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Abstract. This study investigates the use of language in political speeches by prominent Pakistani
politicians, focusing on how they influence and control public perception. Using Critical Discourse
Analysis (CDA), the research explores the role of language in shaping and reflecting power relations
within society. The study applies Fairclough's three-dimensional model of CDA, which examines
language through text analysis, discursive practice, and social practice. Text analysis looks at specific
language choices, such as vocabulary and metaphors, to understand how these elements are used to
persuade or influence audiences. Discursive practice examines the context in which speeches are
prepared, delivered, and received, considering factors like the speaker's intentions and the audience's
expectations. Social practice connects the language in speeches to the broader social and political
environment, analyzing how these speeches reinforce or challenge existing power structures and

ideologies. By analyzing how politicians discuss topics like nationalism, religion, democracy, and social



issues, the study uncovers patterns that reflect and reinforce the power dynamics within Pakistani
society. Ultimately, the research reveals that language in political speeches is not just a means of
communication but a powerful tool for shaping public opinion and maintaining control over how ideas

are perceived, reflecting deeper ideological currents in the national discourse.
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Introduction

Political speeches are a fundamental aspect of democratic societies, serving as a bridge between
leaders and the public. They not only inform and persuade but also shape the very fabric of political
discourse. In Pakistan, where the political landscape has been marked by periods of military rule,
civilian governance, and a constant struggle for democratic stability, the role of political speeches
becomes even more critical. The country’s complex political history, coupled with its diverse linguistic
and cultural landscape, makes the study of language in political discourse particularly relevant.
Political leaders in Pakistan, like in many other parts of the world, use speeches as a platform to
construct and disseminate their ideologies, rally support, and assert their dominance over the public
sphere (Nawaz, Munir, et al.,, 2024). The power of language in political discourse cannot be
understated. Language is not merely a neutral medium of communication; it is a tool that can be
wielded to manipulate, persuade, and shape public consciousness. In the context of Pakistani politics,
language becomes a vehicle for both asserting authority and challenging it (Ali et al.). The choice of
words, the framing of issues, and the rhetorical strategies employed in political speeches can
influence how the public perceives not only the politicians themselves but also the broader socio-
political issues at play. This makes the analysis of political speeches a valuable lens through which to

examine the dynamics of power, ideology, and resistance within the country.

This study applies Critical Discourse Analysis (CDA) to investigate how Pakistani politicians utilize
linguistic strategies in their speeches to propagate their ideologies, consolidate their power, and
influence public opinion. CDA, as a methodological approach, is particularly well-suited for this task
because it focuses on the ways in which language reflects and sustains power relations in society. It
allows for a detailed examination of how language is used to construct social realities and how these
constructions, in turn, affect the distribution of power ("The Sociolinguistic Landscape of Language
Representation in Pakistani Television Dramas: A Critical Discourse Analysis," 2023). The theoretical
foundation of CDA is grounded in the works of scholars like Norman Fairclough, who developed the
three-dimensional model of CDA. This model analyzes texts on three levels: the linguistic features of
the text itself, the processes involved in producing and consuming the text, and the broader social
context in which the text is situated. In the case of Pakistan, political speeches often serve as a
battleground where different ideologies compete for dominance ("Bridging Linguistic Divides:
Undergraduate Experiences of Code-Switching in English Language Learning Environments in

Pakistan," 2023). These speeches are not just about conveying information; they are about shaping



perceptions, creating narratives, and, ultimately, controlling the direction of public discourse. For
instance, when discussing issues such as nationalism, religion, democracy, and social justice,
politicians carefully select language that aligns with their political goals and resonates with their target
audience (Nawaz, Nisa, et al., 2024). The invocation of religious symbolism, the appeal to national
identity, and the framing of democracy as a moral imperative are all strategies used to strengthen the

speaker’s position and marginalize opposing views.

This study seeks to uncover the underlying power structures embedded in the language of political
speeches in Pakistan. By analyzing speeches from key political figures across different political eras,
the research will identify the linguistic patterns and rhetorical strategies that are used to construct and
reinforce these power structures. The analysis will focus on how language is employed to legitimize
authority, mobilize support, and shape the national narrative. Additionally, the study will explore the
ways in which language is used to resist and challenge these power structures, offering insights into
the dynamics of political opposition in Pakistan. The significance of this research lies in its potential to
contribute to a deeper understanding of the role of language in political processes. In a country where
political instability and social divisions are pervasive, understanding how language is used to influence
public opinion and maintain power is crucial. By revealing the linguistic mechanisms at work in
political speeches, this study aims to shed light on the broader issues of power, ideology, and
resistance in Pakistani society. Moreover, the findings of this research may have implications for other
contexts, offering insights into the ways in which language operates as a tool of political power in

diverse settings.

