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INTRODUCTION

Language is an integral constituent of the world of politics. The interconnection of
language, politics, ideology, and manipulation results in the emergence of a new type of
discourse that is called political discourse. There are a lot of numerous typologies of
political discourse, and a political speech is one of its genres which is currently popular
among linguists due to its wide usage of various communication and speech techniques.
The speech of a politician is immediate communication with the public, aimed at
achieving certain political objectives. Therefore, political thought and actions are
inseparable from political speech. To succeed in implementing certain communicative
intentions and goals, a politician has to use specific means and techniques during the
process of addressing the audience. Those techniques are defined as “communicative
strategies” and “communicative tactics”, and they are of great importance in the research
of the issue of speech impact on the political arena.

Communication strategies and tactics assist politicians with maintaining power,
imposing ideas and brainwashing. With the steady development of a political speech as a
means of exerting power on the general public, a plethora of strategies and tactics are
witnessed to appear. Hence, it is critical to define which communication strategies and
tactics influence the people’s perception of a politician. Electoral campaigns are the
ultimate environment for the strategic-tactic manifestation by a politician.

The theoretical core of this research includes the publications of foreign and
domestic scholars: Arutiunova N. D., Buzinova L. M., Dijk van T., Issers O.S., Jamieson
K., Levinson S., Malysheva O.P., Mikhaleva O.L., Parshina O.M., Rixon P., Strauss D.,
Tarde G., Sheigal E. I.

Since the process of American elections has become a life-changing world event, a
lot of attention is paid to the political candidates who decide to run for the office of
President in the USA. The 2020 electoral campaign in the USA is marked by a number of
unexpected events and actions, for which two political candidates — Donald Trump and

Joe Biden — are accountable. Both political actors were challenging one another in the
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fierce race for presidency. Since one of the most powerful ways to confront an opponent
and therefore to gain recognition is always language, it is highly important to analyse the
communication strategies and tactics of the US political candidates in order to identify the
possible causes for one’s victory or one’s defeat.

This paper analyses the implementation of communication strategies and tactics of
Donald Trump and Joe Biden in the National Convention Acceptance Speech as it marks
the starting point of the race between candidates in front of the general public and sets the
mood for the whole campaign. The research presents the study of the strategy of self-
representation, of opponent discredit and the strategy of theatricality. The aforementioned
elements create an image of a candidate which is being perceived by the potential voters
who are accountable for the final outcome of the elections. Thus, the research discovers
the possible influences of strategic-tactic employment on the voters’ perception and
furthermore discusses characteristics of linguistic personalities, the research of which will
contribute to understanding the idiostyles of American political figures.

The relevance of the topic is determined by its relevance to the linguistic studies of
communication strategies and tactics within the sphere of American politics and its
influence on the voters’ decision-making process.

The aim of this paper is to investigate the communication strategies and tactics of
Donald Trump and Joe Biden. In order to achieve the aim, it is necessary to fulfil the
following tasks:

- to determine the concept of political discourse;

- to explore the features and typology of political discourse;

- to identify the concepts of a communication strategy and a communication tactic;

- to outline the main communication strategies and its tactics within the oral
political discourse;

- to describe peculiarities of the communication strategies and its tactics;

- to analyse the implementation of communication strategies and tactics in the

National Convention Acceptance delivered by Donald Trump;



- to analyse the implementation of communication strategies and tactics in Joe
Biden’s National Convention Acceptance.

The object of the diploma paper is the communication strategies and tactics of
Donald Trump and Joe Biden based on the National Convention Acceptance Speech.

The subject of the diploma paper is the language of Donald Trump and Joe Biden.

The research material consists of the National Convention Acceptance Speech of
Donald Trump delivered in Washington, on August 27, 2020 and the National Convention
Acceptance Speech of Joseph Biden delivered on August 20, 2020 in Wilmington,
Delaware.

According to the purpose and objectives of the study, the methods of descriptive,
contextual, interpretative and discourse analysis as well as the method of direct
observation followed by the generalization of the results were used as the main methods
of the analysis.

The novelty of the paper is that the analysis of the National Convention Acceptance
speeches of two presidential candidates was for the first time carried out from the
perspective of communication strategies and tactics.

The practical value of the research is marked by the importance of the obtained
research results for further analysis of linguistic personalities or idiostyles of the American
politicians.

The diploma paper consists of 102 pages and two parts. The first part includes the
theoretical background of political discourse and its typology, the concepts of a
communication strategy and a communication tactic, its classifications and characteristic
features. In the second part the analysis of the communication strategies and tactics in the
National Convention speeches of two candidates are provided in order to analyse the
employment of specific communication strategies and tactics in political discourse. In

summary, the results of the scientific investigations are presented.



I. COMMUNICATION STRATEGIES IN POLITICAL DISCOURSE

1.1. Political discourse as a subject of linguistic analysis

At the current stage of the development of scientific thought, the discourse is at the
center of a big range of humanitarian sciences, such as linguistics, philosophy,
psychology, literary studies, political science, ethnography, theory of communication, etc.

The concept of "discourse" refers to the basic and most commonly used concepts
in modern linguistics, but due to the multidimensional nature of its content and forms there
IS no united opinion concerning its interpretation even among linguists. For the first time
the term "discourse" was introduced into scientific community by Y. Habermas to indicate
the type of speech communication which involves rational critical consideration of values,
norms and rules of social life [59, pp. 17-26].

E. Benvenist understands discourse as every expression that stipulates the presence
of communicants: an addressee, an addresser and the intentions of the addresser to
influence their interlocutor somehow [34, p. 64]. He adheres to the idea that discourse has
processional character, and utterance is the individual transformation of language into
discourse [34, p.135].

From the point of view of cognitive linguistics, definition of discourse was
proposed by Teun A. van Dijk as the result of his concept of the communicative nature of
a text. He highlights that discourse is a complex unity of language form, meaning and
action which can be characterized with a help of terms “communicative action” or
“communicative act”. The person who speaks and the person who listens, their
personalities and social characters, other aspects of social situation belong to this
event [37, pp.121-122].

In functional pragmatics, linguists view discourse as a communicative-pragmatic
sample of language behaviour in a specific social sphere, and it has a number of variables:

social norms, relationships, roles, conventions, indicators of interactivity [58, p. 36]. The



main quality of discourse is the regularity of presence of a person who speaks and a person
who listens at the same time.

The classic definition suggested by N. D. Arutiunova defines the discourse as a
speech which is a motivated action, as a constituent of people interaction and the
mechanisms of their consciousness; it is a speech with the deep roots in people’s life
[29, pp. 136-137]. The term “discourse” is primarily concerned with the language use in
social context, particularly with the dialectical relationship between language, the main
semiotic modality, society as well as with the interactive or dialogic properties of everyday
communication as social practice.

