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ABSTRACT

This article has criticallyanalysed Donald Trumpsmarksat women’'s empowerment panel (Whitehouse) @itical

Discourse Analysis framework. The aim is to expthee speech, by drawing on Speech Acts Theory peapby Austin
(1962), Searle’s taxonomy (1969), Leech’s (1983ljtétmss Principle, Grice’s (1989) Conversationalireiple and

Levinson’s and Brown’s (1987) Face Threatening AEtBAS) to unveil and get more insight into Trumefaotions and
attitudes towards the American women and the kingoticy he wants to implement for their empowernm&he results
have revealed that most of the Gricean principles r@spected whereas the Politeness principle etheand Levinson
and Brown’' FTAs are partly observed. Further, theegonderance of representative (39.78%) and exjwesacts

(35.22%) shows that Donald Trump simply wants touchvent the American women folk to earn much rfeoree amidst
them. The low occurrence of commissive (17.59%) darective (7.7%) acts which normally denote timplementation of
concrete acts to achieve one’s goals and objectidissloses that the President does not verilyndtéo empower the

women as being suggested in the monologue.

KEYWORDS:Women Empowerment, lllocutionary Forces, Politibédcourse, Speech Act Theory, Politeness, Critical
Discourse Analysis

Article History
Received15 Oct 202( Revised15 Nov 202( Accepted25 Nov 2020

INTRODUCTION

Political speech constitutes one of the primaryickssemployed by politicians to persuade the etatto establish their
hegemony, manipulate and dominate people andutistis. It is also about practical argumentatios.,, i‘argumentation
for or against particular way of acting” (Faircldugnd Fairclough, 2010: 1). Scholars from such rdwedomains as
political science, anthropology, sociology, psydyy, semantics, stylistics, sociolinguistics, disse analysis, and

critical discourse analysis have profusely reliadolitical speeches to characterise and evalugiticpl figures.

This article, in the framework of pragmatics andti€al Discourse Analysis, explores the relatiopshetween
what is said (locutionary acts) in political diseses and the intended meanings or attitudes gidtitcians (illocutionary
acts) in their attempt to sharpen and orient péspiews and attitudes towards their political stgaes. More specifically,
this paper seeks to contribute to Critical Disceufgmalysis, which attempts to “emphasise the neednterdisciplinary
work in order to gain a proper understanding of Hamguage functions in construing knowledge, inadiging social
institutions or in exercising power” (Wodak and Mey2009:7) by focusing on speech acts and tHegutionary forces

produced by trump in his remarks at the women’se@mgoment panel (2017).
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68 Albert OmoEgKOUKPOSSI

Despite the fact that America is not well rankeddsinthe countries which promote gender equality aomen
empowerment (Cardin, 2018) as it is required byUhein the Sustainable Development Goals- goal remab, Donald
Trump has delivered a speech on women empowermerthea policies that his administration is intentieimplemented

during his term of office.

In fact, the marginalization of women in most ofiifical, cultural, economic, military, social, rglous affairs
and the sexual discrimination globally observedhany of the world countries have become so alarraimdycritical to the
extent that certain organizations with the initiatof defending women start implementing divers@asnees to accomplish
their objectives. In this perspective, many promingolitical figures are operating to empower aaihforce the women
status in the global affairs. Donald Trump has &&n this initiative wherein he dedicates a sgespeech with the sole

target of invigorating women.

This study provides a rationale for using Speech Rweory as the basis for a Critical Discourse Asial of
political speeches by describing and analysing ezfciirump’s utterances in relation to their illoicutary forces to
decipher the double entendre that might be in pleesh as there is often a difference between ddlg#gyrand what is said

in Trump’s declarations and speeches.
SUMMARY OF THE SPEECH.

