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Abstract

The proposed research aims to analyze linguistic features and addresses of
political discourse using different linguistic devices. By analyzing public political
performances of politicians and presidents I will research how that civil servants
shapes public opinion using rhetorical and linguistic devices in their speech.
Moreover, this work will have information about what kind of words, signs or
gestures uses politicians to manipulate and persuade their audiences. As we all
know, there are different kind of politicians with different styles of speech who is
trying to convince and get their listeners attention and voice. And this research
work will show the comparisons between these different styles of talking to
different auditory. Also, there will be a comparison of various politicians from
Kyrgyzstan and other countries, which will show the differences and similarities of
speaking in public or interviews during the election, where they can promote
themselves and influence the audience using different language aspects, and
people’s interests.

Key words

Politician, public speech, deputies, president, election, political, language,
auditory, listener, candidate, performance.

TAH/IAJIBIIT AJIBIHTAH JIMHIBUCTUKAJIBIK KAPAJKATTAPObIH
HEIM3VIHIE CASICUM BASTHIAMAJIAPOBI JKAHA 3J1 AJIIbIHIA
CYWJIOIOH CO3O0POY TAJIIOO

XKycynosa Hyp3ana CoBeTrOexoBHa
Ana-Too Da aparvix yuubepcumemunun ITE Business opmo kecunmuk 0uium

bepyyHYH okymyyuycy
E-mail: zhusupova.nurzada@alatoo.edu.kg

Publishing centre of Finland 364


https://doi.org/10.5281/zenodo.14208086

FARSef International Journal of Education, Social Science & Humanities.
&p

UBLISHERS  Finland Academic Research Science Publishers
ISSN: 2945-4492 (online) | (SJIF) = 8.09 Impact factor

of.

Volume-12| Issue-11| 2024 Published: |22-11-2024|

Keickaua Mma3smyHy

CyHymITajiraHn w3wiLee JIMHIBUCTUKAJIBIK ©3redesIyKTep[y >KaHa cascuml
OUICKYypCTarel TWJIAVIK acHeKTepAu ap KaHOav TWIOUK BbIKMajIapabl KOJITOHYY
MeHeH Tayigooro OarbITTanraH. CascaTybulap MeHeH IIpe3uIeHTTepAVH KOOMIIO
CYWIOTOHOOPYH  Tajigal, MaMJIEKeTTMK  KbI3MaTKepyiep 03  CO3epYHe
PUTOPUKAJIBIK JKaHa JIMHIBUCTUKAJIBIK KapaXkaTTapabl KOJIJOHYY apKbLIyy
KOOMIYK IMKMPAN KaHAada TY3epYH m3wigeiM. MbIHOaH THIIIKaphl, OyJI MIIITe
cagcaTyblIap ayAUTOPMsSCBIHA Taacup OTYY JKaHa bBIHAHOBIPYY YYYH KaHOam
cesflepay, Oesrmlepam e >KecTTepAu KOJIIOHOPY >KOHYHIe MaaslbIMaT Oepuler.
berrviryy GosiroHmovt, ap KaHzayl ayguTOPMSIHBL bIHAHOBIPyyTa >KaHa ajlapblH
KOHYJIYH Oypyyra apakeT KbUITaH ap TYpPAYY CTWIern casicaTdbuiap Oap. byn
V3WIIAee ap  KaHaam  ayguTopusra  KauvpbUITaH  CYWIee  CTWIOEPVHWH
CaJIBIIITBIPYYCYH KepceTeT. Omonmont a11e, KeIpreisctan MeHeH Oamika
©JIKOJIOPAYH CasgcaTYbUIaPBIHBIH KOOMIYK CYVUIOTOHIOPY XKe IIAvIO0 YUypyHIarsl
VIHTEPBBIOJIaPbl CAJIBIIITHIPBUIBII, aJapdblH ©30PYH KaHTUII KOPCOTYII, TUJIAVK
acIIeKTTepaM >KaHa adaMOapablH KbI3BIKYBLIBIKTAPBIH KOJIOOHYII ayLgUTOpMsra
KaHTUII Taacup STepu Tyypajlyy OKIIOIITyKTap J>KaHa avblpMadblIBIKTAP
aHbBIKTaJsIaT.

Herwsru ce3nep:

Cascartubl, KOOMIIYK (€63, HelyraTrrap, IIpe3uaeHT, IIavjioo, Cascuil, T,
ayauTopwms, yrapMaHaap, Tajarkep, aTkapyy.