All definitions of ‘discourse’ have some common features. Having analysed all
abovementioned interpretations of the term, it can be concluded that the “discourse” is the
result of communication process that is seen as a social act or an interaction in a certain
situation in which communicants are involved. It has distinctive lingual features which
can be formed with a situation, environment or a way of transmitting information in that
environment. It means that the discourse is the result of communication in a certain
situation with all its constituents.

Nowadays many linguists study the issues of relations of language, politics,
ideology and manipulation. It is stipulated by the fact that politics possesses a discursive
character in its essence, and political actions and interactions are usually manifested with
a help of language. Language is a crucial element for the expression of political ideas and
political action implementation. It is thought that political activity can be limited as such
by linguistic activity [4, p.47]. M. Edelman claims that political language is actually a
political reality. Therefore, language is more than just an instrument for description of
political events, it is an integral constituent of those. Its role is exerting an influence on
the meaning of political events and forming political roles [5, p.8].

Political discourse can be analysed from four points of view: of political science,

linguistics, sociopsycholinguistics and from the point of view of individual hermeneutics



[42, p. 34]. Therefore, political discourse analysis entails content, task and form analysis
of discourse which appears in specific situations of a political life.

The linguistic interpretations of the term are relatively recent, though numerous.
The role and place of political discourse is highly debatable in the present days. There is
a conditional division of linguists who study the concept of political discourse into three
groups in the modern linguistics: those who use the term “political discourse”, those who
reject the linguistic meaning of the term, and the third group which uses the term “political
discourse” as synonymous to the such concepts as “language of politics”, “political
language”, “political communication”. For instance, A. Baranov and E. Kazakevich
support the third view and synominize “political discourse” to “political language”
establishing the idea that political language is a special sign system devised particularly
for political communication [31, p. 139]. O. Sheigal suggests that concepts “language of
politics”, “political communication” and “political discourse” are usually interrelated.
That’s why she equals terms “political discourse” and “political communication”, and
considers “language of politics” to be a structured collection of signs which create
semiotic area for political discourse [63, p.99]. K. Serazhym presents a generalised
defintion of the term where political discourse is the text created by the situation of
political communication [57, p.240]. In our research we view “political discourse” as a
text with a particular theme where interests of political entities (actors) in the process of
their activities and the struggle for political power are expressed with the use of specific
language signs (political language) in a situation of appropriate communication.

Despite the fact that a plethora of interpretations and approaches of the term
“political discourse” can be found in the present days, some key elements are possible to
outline. In particular, P. Charaudeau highlights the interactive characteristic of the
discourse that confirms the importance of an addressee. This means that only addresser’s
intention together with addressee’s interpretation can help in understanding the content of
an act [1]. T. van Dijk follows the same direction outlining that political discourse can be

realized only if there is an organized interaction of external factors. The defining elements
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are considered to be the type of communicative activity (a press-conference, debates),
status and the role of participants, their communicative goal [28, pp.12-15].

Hence, we can come to the conclusion that political discourse has extralingual
nature (goal, circumstances, way and time of formation); in addition, there is usually an
addresser and an addressee. The interaction between participants and external factors are
necessary elements for its formation. Therefore, the importance of extralingual factors
implies the institutionality of political discourse as long as it is a communication within
the framework of status-role relations. A. Baranov and E. Kazakevich suggest that
political discourse has to be limited by institutional forms of communication [31].
Consequently, one may say that political discourse is viewed as a communicative event
or a social dialogue which exist with the help of social (political) institutions between
individuals, groups and institutions itself which participate in this dialogue. That is why
every institution of modern society has its type of discourse. According to this, V. Karasik
outlines scientific, religious, business, political, mass-media, law, pedagogical and other
types of discourse. The specifics of institutional discourse are revealed in its type, i.e. in
the type of public institution which is identified by a special name in the collective
consciousness of the language and is generalized in the key concepts of this institution, in
particular, functioning of political discourse as a power [45]. The contrary view is
presented by O. Sheigal who understands political discourse as a broader concept than
simply institutional and as that which includes any speech forms, a subject, an addressee
or content relating to politics [63, p.23].

In our research we comply with this point of view as we think that the presence of
a political institution is not a key element in political discourse formation which can also
take place outside specific institutions, especially when we take into consideration
electoral campaigns.

Therefore, the key features of political discourse singled out by O. Sheigal include:
the predominance of mass addressee, theatricality, emotionality, semantic ambiguity and

connected to it phantomisation fideism, remoteness, authoritarianism and dynamism
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[63, p.131]. N. Kondratenko goes into specifics of political discourse and suggests also
mythology, rituality, theatricality and agony, sacralization, rhetoric, the manipulation of
recipients’ consciousness as predominant characteristics of this type of discourse
[48, p.15].

We tend to single out the following features of political discourse that we consider
to be the important for our research:

1) extralingual nature;

2) interactivity (addresser — addressee);

3) thematisation connected to the realities of political sphere;

4) the assertion of interests of political actors;

5) emotionality;

6) theatricality.

The typology of political discourse is analysed with a help of different approaches
by Ukrainian and foreign linguists. For N. Kondratenko is important to consider form (oral
or written), the function of an addresser (addresser direct and mediated), goal
(informative, incentive, image, motivational, expressive), the factor (function) of an
addressee (personally addressed or mass/publicly addressed), the sphere of functioning
(TV, political, newspaper and magazine, radio-political, advertising or PR) as main
features for typology of the discourse [48, pp. 12-13]. As for the sphere of functioning, it
is essential to add the Internet (Internet political discourse). Furthermore, a characteristic
feature of political discourse is its tendency to overlap with other types of discourse such
as law, scientific, mass media, pedagogical, etc. Our research will adhere to this
classification as we consider it to be the most multifaceted what is crucial for an accurate
analysis.

Our attention will be directed towards oral political discourse as this type includes
political speeches, appeals to public and official statements, and those have the form of a
monologue. an interview, a press-conference and debates belong to dialogue types of oral

political discourse.
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Although there is a number of factors and approaches for genre classification of
oral and written texts in political discourse, it is still one of the most important issue for
our research. Political language genres are in the state of constant development and
modification nowadays. As a result, new genre varieties appear. The reason for such a
tendency is the need to impose a powerful influence on potential recipients during political
campaigns. Except for this fact, a goal or a motive of political language vary as well as its
function. All those factors predetermine the problem of language genre division and
description of their characteristic features in political discourse.