Thespeechunder study is a monologue made by Ddmafdp at women’s empowerment panel (2017) in whietintends
to empower American women. He starts this addresicdted to women'’s reinforcement by praising, lagdand
vaunting their exploits and achievements. He thepperts his view by giving some examples of somenews
achievements and their will to reach men’s standstoreover, he makes somepronouncements wherewittommits
himself to the implementation of some further awsiovhereby he envisages empowering the Americanemohktie assures
the women that his administration will contributéoaito value the American women and work laborigis elevate them
to a higher position placing them to the same leagemen. In this speech, Donald Trump shows a gesatect for his
audience particularly those to whom the speechdisessed to. However, Donald Trump makes certdararices that

devalue the face of his interlocutors.
THEORETICAL FRAMEWORK

As said previously, political speech has been aggived by a great deal of scholars from diverse dwn&egarding the
current study, it is from the domain of pragmatteat the exploration of Trump’s speech on women@mgsment is done,

taking into account the aspects of speech act alitgipess.

In the area of Discourse Analysis, Austin (1962) &earl (1969) developed prominent ideas about héyapens
when people use language as a means of exchanggmaimly argued that language is used to do thilger than just
refer to the truth or falseness of particular stegets (Paltridge, 2012: 40). In other words, onedsao grasp the context
in which words are used before getting into thetual meaning. In this perspective, Pragmatichiésarea of linguistics
which offersinsights in how people use languageantext. We can therefore define Pragmatics, falgwPaltridge
(ibid.) as “the study of meaning in relation to tbentext in which a person speaking or writing.h& the meaning
expressed by a sentence is beyond the fusion gfiiitic-combined toolkits, pragmatics appears tothie linguistic

subfield which helps to highlight the intent of tinessage expressed by the speaker.
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On a theoretical consideration, Pragmatics incloday concepts such as Speech Act Theory, politeaeds
face, cooperative principle, conversational imglica and many other linguistic toolkits availabte the speaker using
language in context. The focus in this study iseemily on speech act theory and politeness asuiated by Austin
(1962), Searl (1969) Leech (1983), and Levinson &mdwn (1987). Austin (1962) irHow to do Things with
Wordsdentified three aspects of everything we say:dleation, which stands for the actual words weryttge illocution,
which is the intention in uttering the words, ahd perlocution, which is the effect that these wdrdve on the thoughts
or action of the hearer. Searl (1969) brushed ugtiAls approach into five main categories of illdonary acts on which

this paper on Trump’s speech draws on. These are:
Representatives

Representative speech acts are speech acts in thieicpeaker undertakes to represent a stateadfsaff hey are the acts
that make words fit the world. They commit the d@gao the veracity of some utterances. These deckpeech function
such as stating, claiming, concluding, predictingpothesizing, swearing, suggestion, etc. For mt&athe sentence “It

hardly rains in the desert” expresses the speakelisf about the frequency or quantity of rainttfadls in the desert.
Expressives

These are illocutionary acts in which the speak@ression his/her state of mind or psychologicsituate towards a

situation by congratulating, thanking, condolingleoming, greeting, etc.
Commissives

They are illocutionary acts through which a speat@nmits himself/herself to some future actionsamples of these

include promising, threatening, vowing, offerintg.e
Directives

Directive speech acts are illocutionary acts throwhich the speaker attempts to get the hearen sothething. Examples

of these include requesting, commanding, invitonggstioning, urging, etc.
Declaratives Acts

These speech acts operate a change in the sta#aot they refer to, such as blessing, firingesting, marrying,
baptizing, etc.

LITERATURE REVIEW

The current work is an attempt to penetrate theninof the speech dedicated to the empowermenbafem by drawing
on some pragmatic toolkits. In order to demystifg tontent of political speeches or checking whetifet is said is in
line with reality, many scholars from various fieldave approached the issue according to theiragigmis and objectives.

This section reviews some of these scholarship&adislly those whose theoretical bases are on @tgsn

Ayeomoni and Akinkuolere (2012) conduct a pragmatialysis of the victory and inaugural speecheghef
Nigerian former and late President Umaru Musa Ydua by using Austin’s (1962) Speech Acts Theory Sedrle’s
(1969) taxonomy. They aim to determine the glolatgrn of pragmatic moves of the selected politsgdeches. Their
results reveal that the President relies more ervithdictives and directives to assert his authiaitd exercise his power

as a president through the preponderance of assauts.
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In line with the preceding work, Okafor Virginia camlabi Taofeek (2017) analyse circumstances of hat
speeches made by political actors during the 2Gdrtei@l election campaigns in Nigeria. Their findirghow that the
campaign speeches made prior to the 2015 genegeticals in Nigeria serve as weapons of intimidatiblackmail,
incitement and coercion and thus generate an atmospf fear and anxiety throughout the countrysiBg on these
findings, they suggest enlightenment programs ent¢hets of democracy and good governance foitakkos to protect

Nigeria’s nascent democracy.