AHAJIV3 TTOJIMTUYECKVX PEYEU M BBICTYIUUIEHUM HA OCHOBE
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AHHOTANIUA

ITpenjtaraeMoe 1mcciiefoBaHMe HaIlpaB/IeHO Ha aHaJIU3 JIMHIBUCTUYECKMX
OCOOeHHOCTeNI ¥ acIeKTOB IIOJIUTUYeCKOro [HOMCKypca C MCIIOJIb30BaHMEM
pasIMUHBIX  SI3BIKOBBIX HpMeMOB. AHanm3upyss IIyOJIW4HBle BBICTYIUIEHWS
IIOJINTUKOB VI TIPe3VIEeHTOB, s COOMparoch MCCiIenoBaTh, KaK TOCydapCTBEHHBIE
cIyXalye OpMUPYIOT OOIlleCTBeHHOe MHeHMe C IIOMOIIBI0 PUTOPUYECKUX U

JIVHTBUCTUYECKMX CpelcTB B CBOMX peudax. bosiee Toro, B pabore Oymer
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npeficTaBlieHa MHQOpMaIMg O TOM, KaKie CJIOBa, 3HaKV VUIV XKeCTBbI VCIIOJIB3YIOT
IIOJIUTUKI JIJIs MaHUIYISUUM M yoexmaeHus cpoelt ayguTopun. Kak m3BecTHO,
CYLIeCTBYIOT pasHble TUIIbI IOJIUTUKOB C PasJIMYHBIMU CTWIAMM pPe4uM, KOTOphIe
CTpeMsTCd 3aBoeBaThb BHMMaHMWe W Tojloca CBOMX —cCiylnartesnent. JlanHoe
1ccileOBaHVIe IIPOIEeMOHCTPUPYET CpaBHEHME 3TUX Pas3/IMYHBIX CTUIIEN OOIeHMs
C pasHBIMM ayauTopusMu. Takke OyHmeT HOpOBeIeHO CpaBHEHME PpasIMIHBIX
nonnTUKOB 13 KeIprelsctaHa m Opyrvx CTpaH, YTO IIO3BOJIUT BBISIBUTDH Pasiivuus 1
CXOZICTBAa B MX IyOJIMYHBIX BBICTYIUIEHMSIX WIV WMHTEPBBIO B Iepuroj, BBIOOPOB,
KOIZla OHVM MOTYT IIpOIBUraTh ce0s M BJIVATh Ha ayqUTOPUIO, VMCIIOIb3ysl pasHBIe
SI3BIKOBbI€ aCIIeKThI M YUUTHIBAsE MHTEPECHI JIIOIEV.

KiroueBrble cj10Ba:

[TormuTuk, y0anyHas peub, HAeMyTaThl, IIPe3VAeHT, BbIOOPHI, HOIUTIYECKNTL,

SA3BIK, ayOAUTOPVA, CIIYLIAaTeIb, KaHAVIAT, BEICTYIUIEHNE.

Introduction

Political speeches play a big role in society, which helps politicians shape
public opinion thanks to different techniques in speech and behavior. When the
elections start people start thinking about who the best candidate is, and who to
choose. And through all the early performances and campaigning in public
deputies build people’s trust in them, which makes them change their minds and
elect them.

In this study it is important to analyze political discourse based on selected
linguistic tools, in order to know how that aspects in speech of politicians can
influence to the auditory. A lot of similar works has been done before. For example,
“Critical Discourse Analysis of Barack Obama’s 2012 Speeches: Views from
Systematic Functional linguistics and rhetoric”. Specific issues that this study raise
and have not been observed in other literature is analyzing different politicians
from different continents and make comparisons of their speech. And this research
will include not only presidents but deputies also, and new faces. I have chosen this
topic because it is something new for me in my field of study, and it was interesting
to work in this sphere analyzing discourse with help of linguistic tools. It can be
interesting for people who deals with linguistics and politics.

The purpose of this study is to analyze what kind of linguistic tools, gestures
use deputies and presidents in their speech. And define how that very tools can
influence to the audience. Moreover, I believe that people that works in policy
know where to use chosen linguistic tools, or even specific topics and how to use it
to get listeners attention and trust in them. I hypothesize that every politician has
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their own style of performing and speaking in public which can affect to people
shape their idea and opinion about them.

In summary, this study aims to explore how politicians, including presidents
and deputies, use linguistic tools and gestures in their speeches to shape public
opinion and influence their audiences. By analyzing and comparing the rhetorical
and linguistic strategies of politicians from different continents, this research will
provide a broader understanding of the techniques used in political discourse.
Additionally, it will fill a gap in existing literature by including both prominent
leaders and emerging political figures. This work is particularly relevant for those
who are interested in linguistics and politics. Ultimately, the study will contribute
to a deeper understanding of the relationship between language, behavior, and
influence in the realm of political communication.

Research Objectives:

1. Analyze linguistic tools in political language to identify and examine
the linguistic tools, rhetorical strategies and gestures used by politicians, including
presidents and deputies in their public speeches.