Ukrainian and foreign researchers attempted to work out the typology of genres: for
example, N. Arutiunova [30], F. Batsevych [32], N. Fairclough [7], N. Kondratenko [47],
O. Sheigal [63]. The majority of linguists tend to take into consideration the nature of
information distribution while working on the classification. Therefore, phatic and
informative types are singled out. N. Kondratenko divides language genres in political
discourse into the following groups: presentation and image, informative, ritual, agitation,
agonally-argued. The goal of informative genre is to present topical new information.
These include language genres such as messages, statements and interviews. The language
genres of image presentation form an important set of texts required for addresser’s
participation in political activities and is presented by slogans, programmes and
biography. These texts have the biggest value for political discourse. They represent a
political subject, i.e. a politician or a political party, and function in both official and mass
communication or political advertisements. Those texts are directed towards the creation
of political image and its support, that’s why their task is to position a subject in a positive
or a negative way. Ritual language genres are associated with the increased phatic features
of political discourse and accompany political rituals that contain verbal components such
as speeches or public appearances. Inauguration speeches, greetings, obituary, gratitude
are the most widespread ritual language genres. Agitation language genres are mostly used
during election campaigns. The main goal of those is to encourage voters to vote and

support a political entity. This type of language genres of political discourse is usually
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interconnected with the abovementioned ones and are expressed in a form of a slogan,
political speech and leaflets [47, pp. 19-21]. Having analysed the goal and functioning of
the agitation language genre, we conclude that the National Convention Acceptance
Speech that is characteristic of American political discourse belongs to this type.

The genres of political discourse are often hybrid in nature, which is associated with
the process of social change, in which both politics and other spheres of life are involved.
In addition, they are heterogenic and suggest a broad understanding of politics as a
partially institutionalized sphere of social life. This also explains the difficulties in
identifying the genres of political discourse. The classification by N. Fairclough according
to the field of activity and function is one of the examples of the interrelation of politics
with various life spheres. This division includes genres connected with the system of
politics (debates, political programmes, parliamentary or party speeches by politicians at
conferences), mediatized political genres (political news, political interviews, political
advertising in newspapers or on billboards) and genres connected with the public sphere
(public meetings, campaign materials, political forums, focus groups) [7, p.32].

Our research is predominantly concerned with the genre related to the public sphere
of communication since presidential candidates directly appeal to the public to vote for
them in the National Convention Acceptance Speech (a characteristic of agitation genre).
Agitation language genre and its varieties are in the center of our research. Speech as a
genre variety belongs to oral genres of political discourse and is aimed at immediate
communication with addressees during which a politician calls for the support of his
candidacy or the relevant political party. Speeches are usually prepared beforehand yet
they can possess some features of improvisation. However, unlike printed texts, oral
speeches mostly do not contain outright appeals, represented by motivational sentences,
instead the specific characteristic of agitation speeches is their explicit dialogicity, because
the speaker creates the effect of a conversation addressing recipients with questions,

appeals and responding to them.
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1.2. Communication strategies and tactics
as a means of influence in political discourse

In modern linguistics communication is viewed as a speech implementation of the
intentions of its participants: intentions of self-presentation, attracting attention, situation
analysis, etc. Verbally expressed intentions are realized through certain strategies and
tactics of discourse. Political thought and actions are closely connected with the political
speech: words, actions, and events cooperate, i.e. words decipher or explain events or
actions as well as state political facts, while actions help words gain their political efficacy
in various ways. Communicative interaction in political discourse involves the singling
out the specific ways of the communicative intention realisation, intention through
particular models of behavior of participants in political communication.

Communicative strategies and tactics are considered to be the subject of linguistic
research in political discourse. The theoretical core for this research includes the
publications of foreign and domestic scholars: L. Buzinova [36], O. lIssers [44],
K. Jamieson [13], S. Levinson [15], A. Olianich [54], P. Rixon [19], D. Strauss [24],
G. Tarde [26]. The two interrelated concepts “communicative strategy” and
“communicative tactic” are of great importance in the study of the problem of speech
impact. Despite the active development of discourse analysis in linguistics, a generally
accepted understanding of the terms “communicative strategy” and “communicative
tactic” and unanimous methods of their implementation have not been developed. A
number of approaches regarding the definitions of those terms exists, that is why we will
discuss the most related ones in our research.

Generally speaking, a communicative strategy is defined as the process of directed
speech influence, or as a prepared scheme for exerting a speech impact on participants in
communicative interaction [63]. The similar interpretation of a strategy is proposed by
F. Batsevych. The linguist suggests that a communicative strategy reflects the general

pragmalinguistic principles that determine the optimal implementation of illocutionary
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intentions, the communicative intentions of a speaker to achieve the specific goal of
communication [33, p.119].

T. van Dijk characterizes communicative strategy as “the property of cognitive
plans” [37, p. 272]. The cognitive plans represent “the general organization of some
sequence of actions and include the purpose or purposes of interaction” [37, p. 274].

O.S. Issers proposes that a communicative strategy represents a plan of
communication based on the people’s knowledge which provides solutions for speaker’s
communicative tasks in case there is the scarcity of information regarding the partner’s
actions [44, p. 100]. According to the Russian linguist, a communicative tactic is one or
more actions to facilitate implementation of the strategy.

D. Tannen has another point of view and states that the property of automaticity is
characteristic of a communicative strategy, and it is not realized by communicators, but
can be decoded by them later [25, p. 47]. Therefore, in agreement with the interpretations
mentioned above, we deal with a communicative strategy as the cognitive process of
speaker’s correlation of a communicative purpose with the set of theoretical courses of
action directed at its achievement.

In addition, A.V. Holodnov points out that communicative strategy is a combination
of verbal and non-verbal techniques and methods for problem-solving of communicative
interaction [41, pp. 114-115].

Thus, we can conclude that a communicative strategy within the sphere of politics
and political discourse is a certain plan and combination of speech acts which are aimed
at the specific goal of political activity. This plan is a scheme to achieve the speaker’s
communicative intention. It entails the usage of various language means to obtain the
desired result or to exercise an influence on the listeners. Apparently, the strategy is a
prerogative of both, an addresser, who initiates the communication, and an addressee, who
Is responsible for giving or avoiding a response or providing an emotional reaction.
Consequently, we consider this definition of a communication strategy the most

appropriate for our research.
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The implementation of speech strategies can be fulfilled only with a help of certain
communicative or speech tactics, i.e. to implement a specific plan and to obtain the set
goal of communication an addresser has to opt for proper tactics. It is the next level of
communicative interaction.

According to O.S. Issers, tactics is a group of definite actions of communication
which correspond to the plan of communicative process. When communicative strategies
are considered to be more general and abstract, manifested on the global level of
communication process, tactics are local rhetoric means or techniques and lines of speech
behaviour [50, p. 139]. They do not correspond with the communicative purpose but with
the set of separate communicative intentions.

As for the interrelation of communicative strategies and tactics, a speaker puts
forward a communicative purpose and, while following certain communicative intentions,
employs or creates a communicative strategy which will be transformed into appropriate
communicative tactics [46, p. 20].

Thus, a speech tactic is the certain stage of communicative strategy fulfillment.
Altogether they undertake and accomplish the specific speech task and purpose of a
particular stage of communicative process.