Similarly, Akintowu (2013) carries out a signifiaan study of the Acceptance of Nomination Speeclé&shaef
Obafemi Awolowo and Chief M.K.O Abiola using themsa framework of Pragmaticsas elaborated by Audi#62) and
Searle (1969). His study pointsout that the acecet@f nomination speeches is characterized bguitionary acts that are
used to achieve persuasion. He notifies in hisliesiie predominance of assertive, expressive anthissive acts that
chiefly employed in mobilization strategies, pripaily in political campaigns, wherein politiciansg ttheir utmost to

persuade their electorate to win elections.

Further, Koussouhon and Dadjo (2016) focus on Aisst{1962) Speech Acts Theory to conduct a critavad
comparative analysis of political speeches of Cesicemn and Acceptance delivered respectively byidkas Goodluck
Jonathan and President Muhammadu Buhari. In thigaleg they reveal that the unity, stability, aptbgress of Nigeria
depend on President Jonathan, who is very attaithpdace, democracy and magnanimity. They furthewshow both

Jonathan and Buhari have committed themselvesrig @ the law and peace.

Still in the same framework, Koutchadé (2017) s¢it Searle’s (1969) taxonomy to analyse Buhari'drégs at
the 7£' Session of the UN General Assembly. He unveilsisnfindings the preponderance of representatigetitionary
acts which reveals the expression of Buhari's pslatiical state regarding the theme of the asseiabdlythe priorities of
the country. In this case, he concludes that spaetshconstitute a controlling device that fadiéisathe comprehension of

the political message delivered by the Nigeriarsiolent.

The Austin’s (1962) theory has also served asdhbedation for a political discourse analysis inv&#f(2015).1n
a paper entitled Speech “Acts in Political Speethgafwat (2015) conducts a study wherein he ingagts the role of
Linguistics in the communication and interpretatodrintentions in John Kerry’s presidential campa{g014) and George
Bush’s inaugural address (2001) since both havesdhge purposes as pieces of discourse with spedéts. The study
reveals through his results that John Kerry hasnaitted himself to some future actions by the exienase of
commissive acts, whereas Bush uses more assepiezls acts that can enhance the effect of thetedsaroposition.
Thus, the preponderance of commissive, assertidedanctive acts in the speeches displays thapdiiicians simply

intend to mobilize, convince and persuade thertelate.

In the same perspective, Josiah (2012) exploitgmatic toolkits to analyse the Inaugural Addressboth
Nigerian and American Presidents Goodluck JonadmahBarack Obama. He bases the theoretical fourmdafithe study
on Searle’s taxonomy of illocutionary act and Rwlégss Principle of Face Acts according to Yule®9@) contribution.

His data analysis demonstrates the similitude iegjisietween both speeches regardless of theiigadlitleologies.

Finally, other scholars, besides the ones mentiahede, have conducted the same pragmatic analfysertain
speeches by the utilization of pragmatic toolkAsnongst others are: Kuntsi (2012), Pariera (206&dayat (2018),
Baktir (2012), Pearson (1985), Hayder (2013).
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the inquisitive analysis of political speeches.

DATA ANALYSIS

The analysis consists in identifying each utteraihmeution) with its illocutionary force using S&ataxonomy on the one
hand, and exploring the degree of politeness displan the text as a whole on the other. So, fife@nt speech acts
such as representatives, expressives, commissivestives and declarative are searched througiheutext, counted and
tabulated. The percentages of occurrence of egmh @y speech act is also calculated so as to ge¢ meight into the

pragmatic contribution of each utterance made byAmerican President in his endeavour to presemsdif as a defender

of women causes.

Exploration of Speech Acts in the Speech

Representative Acts

The following locutions are identified as having thlocutionary forces of representatives. They iardact utterances
whereby the President asserts and justifies higigos about women and their status in the modemmeAcan society.