Research Questions:

1. How do Pakistani politicians use language to shape ideologies and exert influence?

2. What linguistic strategies are employed to manipulate public opinion in political discourse?
3. How does language in political speeches reflect power dynamics in Pakistan?

Literature Review

1. Critical Discourse Analysis (CDA)

Critical Discourse Analysis (CDA) has emerged as a vital methodological approach in the study of
language, power, and ideology, offering a comprehensive framework for examining how discourse
shapes and is shaped by social structures (KWEKOWE, 2024). As a multidisciplinary approach, CDA
is rooted in the belief that language is not a neutral medium but a social practice that both reflects
and constructs the realities of power relations in society. According to Norman Fairclough (1992),
discourse plays a pivotal role in the construction and reproduction of social reality. Fairclough's three-
dimensional model, which examines discourse as text, discursive practice, and social practice, is
central to understanding how language functions within power dynamics. Fairclough’s work
underscores the importance of analyzing not just the content of discourse, but also the processes of
production, dissemination, and interpretation of texts. This approach allows researchers to uncover

the ways in which discourse contributes to the perpetuation of existing social structures, particularly



those related to power and inequality (Ponet et al., 2024). Discourse, in this sense, becomes a tool for

both constructing and challenging social norms, ideologies, and power relations.

Teun A. van Dijk (1993) further expands on this by highlighting the role of language in perpetuating
power inequalities. Van Dijk’s socio-cognitive approach to CDA emphasizes the mental models and
cognitive structures that underpin discourse (Pham, 2024). He argues that these cognitive processes
are crucial in the reproduction of social dominance, as they shape the way individuals and groups
understand and interact with the world. By analyzing discourse, CDA aims to reveal the hidden
ideologies that sustain power relations, making it possible to challenge and transform these
structures. CDA has been applied to various forms of discourse, including media, education, and
politics, to reveal the underlying power dynamics at play. In the context of political discourse, CDA is
particularly useful for examining how language is used to legitimize authority, construct political
identities, and influence public opinion (AliAkbar, 2024). By focusing on the linguistic strategies
employed by politicians, CDA provides a critical lens through which to explore the complex interplay

between language, power, and ideology in political contexts.
2. Political Discourse in Pakistan

The political landscape of Pakistan is characterized by a history of frequent power shifts, complex civil-
military relations, and deep-rooted social and ethnic divides (Naz et al., 2024). Since its inception,
Pakistan has experienced periods of military rule, civilian governance, and a continuous struggle for
democratic stability. These dynamics have significantly influenced the nature of political discourse in
the country, shaping the way politicians communicate with the public and the strategies they employ
to maintain or challenge power (Shvelidze et al., 2024). In Pakistan, political discourse is often marked
by the use of populist rhetoric, where politicians appeal to the emotions and sentiments of the masses
to garner support. Nationalism, religion, and security concerns are frequently invoked as powerful
tools to unite the public and legitimize political agendas. For instance, politicians often emphasize
Pakistan’s identity as an Islamic state and its strategic position in regional geopolitics, aligning their

rhetoric with the religious and nationalistic sentiments of the population (Bukhari et al., 2024).

The discourse around nationalism and religion is further complicated by Pakistan's internal socio-
political challenges, such as corruption, democratic struggles, and the influence of international
alliances. Over the years, political speeches in Pakistan have addressed these issues, often framing
them in ways that resonate with the public's concerns. For example, the fight against corruption has
been a recurring theme in political discourse, with politicians positioning themselves as champions of
transparency and accountability. The intersection of civil-military relations in Pakistan adds another
layer of complexity to political discourse. The military has historically played a significant role in the
country's politics, and this influence is often reflected in the language used by politicians. The rhetoric
of security, national sovereignty, and military strength frequently permeates political speeches,
particularly in times of crisis or when addressing issues related to foreign policy and internal security
(Bukhari et al., 2024).



3. Power and Ideology in Language

The concept of power in discourse, as articulated by Fairclough (2001), is central to understanding
how language functions in political settings. Power in discourse is often invisible yet pervasive, subtly
embedded within the linguistic choices made by speakers (Qin, 2024). In political contexts, where the
stakes are high and the audience is diverse, the use of language becomes a strategic tool for
influencing public opinion, shaping ideologies, and maintaining or challenging power structures. One
of the key strategies politicians use to wield power through language is framing—the process of
defining and presenting an issue in a way that influences how it is perceived by the audience. By
framing issues in particular ways, politicians can direct the public's attention to specific aspects of a
problem while downplaying or ignoring others. This selective emphasis helps shape the narrative and
guides the interpretation of events in a manner that aligns with the politician’s objectives (Alkaabi,
2024).