Political communication is directly aimed at maintaining power. Therefore, while
achieving this purpose, politicians tend to deploy a variety of communication strategies
and tactics which assist them with imposing ideas or brainwashing. Political discourse is
an environment for the implementation of certain speech strategies through specific verbal
and non-verbal methods and techniques, i.e. speech tactics. The correlation of verbal and
non-verbal means of communication is not homogenous, though. It is in political discourse
where emblems, symbols, and venues of certain political events become important for the
profound effect as well. The analysis of political discourse leads us to singling out various
types of communicative strategies and tactics within this type of discourse. The
approaches to the classification are numerous (Appendix 1), but we will consider the most

relevant to our research.
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One of the key strategies in political communication is the strategy of self-
representation. A number of linguists considers the strategy as the one frequently
implemented within political discourse: M. Zheltukhina [43], O. Issers [44], O. Parshina
[55], T. van Dijk [38]. We will discuss the classification proposed by O. M. Parshina
which we consider to be the most pertinent for our research. The strategy of self-
representation is related to the concept of political image and the endeavour of politicians
to demonstrate their advantageous features, although the created image does not usually
correspond with a real personality. The tactics with a help of which this strategy is
employed can be divided into three types:

e the tactic of identification or relating oneself to somebody:

e the tactic of distancing oneself from somebody or something;

e the tactic of the positive image creation.

The tactic of relating oneself to somebody or something is of a great importance in
political speech. It is not possible to create a full-fledged image of a politician without the
strategy. The demonstration of the unintended symbolic belonging to a certain social
status or a political group is the essence of the tactic. Politicians usually try to show that
they are representatives of the audience. Accordingly, voters might see these political
figures as persons from the same social class. The image of a political leader has to
correspond to the expectations of the public, which are their potential voters [55, p. 26].

As for the tactic of distancing oneself from somebody or something, it is aimed at
drawing a line between a political speaker and their rival or policies, ideas, beliefs of their
opponents, which are in contrast with those of a speaker. This distancing is often
implemented in a speech with a help of contrastive parallel constructions, oppositions and
antithesis. The tactic not only contributes to a positive image of a person talking, but also
highlights the negative features of opposition.

The tactic of the positive image creation has a solely self-congratulatory character.
However, there are different approaches to the implementation of the tactic: inherent or

adherent descriptions. A great emphasis is put on a speaker by the frequent repetition of
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personal pronouns. As a rule, the demonstration of one’s strengths is supported by a range
of lexemes with a positive connotation within the tactic.

The linguist highlights the existence of other strategies such as the strategy of
discredit, attack, self-defense, the formation of the emotional mood of the addressee,
information-interpretation, argumentative, agitation, and manipulative strategies. Despite
the fact that some scientists single out the manipulative strategy, it is considered that all
the communicative strategies of political discourse which possess an ideological character
are to some extent manipulative. Therefore, manipulation is usually a given in political
communication whereas the strategies and tactics are the means for its implementation
[52]. As for the argumentative strategy, the aim of which is to persuade an addressee with
a help of various pieces of evidence, not always rational, though, it has a selective
approach. This selection process of argumentation is directly interrelated with the
interpretation of information in favour of an addresser, the task that corresponds to the
information-interpretation strategy. Additionally, argumentation is closely interconnected
with agitation in political communication and discourse because of the frequent use of
implicit and explicit slogans and appeals. So, the strategies of agitation, information-
interpretation, emotional mood formation are constituents of the argumentative strategy.
Thus, according to our research, there is no need for distinguishing the strategy of
argumentation because of its versatile character, i.e. it can find its manifestation in both
self-representation and opponent-discredit strategies.

The strategy of discredit that is also proposed in the classification by O. Parshina
is essential for our political speech analysis. Except for O. Parshina, the discredit strategy
is outlined in the works of O. S. Issers where the linguist points out that the main feature
of the given strategy is the perlocutionary effect; an addressee is accused, probably even
unfairly, and ultimately feels humiliated and ridiculed [44, p. 161]. O.L. Mikhaleva also
distinguishes the discredit strategy but calls it the lowering strategy, the essence of which

is the reduction of the significance of opponent’s status [53 pp. 96 — 105]. While analysing
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political discourse, T. van Dijk mentions the presence of negative opponent-presentation
strategy as well [38, pp. 238-246].

Nevertheless, we will still adhere to the classification created by O. Parshina. The
linguist emphasises that the constituent element of the strategy of discredit is the attacking
of a political opponent. The strategy involves the use of various techniques and methods
in order to discredit the opponent, upset their balance, force them to defend themselves
and therefore deprive them of the opportunity to express their position. For its pursuing

the following tactics are used: the tactic of accusation (exposing) and the tactic of offense

(humiliation and ridicule of the opposition).

For defaming the credibility of the political rival the tactic of exposing can be of a
great value. This exposure of a political opponent is manifested with a help of verbal
aggression. As a result, it sparks aggressiveness in an opponent as the tactic involves using
provocative questions, labeling, unspoken charges, threats, insults, accusations and
ridicule [51].

The presented two tactics are the key ones which are employed by political
representatives in order to disrepute their rivals. Nevertheless, the use of tactics varies in
a particular situation and can be wider depending on the purpose of an addresser, however,
we consider all the other tactics within the strategy of discredit and attacking as the
components of the main aforementioned twos. To sum up, the manipulative nature of the
tactics makes it possible to influence the feelings and emotive state of the target audience,
I.e. voters. To implement the mentioned above tactic political candidates are prone to use
emotionally evaluative vocabulary or neutral lexemes which gain the connotative meaning
in a pre-election procedure, and which we will examine in our political speech analysis in
detail [39].

The last strategy which is of a particular importance for our analysis is the strategy
of theatricality outlined by O.L. Mikhaleva. In accordance with the strategy, a speaker
has to take into consideration the audience, i.e. their potential voters. I. Sheigal adds that

the essence of theatricality of political discourse is connected with the fact that the target
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audience defines a political event as a kind of performance, played out specifically for
them [64, pp. 92-96]. Thus, there is always a recipient of information, at whom politicians,
in our case political candidates aim their speeches and performances. In addition, the
target audience is always the general public. That’s why it is crucial to analyse the tactics
of the given strategy in pre-election political discourse. The following strategy includes a
great number of tactics:

e the tactic of prompting (a call to action, accepting certain point of view);

e cooperation tactic (a way to communicate with an addressee by appealing to

their ideas and values);

e delimitation tactic (pointing out the differences in positions and views);

e the tactic of informing (providing facts and data without speaker’s appraisal);

e the tactic of promising (voluntary commitment to do something);

e prognostication tactic (statements about the further development of a situation

based on the interpretation of different data);

e the tactic of warning (early notifications of possible events, actions, situations,

etc.);

e the tactic of using irony (creating the contrast between the said and meant

information);

e provocation tactic (incitement to actions that may lead to negative

consequences).

To our mind, the strategy of theatricality and its tactics have an immediate or short-
lasting effect on the general public, though. They are employed to make the performance
efficient, the image of a politician is barely influenced.