They include suggesting, asserting, stating, hygsiting, predicting, etc. as presented as follows.

When we mull over the above linguists’ works, walie that pragmatics remains an efficient lingaidevice in

Table 1
: lllocutionary | lllocutionary
No Locutions Acts Forces
1 | So many young faces that represent the futukeadfership in our country. predicting R
So as you know, Melania is a very highly accomg@divoman and an .
2 | asserting R
inspiration to so many.
3 | And she is doing some great job. asserting
In fact | shouldn’t say this but her poll numbersnithrough the roof last .
4 week. stating R
5 | My Cabinet is full of really incredible women tis. asserting R
6 | She’'s done incredible job in business, by the.way asserting R
7 | She’s doing fantastically well. asserting R
8 | Elaine Chao our Secretary of Transportation, wheal expert. asserting R
9 | That's a real expertise, and she is doing inbtgdi asserting R
She would have been here, but she’s celebrating@hanniversary of the .
10 : . stating R
Department of Transportation right now as we speak.
11 | And so many others are announcing tremendousershof job. stating R
12 | They are not leaving our country anymore, job. tatirgy R
13 | They are not leaving; they are staying and #veybuilding right here. asserting R
14 Sp we really have'z thege incredible strong and déslicleaders, and they're asserting R
with me and they’re with us.
This week, as we conclude Women'’s History Month,heaourgreat .
15 : ; stating R
women of American history.
Since the very beginning women have driven anddnmreach generation of .
16 . asserting R
Americans toward a more free and a more prospduuie.
17 | Among these patriots are women like the leggndaigail Adams. asserting R
18 | She was very much a pioneer in that way. asserti R
We've been blessed with courageous heroes likeétdrubman, who
19 | escaped slavery and went on to deliver hundredshefs to freedom, first | confirming R
on the Underground Railroad, and then as a spghélnion Army.
20 | She was very, very, courageous, believe me. rtagpe R
21 | And that's what happening more and more. asgerti R
22 | Tough competition out there, | want to tell you. asserting R
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Table 1: Contd.,
From the untamed frontiers of the Western PlairthéoSkyscrapers of

23 | Manhattan, American women in every generation Isaavn extraordinary| confirming R
grit, courage and devotion.
24 | Our present generation stands on the shouldénsge titans. asserting R
25 | That's what we want. suggesting R
26 | Earlier this year, | met with a remarkable grofifeaders. stating R
27 | They were women entrepreneurs from all acrassalintry. stating R
o8 They started their business from absolutely nothémgl today have grown stating R
them into success enterprises that employ hundriepisople.
29 | So, as a man, | stand before you as a President. stating R
30 | One of the business owners | met, Lisa Philliged to be homeless. stating R
31 She now is owner of an event-planning company,shredtrains homeless .
) . o stating R
youth in Baltimore for good playing jobs.
32 | Lisa had a message for all of us. stating R
33 | And she means it, and she’s become very suctessf asserting R
34 | In fact Melania said this is something | had josbe at. stating R
35 | You have a big advantage over us. stating R

Expressive Acts

The following speech actsare the expression of ghgchological state of Trump while speaking abowmen

empowerment.
Table 2
No. Locutions lllocutionary Acts | lllocutionary Forces
1 | Thank you very much. thanking E
2 | What an amazing audience this is! appraising E
3 | Any way | appreciate it very much. appraising E
4 | She’s done an incredible job in business, bynthg. congratulating E
5 | So | want to thank you, Pam. thanking E
6 | Thank you. thanking E
7 | And | want thank Ford. thanking E
8 | And I'm very happy about it. expressing attitude E
9 grr:)du:awant thank as being representative, very ma€bur thanking E
10 | Thank you all very much. thanking E
11 | Thank you. thanking E
12 And I'm proud that the White House and our Admirason is praising E
filled with so many women of such incredible talent
13 | I'm shocked that you've heard of her. expressittigude E
14 | Thank you. thanking E
15 | Thank you everybody. thanking E
16 | Thank you. thanking E
17 | It's been a lot of fun. expressing attitude E
18 | Butif | weren't, | wouldn’t be happy to heaatrstatement. attitude E
That would be a very scary statement to me bedhese’s no -
19 . appraising E
way we can compete with you.
20 | So | would not be happy. expressing attitude E
21 | Just wouldn't be happy. expressing attitude E
That's what | want for each and every one, and eachevery I
22 wishing E
one of our daughters and our granddaughters.
And we want a country that celebrates family, tedebrates
23 | community, and that celebrates a safe and lovimgenfor every | wishing E
child---every child.
24 | Lisa is right. appraising E
25 | I want to thank you very much for being here. antking E
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Table 2: Contd.,