Euphemisms and metaphors are also commonly used linguistic strategies in political discourse.
Euphemisms allow politicians to present potentially controversial or negative information in a more
palatable way, thereby minimizing backlash or resistance (Samoskaité, 2011). For example, terms like
"collateral damage" or "enhanced interrogation" are euphemistic ways to describe civilian casualties
or torture, respectively, softening the harsh realities they represent. Metaphors, on the other hand,
enable politicians to draw comparisons that can simplify complex issues or evoke strong emotions,

thereby making their arguments more persuasive.

Repetition is another powerful rhetorical tool in political discourse. By repeating key phrases or
slogans, politicians can reinforce their message and ensure it resonates with their audience (Azizullah
& Fatemeh, 2017). This technique not only helps solidify the speaker’s position but also aids in
embedding the associated ideology within the public consciousness. The ideology embedded in
political speeches often reflects the speaker’s political goals and their vision for society. Whether overt
or covert, these ideologies serve to maintain or challenge existing power structures. For instance, a
politician advocating for democratic reform might use language that emphasizes freedom, equality,
and justice, challenging authoritarian or corrupt practices. Conversely, a politician seeking to maintain
the status quo might use language that emphasizes stability, tradition, and national security, appealing

to the public’s desire for continuity and safety.

In sum, the interplay between power and ideology in political discourse is intricate and multifaceted.
By analyzing the linguistic strategies used by politicians, scholars can gain insights into how language
operates as a tool of power, influencing not only public opinion but also the broader socio-political
landscape (Wodak & Forchtner, 2018).



Methodology
1. Data Collection
Source of Data:

o The study focuses on speeches from prominent Pakistani politicians. These include figures such
as Prime Ministers, opposition leaders, and other key political personalities. These individuals play
crucial roles in shaping public opinion and national policy, making their speeches rich sources for

discourse analysis.
Selection of Speeches

o The speeches chosen span significant political events and national addresses over the last
decade. This time frame allows for a comprehensive analysis of how political discourse has evolved in

response to changing social, economic, and political contexts in Pakistan.

o Major political events, such as elections, crises, or national celebrations, are particularly important
as they often prompt politicians to deliver speeches that are intended to resonate deeply with the

public.
Rationale

o By focusing on speeches from this specific period and by these key figures, the study aims to
capture the most influential and impactful instances of political discourse. The data selected provides
a representative sample of how political leaders communicate with the masses and seek to shape

public perception.
2. Analytical Framework

e The analysis is grounded in Norman Fairclough’s three-dimensional model of Critical Discourse
Analysis (CDA). This model is well-suited for understanding how language functions in relation to

power, ideology, and social change, particularly in political contexts.
e Textual Analysis

o Focus: This dimension involves a close examination of the language used in the selected

speeches. It looks at the specific words, phrases, and linguistic structures employed by politicians.
o Aspects Analyzed

= Vocabulary: The choice of words, including the use of loaded or emotive terms, can reveal
underlying intentions and ideological positions. For example, words like "freedom," "threat," or

"unity" might be used strategically to evoke specific emotions or ideas.

= Grammar: Sentence structure, use of passive voice, and tense can also contribute to how
messages are conveyed. For instance, passive constructions might be used to obscure agency or

responsibility in political discourse.



= Metaphors: Politicians often use metaphors to frame complex ideas in more relatable terms. For
example, describing the nation as a "ship" in troubled waters can evoke a sense of urgency and
collective effort.

= Rhetorical Strategies: These include the use of repetition, rhetorical questions, or appeals to
ethos, pathos, and logos to persuade the audience.

« Discursive Practice

o Focus: This dimension looks at the processes surrounding the production, distribution, and

consumption of the speeches within the political context.
o Aspects Analyzed:

= Production: How the speeches are crafted, including the context in which they are written and
delivered. For example, speeches written during election campaigns may have different
characteristics compared to those delivered during times of crisis.

= Distribution: How the speeches are disseminated to the public, including the role of media, social
media, and other channels. The way speeches are reported or shared can significantly influence their
impact.

=  Consumption: How the audience receives and interprets the speeches. This includes considering
the target audience (e.g., specific demographics or social groups) and how different segments of the
population might respond to the same message.

Social Practice:

o Focus: This dimension connects the discourse with broader socio-political structures and power
dynamics in Pakistan.

o Aspects Analyzed:

= Socio-Political Implications: How the language used in the speeches reflects and reinforces
broader social and political realities. For example, how politicians use language to address or
perpetuate social inequalities, national identity, or political unity.

= Power Dynamics: Examining how the discourse contributes to the maintenance or challenge of
power relations. This includes analyzing how language is used to assert authority, marginalize

opponents, or rally support.