We consider it logical to single out three main strategies in our analysis. As we
already know, the concept of a communication strategy has relatively abstract meaning
since they can be manifested in a real speech exclusively with a help of particular means,

I.e. communicative tactics. Therefore, we will be analysing the following communicative
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strategies of our political candidates: self-representation strategy, strategy of discredit and
the strategy of theatricality. We consider this division the most generalized and

appropriate for the tactic classifications within those strategies.

Conclusion

To sum up, a number of the scientific interpretations of the concept of political
discourse has been presented, which helps us define this type of discourse as a multi-
faceted phenomenon with a particular theme in a specific situation where political actors
express their interests and intentions for political power using the certain language signs,
which is called a political language. The extralingual context (aim, circumstances, method
and time) and an addresser-addressee interaction are important constituents of political
discourse. We have found out that the most widespread characteristics of political
discourse are extralingual nature, interactivity, thematisation connected to the realities of
political sphere, the assertion of interests of political actors, emotionality and theatricality.
Having analysed the genres of political discourse, we came to the conclusion that they are
often prone to overlap and are hybrid in their essence. Thus, we have delineated a political
speech during an electoral campaign as an object of our research and defined a speech as
a variety of agitation genre that belongs to oral political discourse.

A speech in political communication consists of a set of particular verbal
communicative strategies and tactics. Under communicative strategies of politicians, we
understand a certain scheme or plan of speech acts which is set out to achieve specific
goals and intentions in a politician-audience monologue or a dialogue. Speech tactics are
the means which facilitate this process in a particular situation, they vary depending on
the different external factors. We have defined three main communicative strategies
within the discourse of politics, which are important for our further research: self-
representation, discredit and theatricality. The tactics which the aforementioned strategies
entail have been outlined as well. With the correct interpretation of verbal signals of a

politician we will be able to understand which strategies have a positive or a negative
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impact on the general image of a politician, how audience react to one or another strategy,
and to what extent the information told is genuine and true. Our theoretical generalisations
concerning political discourse, its features, typology, genres, functions, communication
strategies and tactics used within the given discourse will serve as the foundation for the

practical part of our research.

1. COMMUNICATION STRATEGIES IN THE NATIONAL
CONVENTION ACCEPTANCE SPEECH

Politics is a combination of activities which are aimed to exert an influence
predominantly on society. For achieving the set objective, a politician involves a wide
scope of actions, or strategies and tactics, to be more precise. Those employed methods
can have different forms of implementations but the key one in the world of politics is
always speech. Political speech is an important component at all stages of the career of a
politician, however, they are most crucial during electoral campaigns. The success or
failure of a candidate directly depends on the appropriately chosen strategies implemented
in their speeches to the public. Therefore, a speech is widely used genre in political
discourse as it is a tool for creating a desirable effect, i.e. to build a candidate-voter
connection or to make people vote for a specific candidate. Overall, it is a rhetoric way
for gaining power.

Thus, it is crucial to analyse the speeches of political candidates within electoral
campaigns. In our research we will focus on the unique and world-famous event, namely
on the American electoral campaign 2020 and its notorious and at the same time prominent
actors Donald Trump and Joe Biden. The National Convention Acceptance Speech of both
candidates is chosen for our analysis as it is the starting point of their race in front of the

public as they announce their run for the office of President.
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2.1 Communication strategies
in Donald Trump’s National Convention Acceptance Speech

The National Convention Acceptance Speech delivered by Donald Trump as the
2020 Republican presidential nominee on the South Lawn of the White House in
Washington, August 27, 2020 will undergo our strategic-tactic analysis in which we will
outline the peculiarities of the following strategies and their constituents:

1) the strategy of self-representation (for emphasizing one’s achievements and

strengths);

2) the strategy of opponent discredit (for showing opponent’s inability to manage

life-important issues);

3) the strategy of theatricality (for presenting a performance in front of the

public).

The language of Donald Trump has attracted a lot of attention since his debut on
the US political arena. He is well-known for his simplicity in passing massages to the
public when compared to all the previous US presidents. Although his charismatic figure
is usually viewed controversially, Donald Trump managed to get enough support during
the electoral campaign in 2016 and fought fiercely in the campaign of 2020.

The Convention Acceptance Speech is an around 70-minute vouching for
president’s reelection including his remarks on the broad scope of topics such as his first
term in office, trade deals, economy, coronavirus, the number of jobs and Biden’s policies
[12]. The speech has an agitation character that is a common feature for the addresses
delivered within electoral campaigns. In addition, it is easy to notice that Trump’s speech
is a prepared writing as it substantially differs from the spontaneous language
characteristic of Donald Trump.

When we proceed to our strategic-tactic analysis of Republican nominee’s speech,
the self-representation strategy is the one to start our description with. This strategy is
usually viewed as the most widespread means employed by Donald Trump. In the

analysed speech it is implemented by identifying oneself with the American society or
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some prominent figures that made change in the history of the USA, by expressing
solidarity with different social classes, presenting and celebrating one’s merits and
achievements. Hence, it can be highlighted that the tactic of relating oneself to somebody
and the demonstration of one’s strengths, i.e. the tactic of positive image creation, are the
main communicative tactics used by Donald Trump within the given strategy. The tactic
of distancing oneself from somebody is usually in the background.

The tactic of relating oneself to the famous personalities. The tactic is a powerful

tool to awaken the feelings and memories of the American public connected to the
historical past of their country. Naming some prominent personalities which are known
almost by every American and by people far away from the US borders forces voters to
create comparisons in their heads and therefore leads to attributing of all the positive
features of famous people mentioned to the characteristics of a candidate standing in front
of them.

At the beginning of the Acceptance speech, candidate Donald Trump identifies the
Republican Party, the party member of which he is, with the party of Abraham Lincoln:

The Republican Party, the party of Abraham Lincoln, goes forward united, determined

and ready to welcome millions of Democrats... In such a way he compares yourself to the
first president of the Republican party who is considered to be a national hero of the
American society. Although the comparison is implicit, it is understandable that Donald
Trump claims to be the successor of such a prominent personality.

Then, the former president refers to the “beautiful and majestic” White House, his

home at that time, and recalls all the distinguished people who were previous inhabitants

of this building: This has been the home of larger-than-life figures like Teddy Roosevelt

and Andrew Jackson, who rallied Americans to bold visions of a bigger and brighter

future. Within these walls lived tenacious generals like President Grant and Eisenhower,

who led our soldiers in the cause of freedom. From these grounds, Thomas Jefferson sent

Lewis and Clark to chart our continent. In the depths of a bloody Civil War, President

Abraham Lincoln looked out these very windows upon a half-completed Washington
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Monument and asked God and his Providence to save our nation. Two weeks after Pearl

Harbor, Franklin Delano Roosevelt welcomed Winston Churchill, and just inside, they set

our people on course to victory in the Second World War. These reminders of the famous
politicians and their crucial deeds serve as an introduction that will be soon shifted to the
Trump’s accomplishment celebration. He emphasises the fact that he has also had this
honor to reside in the White House. Thus, his stay there is also marked with a number of
deeds to remember about which he will inform the general public some paragraphs later.

