbooks, journals,
rescarch papers, and electronic sources. All information obtained will be attributed to its
source. The data will be analyzed quantitatively and qualitatively in this study. The procedure
15 as foflows:

1. Collecting secondary dala o various academic papers, books, and electzonic
publicafions such as research lindings, thesis, academic writings, and academic articles flom
various forms of pubhcations. Only content rolaied to the topic matter and conceptual
framework of the research will be chosen by the rescarcher.

2, Study the information on discourse practices

3. Gather information on Donald Tromp's political speeches location-hy-location from
reliable online sources from the Miller Center's Famous Prestdential Speeches website.

Step 3 Data analysis unit

A study of Donald Trump's discourse between 2019 and 2020 can be classificd by unit
of analysis as follows:
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Table 1 shows the number of senterces used in the analysis

Speech Set Numbcr of Sentences Speech Set Number of Sentences
Set 1 (S01/19) ) &7 Set 11 (S11/20) L365
| Sct 2 (302/19} 289 Sct 12 {S12/20) 74
Set 3 (803/19} 371 Set 13 (S13/20) 119
Set 4 (804/19) _ 281 Sel 14 {814/20) 125
Set 5 (805/19) 265 _ Set 15 (815720} | 305
Set 6 (506/19) 42 : Set 16 {516/20) 143
Set 7 (S07/20) 36 Set 17 (S17220) 56
Set 8 {SOR/20) 60 Set 18 (S18/20) 183
| Sel 9 (S0%20) _ 94 Sel 19 {51920) 186
Set 10 (81020 386 Sel 20 (520/20) 1,146

Step 4 Datas analysis

The following are (he steps in analyzing Donald Trump's political specches:

1. Collecting information from Donald Trump's political speeches

7. Arranging the sentences in order

3. Coding the sentences

4, Anulyzing discourse practices in Donald Trump's politicat speeches

5. Examining the results of the analysis and comparing the research data by 3 experts
in English and English limguistics. (Inter-Rater Reliahility)

6. Summarizing the resulis of the analysis

Research Conceptual Framework

According W a review of the relevant literature, the four main characteristics of political
discourse: coercion, resistance, dissimilation, and legitimization and delegitimization, arc the
main components of anatyzing Donald Trump's polilical speeches, as shown in Figure 1.

Donald Trump’s Political Speeches

Discourse Analysis

I i 1
Coercion Resistance Dissimilation
Legitinization Delegitimization
|
Conclusion

Figure 1 Research Concepiual Framework
{Prachumchai, $. & Sriraungrith, A., 2020: &}
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Results
According to Chilton, P. & Schaffner, C. & Schiffner's (1997 ; ¥45) theoretical
discourse anatysis, the resecarcher analyzed 5,247 sentences from Donsld Tromp's discourse.

Table 2 provides an analysis of Donald Trump's political discourse

Features Czoals Audicnee
=
o
g § E a % E
o g E .E I Z g o g E 21 w :a é
c 18 B | E |5 12|82 |8|ls|sl8gi&|lxm|=s
g |w | £ | =2 o E slog g2 |1 8|le|d |8
22z | ®lw |21 | 810 | 2 |BTIE| 8w 5
Ol |la | Al l5id |8 1d |2 |£t< |pgl5)
4 1 k1 g & 2 3 i1 1 13 ] i 4 13

According to Teble 2, the most common formm of discourse presentation is
Legitimization 11 times, followed by Belegitimization 2 times, of the 20 sets of Donald
Trump's political discourse practices. The most frequently used communication goals wers the
Expressive 1 sets, followed by the Informative 4 sefs. American paoliticians and citizens were
the most recipients to the discourses (13 seis), followed by the mass media (10 sets).

What most found sbout Legitimization were 1} building the border wall between the
1JS and Mexico, 2} crisis with immigration and drugs, 3) LGBTQ s righls and women’s rights,
4% 5 compiaint about interfering the next US election, 5) the US econamy with bright {uturc,
0} COVID prevention policy, 7} the gradushon ceremony for West Point cadets, 8)
campaigning policy: "Make America Greal Again” and "America First", and 9) praising the
.5, Anny for men and women military.

Delegitimization mostly talked about 1} Congress budget to stap illegal immigration,
2) unfair trades by China, 3) diplematic action with North Korea, 4) denouncing Nancy Pelosi
and Representative Adam Schiff, 4} blaming WTO about underestimating and concealing
COVID-19.