26 | Itis my great honour, | will tell you to be ber expressing attitude E
| want every young person in audience today, andhirzg from

27 | home and they're all over the place, those canamasll over to | wishing E
know that the future belongs to you.

28 | She feels so strongly about it. appraising E

29 | So thank you, God bless you, and God bless Awmeri ::)hrz?sl?lnngg and E

30 | Thank you very much. thanking E

31 | Thank you. thanking E

Commissive Acts

73

In these acts, Trump commits him/herself to somarduactions including promising, offering, unde&itg, guaranteeing, etc.

Table 3
No. Locutions lllocutionary | lllocutionary
Acts Forces
1 | But she said | really wanted to be Secretaryrah$portation. promising C
5 And we're going to work on infrastructure and wegang to put up one of romisin c
the big and great infrastructure bills of all time. b 9
We're going to get our infrastructure fixed in @auntry, and we’re going to L
rebuild our country and that is what we need. promising C
4 | | want to tell you. promising C
Only by enlisting the poll potential of women inr@ociety we will be truly :
able to---you have heard this expression beforeendakerica great again. guaranteeing C
6 My administration will work every day, to ensuratlour economy is a plage uaranteein C
where women can work, succeed, and thrive like nbgéore. 9 9
7 | In fact Melania said this something | just havée¢ at. commitment C
We want every daughter in America to grow up iroargry where she can
8 | believe in herself, believe in her future, anddallher heart and realize her| promising C
dream.
9 And we want a country that celebrates family, deébrates community, and romisin C
that celebrates a safe and loving home for eveitgl.ch P 9
10 | That's what we want. promising C
11 | But we have to fight to ensure that more pebplee the chance to succeed. volunteering C
12 To do thgt, we must believe in each other, and wst mhare to dregm of a promising C
better, brighter, and more prosperous future dfuglire of all our citizens.
13 | That's what we have to do. promising C
14 | And | know, together we will get there. guaraieg C
15 | We are Americans, and we will not stop untilaehieved our dreams. guaranteeing C
Directive Acts
In this speech act, the speaker attempts to hanemae do something.
Table 4
No. Locutions lllocutionary lllocutionary
Acts Forces
1 | She has to give us the secret, Mike, right? rSinoe D
2 | And we didn’t get that one from Madison Avenught? guestioning D
3 | You know why? guestioning D
4 | There’s a lot of truth to that, Mike, right? gtiesing D
Just think of what our country could achieve if wdeashed the power of _ ..
5 . ; inviting D
women entrepreneurs nationwide.
6 | Think of that. inviting D
7 | It's my great honour, | will tell you, to be here Ordering D
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Table 5: Statistic Table of lllocutionary Forces

lllocutionary Forces | Numbers | Percentages
Representatives (R) 35 39.78
Expressives (E) 31 35.22
Commissives (C) 15 17.04
Directives (D) 7 7.96
Total 88 100

Table 5 displays the statistics of distributiortloé different speech acts as they occur in the fogne to really
fulfil Trump’s intentions about women empowermehiere is in fact an inconsistent distribution of $peech acts with
their illocutionary forces as elaborated by Seét@69). The number of representative speech adtsispeech is thirty-
five (35) and the proportion of representativethm total speech acts is 39.78 %. The number akssjve speech acts is
thirty-one (31) and the proportion of expressiveesgh acts to the total speech acts is 35.22%. Gimbers of commissive
speech acts and directive speech acts are resggdifteen (15) and seven (07) and their propaidido the total speech
acts in the speech are 17.04 and 6.96, respecti@aig can notice that the representative speechaant expressive
speech acts are preponderant than any other spetcn the speech. Thisdominance denotes thati®dmamp is more
preoccupied with the expression of his politicaatbgy and emotions towards the American women timabementing
concrete and tangible actions to ameliorate theiascand political status. The low occurrence ofmeoaissive acts
(17.04%) followed by directive acts (7.96%) corrodies the above viewpoint that stipulates thatead action is really

taken to fulfil the content of the speech. In ttése, the speech is meretricious, distant fromgbaeirstworthy.
Exploration of Politeness Principle in the Speech