Donald Trump tends to identify himself relatively frequently with the first
Republican president, that is why we can notice the following lines later in the address:
And | say very modestly that | have done more for the African-American community than

any president since Abraham Lincoln, our first Republican president. It is known that

Abraham Lincoln was famous for its anti-racist policies, so Donald Trump is eager to take
the advantage of its fact emphasizing on its connection to the first Republican president
once again. However, it is not excluded that views of Lincoln on Afro-Americans and
slavery were intermixed and had been changing from time to time. This information is not
spread among the general American public, who makes the majority of electorate, though.

The tactic of identifying oneself with the American people. The purpose of this

tactic is an unintentional identification of a political leader with certain social, class,
political, ethnic and racial groups [56]. Every political candidate attempts to be suitable
for one or another group and their interests. The tactic is responsible for not just gaining
the support of voters, but also for a positive image creation. In addition, the identification
IS a means that serves for uniting of one certain group of people and opposing against
another one. In such a way, the discussed tactic triggers the emergence of one more tactic
of self-representation strategy — the tactic of distancing oneself from somebody or
something. In the acceptance speech delivered by Donald Trump the identification with
the American society is manifested with the use of pronouns “we” and “our”. As a result,
it generates the image of unity of one friendly American family where Trump and the

ordinary American folk find themselves in the equal positions:
24



| stand before you tonight honored by your support, proud of the extraordinary
progress we have made together over the last four incredible years and blooming with
confidence in the bright future we will build for America over the next four years. The
beginning of his speech is already marked by the use of tactic of identification. He does
not distinguish himself from other American people, on the contrary, the candidate
intensifies the unity with the American people by repeating the pronoun “we”. Moreover,
Trump emphasises that they together have made the progress and will go hand in hand “to
make America great again” in the future. The use of adjectives with positive connotation:
extraordinary progress, incredible years, bright future makes this statement even more
appealing for his potential voters as he does not mention the negative outcomes of his
presidency.

Almost at the end of his speech he tends to simultaneously create even more vivid
generalization and identification: We are the nation that won a revolution, toppled tyranny
and fascism, and delivered millions into freedom. We laid down the railroads, built the
great ships, raised up the skyscrapers, revolutionized industry, and sparked a new age of
scientific discovery. We set the trends in art and music, radio and film, sport and
literature. And we did it with style and confidence and flair because that is who we are.
The accumulation of pronoun “we” creates the effect of melody and eloquence and
consequently has an impact of people’s consciousness because of the use of repetition. In
this excerpt of his speech, he tries to be heard by people from the different walks of life
claiming that everyone has been involved in the process of bright-future-building of the
USA. It is important to consider that Trump lists only the instances of success steering
clear of any traces of negative experiences. The explanation is that the former president
wants to finish the address on a high note as the conclusion will be undoubtedly the most
memorable part of the 70-minute speech.

The tactic of distancing oneself from somebody or something. As it was mentioned

before, while frequently using pronouns “we” and “our”, the opposition “we-they”

appears, the aim of which is to draw a clear line between Trump’s and Biden’s supporters
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and the policies of the twos, in particular, for example: And this election will decide

whether we will defend the American way of life or allow a radical movement to

completely dismantle and destroy it. <...> Joe Biden and his party repeatedly assailed
America as a land of racial, economic and social injustice... How can the Democratic
Party ask to lead our country when it spent so much time tearing down our country? A
number of oppositions are presented by Donald Trump: we, our country — radical
movement, Joe Biden and his party, Democratic Party, it. Although we would like to
believe that the goal of Trump is to oppose himself to Joe Biden, he ends up dividing the
American society in two groups — Republicans and Democrats, and therefore the hatred
rules not just between two candidates, but between the two parts of the society. In addition,
the tactic of distancing obviously interrelates with the tactics of discredit strategy because
of its frequent use of negatively connotative words while describing the opponent:
dismantle, destroy, injustice, tear down.

When in the previous fragment Donald Trump repeatedly puts emphasis on the
opposition “we — they”, then, in the following passage he changes it to “I — they, he”: Four
years ago, | ran for president because | cannot watch this betrayal of our country any

longer. | could not sit by as career politicians let other countries take advantage of us on

trade, borders, foreign policy and national defense. He refers to his opponents as to a
career politician during his speech and claims that he personally is strongly against such
views over and over again. The collocation “career politicians” has some traces of irony
meaning politicians who neglect people’s interest and care only about their own well-
being.

It seems to us that the opposition “l — he” is based only on the lofty statements
without providing any reliant figures and data why they differ: And | have done more in
three years for the Black community than Joe Biden has done in 47 years. And when | am
re-elected, the best is yet to come. It is characteristic of Donald Trump to make loud

statements that are aimed at both distancing from the opponent and creating a positive
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image of himself. The antithesis “three — 47 years” serves as a powerful tool to attract the
voter’s attention as well.

The tactic of positive image creation. The tactic serves as a generalization and

summary for the previously discussed communicative means, however, it has no clear
subject and plan since it is simply aimed at celebrating the strength of a candidate, usually
without any proofs of the information listed. The statements that elevate moral, intellectual
and professional qualities and claims about one’s prolific social activity are frequently
used within the strategy. This image creation does not imply sincerity and brings to the
fore the technological aspect, namely the usage of expressive means [60, p.158]: From the

moment | left my former life behind — and it was a good life — | have done nothing but

fight for you. | did what our political establishment never expected and could never

forgive, breaking the cardinal rule of Washington politics. 1 kept my promise. Firstly,
Trump accentuates the voters’ attention on his sacrifice made for the American people,
using an embedded clause. Then, we can trace the frequent use of pronoun “/” that is
almost anaphoric [35]. In the second sentence of the excerpt, he not only takes pride in his
actions, but also criticises his opponents in a bit discreet way, calling them “political
establishment”. The repetition of adverb “never”, which has a negative contextual
meaning, creates a dramatic effect. In the conclusion to the statement, Donald Trump just
states the fact without detailed explanation again. Overall, the positive reference to himself
is a common feature of Trump, and it provides an immediate effect; however, it still has
no value [11, pp.8-16].

When we move further into the speech, it is noticeable that his self-celebration
becomes supported with some facts and figures: Unlike many presidents before me, | kept

my promise, recognized Israel’s true capital and moved our Embassy to Jerusalem. He
continues contrasting himself to his predecessors using the adversative conjunction
“unlike”. Additionally, the repetition of the phrase “l kept my promise” steadily recurs

during the whole speech and makes it memorable for the listeners.
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With the flow of the speech the former president adds more facts to his eloguent

statements about himself and his office: In perhaps no area did the Washington special

interests try harder to stop us than on my policy of pro-American immigration. But |

refused to back down, and today America’s borders are more secure than ever before.
Here and in the subsequent parts he mentions some particular examples of his activity as
a president. Undoubtedly, not losing the possibility to negatively refer to the opposition
Trump uses the inversion in the first sentence to attract the attention of the public,
however, it seems highly diplomatic of him to replace some negative descriptions of his
opponents with euphemism “the Washington special interests”. Nevertheless, this contrast
is created with the purpose to look better on the background as he finishes this part taking
a positive turn regarding his policies. The use of adversative pronoun “but” accentuates
the difference, and therefore the adjective “secure” with a positive connotation drags all
the positive light to Trump.