Discussion

A total of 20 sets of Donald Trump's speech were examined. the most common form of
discourse presentation 18 Legitinzalion ! times, [ollowed by Delegilimtzation 9 times.
Cocrcion, Resistance, and Dissimilation were found 4, 1, 9 scts, respeciively. The most
frequentty used communication goals were the Expressive 11 sets, followed by the Informative
4 sets. American politicians and citizens were the most receptive to the discourses {13 sets),
followed by the mass media { 10 scts),

According to the study of the 20 Donald Trump pelitical speech, F.egitimization and
Delegifimization on the first two fop {indings was related to Matthaveewong, T. (2016: 243-
252) and Alfen, W. (2007: 3) implying that this type of discourse was most corimon because
lzaders desired people to have confidence, trust them, and agree with them. For example, in &
senience in Speech set 1, Trump said: "...thousands of children are being exploited by ruthless
coyotes and vicious cattels snd gangs... I promised | would fix this erisis, and Tintend 10 keep
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that promise one way or the other...a sleel barrier wall help us stop illegal immigration..." This
implied that Tramp attempted to usc justification because he needed to raise public awareness
of the issue and persuade them to support a policy of constructing a border wall between
Mexico and the United States. And, in a sentence in Speech sel 20, Trump accused and
slandered China: " ... the power of tariffs being imposed on foreign lands that fuok advuntage
af the United States have enabled us to make great trade deals. . . tens of billions of dollars are
now paid 1o the United States Treasury by the same countries...but we got hit by the virus that
came from China.. und Chinag must be held fully accountable..." As read and analyzed, Trump
blamed China for the oulbreak of the coronavirus (COVID-19). Addressing the message in
styles of Legitimizalion and Delegitimization, the information may imply either facts or
falseness which may cause the interests of the country or the leaders' personal interests. In this
study, Coercion was found 4 sets in Trump’s speeches, which most were about the shadow war
in the Middle East and "Black Lives Maller” protest. For example, il a sentence in Speech set
7 Trump said, *. .. the United States military successfully executed a flawless precision sirike
that killed the number-one terrorist anywhere in the world, Qasem Soleimani...” Trump tricd
to explained that his order was to protect our diplomals, service members, all Americans, and
allies, He accused that [or years, the [slamic Revolutionary Guard Corps and its ruthless Quds
Force — under Soleimani’s leadership — had tarpeted, injurcd, and murdered hundreds of
American civilians and servicemen. He insisted that the Unifed Statcs acted this in self-defense
because of General Soleimani's noloricus past as one of the world's deadliest terrerists. His
speech demonsirated that he had the power to order the strike to stop war and Jran might be
wornied about this. In addition, the Expressive, the most frequently used communication goal,
was related to Mangour, N. (2013 1 1) who studied about Obama’s speeches in his research of
a proposed model lor investigating the translation of politicsl messages that most of the country
leaders always fried to convey their attiudes, heliefs, ideology to their citizens. In this study,
for example, in a sentenec in Speech set 7, Trump said: ", . today we remember and honor the
victims of Solcimani’s many atrocitics, and we take comfort in knowing that his reign of terror
is over. .. Solclmani has been perpetrating acts of terror to destabilize the Middle East for the
iast 20 ycars. .. what the United States did ycsterday shouid have been done long ago...a lot of
iives would have been saved..."As seen, Trump's death statement on Soleimani's assassination
order demonstrates the attitvde and ideolopy of the President of the Unifed States toward
protecting the American people from the Iranian leader's airocities. Most of the time Trump
delivered speeches, American politicians and citizens were his no. 1 andience. It was refated to
Al-Radhi, IT. (2020: 21} who studied on strategic functions in CNN"s media discourse: an
ideological strategy to win people’ s support that the majority of discourse recipients are the
populations of the coontry and the populations of the world. In other words, most of the
disconrses are passcd on to the discourse recipicnts in the country and has been captured by
people all ever the world who arc intercsted in thosce discourse producers.

Practice recommendation

In stadying and analyzing political discourse analysis, researchers have to do text
examination and socio-cultural practices coneurrently. Although the characteristics of political
discoursc analysis diffor from thosc of other contexts, the communicative purposes remain the
same. There IS no exception to studying only English because this type of language study
necessitaies the inclusion of other aspects such as politics and intemaliona! relations.
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Further recommendation

1. Researchers should sludy discourse practices, particularly the communication style
of political discourse, which may differ from other discourses. However, the communication
goals remain the same.

2. Rescarchers should conduct studies on comparative discourses between Eastern and
Western leadoers.

3, Researchers should look at the interesting discourses of leaders in many contexts,
such as religious, busincss, and social leaders.
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