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Abstract. Political discourse is an important area of modern linguistics because it 

demonstrates how language functions not only as a means of communication but also as a 

tool for expressing ideologies, constructing social identities, and influencing public 

interpretation. This article examines the linguistic strategies of persuasion used in 

contemporary political discourse from pragmatic and cognitive perspectives. Particular 

attention is given to speech acts, conceptual metaphors, evaluative vocabulary, emotional 

appeals, and the use of personal pronouns such as we and they.  
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Introduction. Political discourse occupies a significant position in contemporary linguistic 

research because political communication is closely connected with the ways people 

understand social problems, interpret public events, and form opinions about collective life. 

Political leaders communicate not only through the information they provide but also through 

the meanings, values, and expectations embedded in their words. A political speech may 

present a proposed policy as a necessary solution, describe a social challenge as a shared 

responsibility, or encourage citizens to identify themselves with a particular vision of the 

future. In this sense, political language does more than transmit information: it helps organize 

how political reality is understood. 

Materials and Methods. The study employs a qualitative analytical approach based on 

concepts from pragmatics, cognitive linguistics, and political discourse analysis. The 

theoretical framework draws on Austin’s (1962) theory of speech acts, Lakoff and Johnson’s 

(1980) account of conceptual metaphor, and Charteris-Black’s (2011) research on political 

rhetoric.  

Results and Discussion 

Speech Acts as Instruments of Political Persuasion. One of the most important aspects 

of political discourse is the ability of language to perform actions. Austin (1962) explains that 

utterances do not simply describe reality; they can also make promises, issue requests, express 

commitments, and establish obligations. This perspective is particularly relevant to political 

communication, where the choice of a speech act often determines how a message is 

interpreted. 

For example, the statement “We will create more opportunities for young people” 

functions as a promise. It communicates a future-oriented commitment while presenting the 

speaker as someone prepared to take responsibility. By contrast, the statement “We must work 

together to improve education” combines an expression of necessity with an appeal to 
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collective action. Although both statements concern public policy, their pragmatic functions 

differ. The first emphasizes commitment, whereas the second encourages cooperation and 

shared responsibility. 

Political speakers also use rhetorical questions to direct audience attention towards 

particular conclusions. A question such as “Can we afford to ignore the needs of the next 

generation?” does not necessarily request information. Instead, it invites listeners to accept 

the importance of the issue and consider the proposed response within a particular moral 

framework. The persuasive potential of such questions depends on context, audience 

expectations, and the assumptions underlying the message. 

These examples illustrate that political persuasion is closely connected with 

communicative intention. The same linguistic form may perform different functions 

depending on who speaks, to whom the message is addressed, and under what circumstances 

it is delivered. 

Conceptual Metaphors and the Construction of Political Reality. Metaphor is another 

significant resource in political discourse. In everyday communication, metaphors make 

abstract ideas easier to understand by relating them to familiar experiences. Lakoff and 

Johnson (1980) demonstrate that metaphor is not merely a decorative feature of language; it 

can influence the way people conceptualize and interpret the world. 

In political communication, abstract concepts such as economic development, national 

security, social reform, and political responsibility are frequently presented through familiar 

conceptual domains. For instance, the expression “the country is moving forward” 

conceptualizes national development as movement along a path. Similarly, describing reform 

as “building a stronger future” presents political change as a construction process that 

requires planning, effort, and cooperation. 

Such metaphors make complex political processes more accessible, but they also 

emphasize particular aspects of reality. The metaphor of a journey may encourage audiences 

to focus on direction and progress, while the metaphor of construction may highlight stability, 

planning, and collective effort. Other metaphors may present political challenges through 

images of conflict, obstacles, or competition. 

Evaluative Language and Emotional Appeals. Political speakers frequently employ 

evaluative vocabulary to communicate approval, criticism, urgency, or concern. Words such 

as responsible, fair, dangerous, necessary, and historic do more than identify people or 

events. They also express judgments and guide audiences towards particular interpretations. 

Consider the difference between the expressions “a policy change” and “a necessary 

reform.” The first describes a change in relatively neutral terms, whereas the second presents 

it as justified or required. Similarly, describing a decision as “a serious threat” frames it as a 

matter requiring attention and possibly immediate action. These choices can influence the 

interpretive framework through which audiences approach a political issue. Emotional 

appeals often operate alongside evaluative vocabulary. References to hope, security, dignity, 

responsibility, and belonging connect political proposals with values that audiences may 
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consider important. A speaker who emphasizes the future of children, for example, may 

encourage listeners to interpret an educational policy in terms of responsibility towards the 

next generation. 

The Pronouns “We” and “They” in Political Identity Construction. Personal pronouns 

are small linguistic elements with considerable importance in political discourse. The pronoun 

we can create a sense of shared identity by presenting the speaker and audience as members 

of a common group. Expressions such as “We face this challenge together” and “We must 

protect our common future” encourage an interpretation of political responsibility as 

collective rather than individual. 

However, the meaning of we is not always clear. It may refer to a government, a political 

party, a nation, or society as a whole. Its interpretation depends on the surrounding discourse 

and the relationship between the speaker and the audience. By using the same pronoun, a 

political speaker may bring different groups together rhetorically, even when their interests 

or experiences are not identical. 

The pronoun they, in contrast, can distinguish an outside group from the speaker’s own 

group. In some contexts, this distinction is simply descriptive. In others, repeated contrasts 

between we and they may establish opposing identities, attribute responsibility for problems, 

or strengthen group boundaries. Chilton (2004) highlights the relevance of spatial and social 

relationships in political discourse, including the ways language positions people in relation 

to political actors and institutions. 

Conclusion. The analysis demonstrates that persuasive political discourse can be 

understood more fully when linguistic form is examined in relation to communicative 

intention and cognitive interpretation. Speech acts enable political speakers to make 

commitments, express obligations, and encourage action. Conceptual metaphors provide 

familiar frameworks through which abstract political issues can be understood. Evaluative 

vocabulary and emotional appeals communicate judgments and connect public issues with 

shared values. Personal pronouns, meanwhile, help construct collective identities and 

establish relationships between social groups. 
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