Politeness principleconstitutes one of the cerferatures of human interactive communication. Poégs concerns the
expression of courtesy, moral behaviour and humasitipn. It relates to the appropriate exploitatioihlanguage in
conformity with socio-cultural norms. Politeness aften governed by customs, social norm, cultunadl anutual

relationship among different people.

Whenever a conversation takes place, there is ecatipe principle existing between the speaker hearer
which is also completed by politeness principlei¢&r1989). This principle creates a mutual unéeding between the
speaker and hearer. It involves four distinct maxithe maxim of quantity (the speaker must makééiscontribution as
informative as required), quality (the speaker nhesttrue), of relevance (the speaker’s informatiaust be relevant or

relative) and manner (here, the speaker shouldascurity, ambiguity or disorderliness).

In addition to the Gricean principle, the linguistech (1993) has also introduced other politenesgiple in
which he clarifies six maxims that deal with thexmaization and minimization of the praise of thesaker or hearer.
They are the tact maxim (minimizing cost to othed anaximizing benefit to other), generosity maximir(imizing benefit
to self and maximizing benefit to the hearer), apption maxim (minimizing dispraise of other andximazing praise of
other), modesty maxim (minimization of praise df smd maximization of dispraise of self), agreetm@axim (maximize
agreement between self and other people and mimgnidisagreement between self and other), sympathyim

(minimizing antipathy between self and other).

Drawing on the above tools, we explore the polissnerinciple adopted in the speech.Suffice it tp that the
speech is designed to empower American women alpdthem fulfil their dreams. Trump has used a cosatonal

language in the speech to deliver his political sage to his fellow citizens. He commences his $pbgshowing respect
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to his listeners and respecting thieiceand this polite behaviour is expressed byekgressive actrhank you very much,
what an amazing audience this is!” He vaunts dhetexploits of the American women and their achieents. He does
not debase or undermine them in his speech butitdsiand compliments them whereas he dispraisemémefolk
including himself. In this case, it is worth notitigat Trump has invested some noble efforts to leequies, modest,
humble, straightforward and considerate with hidi@nce which involves people with diverse culturatkgrounds. These
features adopted by Trump in his speech are inepedonsonant with the core meaning of the conoéptoliteness
principle. These attitudes reveal the respect ithatccorded to Leech’s maxims especially the maxafapprobation
(minimizing dispraise of other and maximizing peaisf other) and modesty (minimizing praise of salfl maximizing
praise of other) and to the Gricean conversatipnakiple. Trump seems to be outspoken and hanesiisaddress by
really telling the audience what women have bedngdand realizing in different domains. This atfitducomplies with the
maxims of quantity and relevance which require eetipely the speaker to be informative and relewant purport to the
purpose of the exchange. His mention of certain eorauch as Linda McMahon, Nikki Haley, Pam Bondariiét
Tubman, and Susan B. Anthony whom he has qual#iéat in his speech really shows that the aboveimsuvare highly
respected. Moreover, the other remaining two ase abserved and not flouted in the speech. Whemuwilé over the
speech, we realize that Trump does not prattldadotder a lot but he seems brief and concise irspleech as compared to
other presidents’ speeches. He uses a very pldisiample language that is comprehensible to evergom avoids turgid,
complicated, incongruous and ambiguous languagdaiSehe utterances he makes concerning womernttaidexploits
are verifiable because these women are currentiynggin the cabinet, administration and in goveemtn This behaviour
reveals the maxims of manner and quality. His atiee “And to be honest, whether you're a woman leetther you're a

man, you have that same dream: you want to alidestam” corroborates the presence of the maxim alitgu