To conclude, the strategy of self-representation and its tactics help to form the stable
and recognizable image of the political candidate who has definitely to be a successful
leader in the voters’ consciousness. Our analysis makes it possible to distinguish the tactic
of relating oneself to famous personalities and the American society as the most preferred
by Donald Trump within this strategy. He skillfully implements it with the frequent use
of pronoun “we” and “our” and the references to common American values: freedom,
progress, discovery, confidence, development. Consequently, the constant repetition of the
mentioned pronouns draws the lines between Trump’s supporters (we) and his opposition
(they), and this contrast becomes more vivid in the tactic of distancing. As for the tactic
of positive image creation, Trump takes pride in his work and communicates the
importance of his policies and activities to others. The personal pronoun “I”” is moved to
the fore in the combination with positively connotative words. Yet the tactic can
demonstrate conceit and arrogance of the former president.

The strategy of opponent discredit. The confrontational communicative strategies

are usually manifested in the pre-election discourse, namely during electoral campaigns.
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The discredit presupposes the publicity of criticizing statements and is aimed to get a
certain response of the electorate [49, p.130]. Donald Trump does not miss the opportunity
to expose, present in a negative light and humiliate his opposition. Thus, in his Acceptance
speech the tactic of accusation and the tactic of offense are considered to be critically
important despite the fact that our world and the world of politics, in particular, tries to
become more politically correct. Our analysis will show that Donald Trump usually
neglects this change in the use of language.

The tactic of accusation or exposing. The analysed speech of the candidate slowly

and surely proceeds to the forming of a negative image of his opponent Joe Biden. Donald
Trump is frequently prone to criticise his rival directly and explicitly. His choice of
lexemes is usually taken from the semantic field of incompetence, ignorance, neglect,
betrayal, failed administration, mistakes: Joe Biden is not a savior of America’s soul. He
IS the destroyer of America’s jobs, and if given the chance, he will be the destroyer of
America’s greatness. For 47 years, Joe Biden took the donations of blue-collar workers,

gave them hugs, and even kisses, and told them he felt their pain, and then he flew back

to Washington and voted to ship our jobs to China and many other distant lands. The use
of lexemes with exceptionally negative connotation is the first feature that we pay our
attention to. Furthermore, he repeats word “destroyer” twice putting the label on his
opponent to achieve the desired effect. The use of repetitions is an effective way to
influence consciousness because the repeated information gradually begins to influence
subconscious. It contributes to the associative remembrance of certain information in the
suitable emotional context. Then, this fixation of information starts acting in the opposite
direction, i.e. it influences consciousness again [40, p.16]. The repetitions are filled with
associations and acquire specific psychological and symbolic depth which creates a solid
basis for the perception of suggestion.

In addition, we can trace the use of antithesis “savior — destroyer” in the first two
sentences which can urge the public to think who their savior is then; it is quite possible

that it is Donald Trump. Then, he resorts to listing some facts that can shed a negative
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light on Biden’s reputation using the contrasting statements with negative contextual
meaning: give hugs, kisses, feel the pain, ship jobs to China. The reference to China is
definitely persuasive and influential comment for the supporters of Donald Trump, so that
deep hatred against Biden can arise in the circles of the defenders the former president’s
policies.

The usage of the words of the semantic field “war” with vivid negative semantics
against the opponent is an influential means to make the electorate feel insecure about the
democratic candidate: Joe Biden spent his entire career outsourcing their dreams and the
dreams of American workers, offshoring their jobs, opening their borders and sending

their sons and daughters to fight in endless foreign wars, wars that never ended. The topic

of war awakes the innermost feelings of the public, especially of those members of the
American society who somehow relate to these tragic events. Trump specifies that Biden
sends ““sons and daughters ” of the workers to the war, it definitely plays on the emotions
and feelings of people. The adjective “endless” intensifies the negative meaning of word
“wars”, and this collocation is followed by the paraphrased clause with the same meaning
to make it sound sadder and more dramatic. In brief, Donald Trump simply lists the
accusations which have features of agony and are explicit.

It is distinctive of Trump to accuse Joe Biden by providing some specific examples
as well, though they cannot be proved immediately by the listeners. One more instance is:

As vice president, he supported the Trans-Pacific Partnership, which would have been a

death sentence for the U.S. auto industry. He backed the horrendous South Korea trade

deal, which took many jobs from our country, and which | 've reversed and made a great

deal for our country. He repeatedly supported mass amnesty for illegal immigrants. He

voted for the Irag war. He opposed the mission that took out Osama bin Laden. He

opposed killing Suleimani, he oversaw the rise of ISIS, cheered the rise of China as a

positive development for the world. In the excerpt he refers to the past events of Biden’s
vice-presidency where he mostly presents the semantic field of word “betrayal”: death

sentence, horrendous trade deal, illegal immigrants, Irag war, to oppose, oversee the rise
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of ISIS, rise of China. In the first sentence his allegations possess actually no power
because of the use of the third conditional (unreal past) in the second clause. The speaker
uses the anaphora repeating “he” and therefore continues drawing the line between “I and
he” and “our and their”.

As always Trump takes advantage of the situation and mentions that he has stopped
the incompetent policies of his opponent and has made “a great trade deal for our
country”; unfortunately, it is not clear again what is the deal. Nevertheless, the antithesis
is used again: horrendous deal — great deal.

Although Donald Trump seems to use a range of plausible facts and accusations,
this overload of spoken information is also a well-thought tactic, as the whole information
can neither be remembered nor analysed by the general public.

The tactic of offence (humiliation and ridicule). Unsurprising as it may sound, the

development and the frequent usage of aggressive statements or so-called “hatespeech” is
considered to be closely connected with the start of political career of Donald Trump in
the American political discourse [17]. The offence can be fulfilled with a help of implicit
and explicit linguistic means. The mockery is usually implemented through debunking
and labeling. The former president is prone to implement the tactic directly by using the

explicit means while describing his opponent. For instance: Unfortunately, from the

beginning, our opponents have shown themselves capable of nothing but a partisan ability

to criticize. In this excerpt he incorporates the offence rather than mockery and uses the
collocation “capable of nothing” which seems to be more expressive in the comparison
with its alternative “incapable”’. The collocation “partisan ability to criticize” has certain
features of ridicule since it means that Trump critisises Biden and his party without any
solid reason for that, just for the sake of undermining his reputation. Moreover, the
structure “nothing but + noun phrase” is usually used for complaining or the description
of negative aspects of something. He intensifies his statement with negatively connotative

words: unfortunately, nothing, criticize.
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The most suitable example of labeling is the following statement: Biden is a Trojan

horse for socialism. If Joe Biden doesn’t have the strength to stand up to wild eyed

Marxists like Bernie Sanders and his fellow radicals, and there are many, there are many

many, we see them all the time. It is incredible, actually. Then how is he ever going to

stand up for you? He’s not. Implicitly and metaphorically Donald Trump wants to

embarrass his opponent calling him “a Trojan horse for socialism ” in the first sentence.
This political cliché is a means to slam the opponent while being iniquitous, evil and ill-
intentioned, again without any explanation, though. The journalists call such an act rather
desperate one of Donald Trump, despite the fact the metaphor is frequently employed in
the political circles, especially during electoral campaigns [14].