= Ideology in Pakistan: Understanding the role of discourse in propagating specific ideologies,
such as nationalism, religious conservatism, or liberalism. The analysis explores how politicians embed

these ideologies within their speeches to shape public consciousness and influence political behavior.
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Explanation

e The Data Collection section is the foundation of your study, representing the selection of relevant

speeches from key political figures over a significant period.

e The Analytical Framework section, based on Fairclough's model, breaks down into three
interconnected areas of analysis:

o Textual Analysis looks closely at the language within the speeches.

o Discursive Practice examines the processes around how the speeches are created, shared, and
understood.

o Social Practice connects the language used to the broader social and political context, revealing
the deeper implications of the discourse.

Each of these dimensions provides a layer of understanding, allowing the study to explore not just
what is said, but how and why it is said, and what effects it has on the social and political landscape of
Pakistan.

Conclusion

The conclusion of this study highlights how political discourse in Pakistan is deliberately crafted to
manipulate public opinion and reinforce existing power structures. Politicians employ nationalist,
religious, and populist rhetoric to present themselves as true representatives of the people's will while
strategically deflecting criticism and minimizing opposition. This language use is not merely about
communication but serves as a potent tool to sustain and consolidate power within the complex
ideological landscape of Pakistan. Through these rhetorical strategies, political figures can influence
public perception, navigate ideological battles, and maintain their dominance. The study thus reveals
that political discourse in Pakistan is deeply intertwined with broader struggles for power, where

language becomes a means of both manipulation and control.



References

Ali, S. Z., Umair, M., Munir, H., Anwar, B., lkhtiar, A., un Nisa, Z., & Nawaz, M. H. (n.d.). A critical

discourse analysis of PM Imran Khan interview with foreign broadcasters.

AliAkbar, S. F. (2024). Linguistic investigation of (de) legitimization strategies used in news

topics. International Journal of Linguistics, Literature and Translation, 7(9), 79-87.
Alkaabi, N. M. (2024). Socio-political aspects in framing narratives of conflict. University of Leicester.

Azizullah, M., & Fatemeh, S. (2017). Exploring rhetorical-discursive practices of Rouhani’s presidential
campaign and victory of his prudence-and-hope key: A discourse of persuasion. Russian Journal of
Linguistics, 21(1), 161-182.

Bridging linguistic divides: Undergraduate experiences of code-switching in English language
learning environments in Pakistan. (2023). Pakistan Languages and Humanities Review,
7(IV). https://doi.org/10.47205/plhr.2023(7-1V)57

Bukhari, S. R. H., Khan, A. U., & Haq, I. U. (2024). Identity politics and regional dynamics: The OIC as a

nexus of Muslim unity and diversity. Pakistan Social Sciences Review, 8(1), 208-215.

Kwekowe, U. P. (2024). Interrogating the place of context in discourse analysis: A critical discourse

analysis of language use and power dynamics. EBSU Journal of Social Sciences and Humanities, 14(4).

Nawaz, M. H., Munir, H., Din, D. U., Sultana, I., lkhtiar, A., & Anwar, B. (2024). Analyzing Imran Khan’s
post-premiership speeches: A critical discourse perspective. International Journal of Literature and
Languages, 4(7), 30-41. https://doi.org/10.37547/ijll/Nolume04lssue07-05

Nawaz, M. H., Nisa, Z., Hameed, S., & Qasim, H. (2024). Honor and subjection with reference to women
representation in society with the use of language. SAUS Journal of Humanities and Social Sciences,
15.

Naz, U., Mashwani, H. F., & Ali, S. (2024). Transformative impact of decentralization and federalism on

democracy in Pakistan. Asian Journal of Academic Research, 5(1), 2.

Pham, T. Q. (2024). A synopsis of the three most influential approaches of critical discourse
analysis. VNU Journal of Foreign Studies, 40(3), 172-181.

Ponet, B., De Clerck, A., Vantieghem, W., Tack, H., & Vanderlinde, R. (2024). Uncovering the role of
teacher educators in the reduction of inequalities in education: A critical discourse analysis. Social
Psychology of Education, 27(3), 859-882.

Qin, L. (2024). Representing ‘native speakers’ on English language teaching (ELT) websites in
China. Université d'Ottawa| University of Ottawa.

Samoskaite, L. (2011). 21st century political euphemisms: Semantic and structural study. [Journal

Name].


https://doi.org/10.47205/plhr.2023(7-IV)57
https://doi.org/10.37547/ijll/Volume04Issue07-05

Shvelidze, L., Karavaieva, T., & Tomchakovska, Y. (2024). The influence of communicative strategies in
social media discourse on the development of communication conflicts. International Journal of
Religion, 5(5), 368-378.

The sociolinguistic landscape of language representation in Pakistani television dramas: A critical
discourse analysis. (2023). Pakistan Languages and Humanities Review,
7(IV). https://doi.org/10.47205/plhr.2023(7-1V)43

Wodak, R., & Forchtner, B. (Eds.). (2018). The Routledge handbook of language and politics.
Routledge.


https://doi.org/10.47205/plhr.2023(7-IV)43