However, a close reading analysis of some uttesanwde by Trump tend not to comply with the maxand
therefore threaten and devalue the face of hissagdi These utterances do not take into accoustalgs or backgrounds
of his listeners. In other words, tifi@ce of the audience is threatened and not considerecelation to Leech’s (1993)
maxims, the modesty one which consists of the nigdtion of praise of self and maximization of thaipe of other is
flouted in and not observed in some utterancel@tpeech. This violation is distinctly expressedis utterances “So as
a man, | stand before you as a President”. Herenakes a clear distinction between himself, theiena# and the
womenfolk. When we ponder over the statement,sitilte that it is a self-praising and self-exhilgtisentence revealing
the hegemonic position and the status of the Reasidn this case, we can posit that certain reguimts of Leech’s

maxims are flouted.
DISCUSSION

In this monologue, the President talks at lengthualthe different achievements made by the womkrdspecially the
American women. He celebrates the record-breakersng them, eulogizes and pays tribute to their rkatde
achievements and jobs completed. In this contextbégins his women encouraging speech by thankiagptiblic,

particularly the women’s panel.

Further, Donald Trump expresses his psychologiedé sand desires in various ways by using diffelieguistic
strategies. For instance, the utilization of thelaxatory sentence “what an amazing audience sHiglenotes a speech
act of praising and compliment, which further rdgehow jovial, cheerful and jubilant he is with hi®mpatriots

especially the women due to their realizations. Hiterance “And I'm so proud that the White Housad eaour
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Administration is filled with so many women of sudtcredible talent” shows the love Donald Trump Has the
American women otherwise he could have enacted strategies to exclude or discourage them frormdlthe White

House and the Administration.

In this perspective, he has promised to empowewtiaen by rendering America a place where womerheae
opportunities to fulfil their dreams. His utteranc®ly administration will work every day to ensufet our economy is a
place where women can work, succeed, and thriveriver before. That includes fighting to make dhe¢ all mothers
and all families have access to affordable chilce’tahaving the illocutionary force of commissivpegch act, really

display that he is committed to empower them.

However, the speech remains questionable and c@mfial as compared to the situation de facto ef th
American women. This implies that the language usecbnstruct and deliver the speech is a sheétigablone which
embodies equivocality, ambiguity and double entergheventing the rank-and-file from really discaghithe content of
the message. When we revert to the speech, it tieesnpression that it credibly aims at the empavgeof women but it
is simply meretricious. To show that Donald Trungesl not really want to reinvigorate the Americarmen and that the
speech is verily far from the real situation of wermin America, his utterance “My Cabinet is full rgfally incredible
women leaders” is in contradiction with the reabiyhis Cabinet. His Cabinet does surely contaimen but is not full of

women because, out of twenty-four members servirfgs Cabinet, only five are women (Cardin, 2018).

All in all, it can undoubtedly be said that theseai gap between what is said in the speech anprésident’s

policy and ideology about women’s empowerment, thedice it is meretricious.
CONCLUSIONS

This article has dealt with an analysisof the prdit language used by Donald Trump in his remarksvamen’s
empowerment panel from a Pragmatics perspective. Mhin objective was to explore the president listgt and
rhetorical strategies to convey his ideological iffmsing about women in general and about Amerigegomen in
particular. To reach this objective, the differspeech acts that make the speech as a semantandrieir illocutionary
forces have been identified and counted in thet lgfhAustin (1962) Speech Act Theory and Searlé86Q)taxonomy.
Moreover, Grice (1989) and Leech (1983) have alsenbof great interest to decipher politeness and faving and
threatening in the speech. The results shows aibiggh of how much Trump cares for the situatiohwmomen in his
country and the sort of politics he desires to enpént so as to have them involved in the politedtdirs of the country
like never before. The analysis has also foregredrius determination, firmness, and commitmentiplément certain
actions or strategies that may enable him to rehishgoal, which is to socially and politically rédrce women. The

dominance of representativeand expressive followedommissive illocutionary acts supports this idea

Although the speech is designed to empower the farewomen, it has not operated any great changkeein
political affairs of the women. Women are said éodmpowered, but this communication about theire@mgoment is far
from been concrete and a reality. This once mordirtn the argument that there always a gap betwdeat is said and
Trump’s declarations.

Impact Factor (JCC): 6.0362 NAAS Rui2.67
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