2. Compare the speech styles, linguistic strategies and audience-targeting
approaches of politicians from different countries, identifying both similarities and
differences.

3. Evaluate how specific linguistic and behavioral elements in political
discourse influence audience perceptions, trust and decision-making.

Methodology

In this research I used a qualitative research method focusing on the analysis
of political speeches and addresses using selected linguistic tools. A comparative
approach will be adopted to analyze speeches from different politicians like
presidents, deputies. Data will be collected from different sources, also by watching
Tv sources, news, YouTube videos etc. There will be observation of some lectures
where politicians will perform. During their lecturing performance I will be able to
collect information about their speech and which linguistic devices they use in their
speech. So, during the observation there is an opportunity to take notes. Perhaps,
there will be a preparation of different questions to ask from the real politicians to
understand and feel their style of speaking. After that, it will be seen how they can
influence to their audience using the different linguistic tools or maybe even topics.
How they can shape their opinion not only their but mine too. There should be
analysis of techniques and strategies that they use in different public places. So, the
qualitative analysis will be conducted to identify these all things as rhetorical
strategies, techniques, style of speaking etc. And comparative analysis will be
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performed to examine similarities and differences in the use of linguistic tools
through different politicians, even there are possibilities to compare politicians
from different countries. The findings of the analysis will be interpreted in relation
to the research objectives, hypothesis and existing literature on political discourse.
The influence of linguistic devices on audience perception will be discussed,
considering factors such as context, audience demographics and political
ideologies. I think, that questionnaire also may help to analyze, according to
people’s answers. Cause they are the listeners and what and which words affected
them to believe in deputies or presidents.

Results

The results of this study reveal significant insights into how politicians use
linguistic tools and gestures to shape public opinion and influence audience.
Politicians, including presidents and deputies, consistently use persuasive
linguistic tools such as metaphors, repetition, emotional appeals, and storytelling.
These tools are often tailored to specific contexts and audiences, ensuring
maximum impact. For example, presidents use more formal and inclusive
language, while deputies tend to use relatable and conversational styles.

Nonverbal communication: Gestures such as hand movements, facial
expressions, and body posture significantly enhance the effectiveness of political
speeches. These nonverbal cues help convey confidence, sincerity, and connection
with the audience.

Observations indicate that audiences are more likely to trust and support
politicians who use relatable language and address shared concerns. Emotional
appeals, such as referencing national pride or personal anecdotes, have a profound
effect on audience trust and decision-making.

Discussions

The study underscores the powerful role of linguistic tools and nonverbal
communication in shaping political discourse. Politicians strategically employ
rhetorical devices and gestures to connect with audiences and build trust. The
findings support the hypothesis that every politician has a unique style that
influences public perception. This research contributes to the broader
understanding of political discourse by addressing gaps in literature, such as
comparing politicians across continents and including both established and
emerging figures.

Conclusion

This study provides a comprehensive analysis of the linguistic tools, gestures
and rhetorical strategies used by politicians to influence audiences. By comparing
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speeches from different countries and political contexts, it highlights the interplay
between culture, language and persuasion in shaping public opinion. Moreover,
even if we look at it separately every politician has his own strategy and style to
persuade the listener. The findings are valuable for anyone interested in
understanding the political communication. It can be also interesting for linguists
and philologists, who are working with researches about discourse and analysis
with linguistic devices. The research confirms that effective use of linguistic tools
and nonverbal communication like gestures can significantly impact listeners trust
and make decision. This study not only adds to the existing literature but also
offers practical insights for politicians, campaign managers and communication

strategies.
REFERENCES:

1. Fairclough, N. (2013). Critical Discourse Analysis: The Critical Study of
Language. Routledge.

2. Halliday, M.A K., & Matthiessen, CM.ILM. (2014). An Introduction to
Functional Grammar. Routledge.

3. Wodak, R. (2009). The Discourse of Politics in Action: Politics as Usual.
Palgrave Macmillan.

4. van Dijk, T.A. (2008). Discourse and Context: A Sociocognitive
Approach. Cambridge University Press.

5. Charteris-Black, J. (2011). Politicians and Rhetoric: The Persuasive
Power of Metaphor. Palgrave Macmillan.

6. Chilton, P. (2004). Analysing Political Discourse: Theory and Practice.
Routledge.

7. Obama, B. (2012). Selected Speeches 2007-2012. Knopf Doubleday
Publishing Group.

8. YouTube and news media platforms. Various political speeches
analyzed for research purposes.

9. Lakoff, G. (2004). Don’t Think of an Elephant! Know Your Values and
Frame the Debate. Chelsea Green Publishing.

10. Aristotle. (2007). On Rhetoric: A Theory of Civic Discourse. (G. A.
Kennedy, Trans.). Oxford University Press

Publishing centre of Finland 369