Then, the claim is followed by other allegations which can be not clear and
understandable for an ordinary American, nevertheless, it will cause the flow of negative
emotions against the democratic candidate. To conclude the saying, the republican
candidate seems to add a rhetorical question in the end. In spite of this fact, he personally
finds a short and expected answer for the question. The adverb “ever” in the question
makes it sound more expressive and dramatic. The implementation of the rhetorical
question expresses doubts about Biden’s ability to lead the country. The most hurling
insults in this piece are directed at other opponents of Donald Trump, namely “Bernie
Sanders and his fellow radicals”. He compares them to “wild eyed Marxists” that is not
interpreted as a positive comparison. The attribute “wild eyed” is an explicit insult of
which Donald Trump cannot steer clear even during his nomination. Additionally, he
insistently repeats the word “many” that describes “radicals”, so that it can seem
threatening for the American people.

In the following utterance Donald Trump nominates Joe Biden as weak: Joe Biden

is weak. He takes his marching orders from liberal hypocrites who drive their cities into

the ground while fleeing from the scene of the wreckage. He wants to fix this negative
image of his opponent in the consciousness of the listeners, although it is not distinctly

clear what he means by “weak ” in the first place. Therefore, he supports his bold statement
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with some not proved example, so that the public can interpret “weak” as “easily
influenced by other people”. The words with the negative connotation: hypocrites,
wreckage and the metaphor “...who drive their cities into the ground” intensifies the
perception of the word “weak” and build the negative associations about the democrat.

In conclusion, there is a range of notable examples of the strategy of discredit in
Trump’s acceptance speech. The former president expresses many direct accusations
concerning his opponent which usually are presented as lists of unproved facts which are
difficult to comprehend and analyse while listening. Due to the peculiarity of the
traditional communicative norms of American political discourse which presupposes the
preservation of diplomatic relations, election campaigns rarely allow the use of direct
forms of insults. However, in Donald Trump’s speech a number of destructive elements
of behavior can be noticed, and it therefore exemplifies the use of the tactic of offence
[61]. Those destructive elements rarely have an implicit character and are clearly
articulated by Trump with a help of the words with negative connotation, negative epithets
and metaphors, sarcastic statements, antithesis and repetition, which are again supported
with certain exposing facts and definitely interest the general public, as well as build
negative image of the opposition. Ultimately, the positive image of the speaker is being
formed due to the contrastive negative background formed by Donald Trump that is one
of the initial goals of the discussed strategy.

The strategy of theatricality. The creation of performance in front of the potential
voters has recently become one of the frequently employed strategies, especially in the
discourse of politics. Donald Trump’s speeches usually possess the character of
performance due to its expressiveness and bold statements which easily attract the
listener’s attention because this kind of behaviour is not a given on the arena of American
politics. The discussed strategy normally has implicit nature and is implemented with the
tactics of cooperation, prognostication, promising, prompting and warning in the

nomination speech of Donald Trump.
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The cooperative tactic. The tactic entails some similar features with the tactic of

identification, which is a component of the self-representation strategy because of its
relation to the values of the public. Despite this fact, the tactic of cooperation is also aimed
at the collaboration with the American society towards a common goal, i.e. “making
America great again”. Trump as a speaker is repeatedly inclined to use the pronouns “we”
and “our” when making an appeal to the general public as it has already been mentioned
in the discussion of the self-representation strategy: In the new term as president, we will

again build the greatest economy in history, quickly returning to full employment, soaring

incomes and record prosperity. We will defend America against all threats and protect
America against all dangers. We will lead America into new frontiers of ambition and

discovery, and we will reach four new heights of national achievement. We will rekindle

faith in our values, new pride in our history and a new spirit of unity that can only be
realized through love for our great country. He claims that his presidency is and will be
“the teamwork” rather than simply his keeping the rein. The speaker influences the

b

audience while constantly repeating the pronouns “we” and “our”, in this way he
discredits the role of the third person and produces the image of his unity with all
Americans. In addition, it is noticeable that all the statements are in the form of promises
/ predictions as they are expressed in the Future Simple tense, so it should raise the voters’
hope. However, the grandeur of expressions and the accumulation of the words with
positive connotation can cause the opposite effect. The adjective “great” is one of Trump’s
favourites, which he can use either in the simple or in the superlative form. A lot of
attention is paid to the economic issues such as employment, incomes and prosperity; the
speaker collocates all those nouns with the adjectives which mean “big” or “increasingly
big”.

In the following piece, the tactic of cooperation is employed by mentioning this
common goal rather than just aimlessly repeating the pronoun “we”: Together we have
ended the rule of the failed political class, and they are desperate to get their power back

by any means necessary. You have seen that. They are angry at me because instead of
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putting them first, I very simply said, “America first. ” Just the beginning of the statement

Is marked by the explicit usage of cooperative techniques, i.e. the pronoun “we” and the
adverb “together”, which intensifies the pronoun. Then, the most important point is
expressed in the last sentence as the former president refers to his “America first” policy
which helps him to evoke the feeling and the desire of collaboration in the voters. In
addition, the slogan “America first” is clearly outlined by Donald Trump because of the
use of direct speech that is a clear example of theatricality. It is extremely wrong for an
American citizen to disagree with this statement. The group of Donald Trump voters is
mostly made up of lower middle-class blue-collar workers and, therefore, they usually
feel deceived by the administration or “political establishment” as Trump puts that in the
speech [18]. It is easy for Donald Trump to connect with this overwhelming majority by
appealing to their traditional values on the campaign trail. He wants America to come
first, and for American middle-class it means that their jobs and families are the priorities
in Trump’s policy.

The prognostication tactic. The next tactic which sets out to ensure the public in the

bright future is the tactic of prognostication. This forecast of the future is fulfilled by the
application of judgments and statements about eventual developments based on the
interpretation of various data. Although it is not always the rule for Donald Trump because
his prognoses can have no valid basis. Unsurprisingly, the most widespread technique to
make political and social forecasts is the use of Future Simple tense, which is favoured in
Trump’s speech. He begins his acceptance speech with the projection for the future of the
USA and the whole world, especially in the nearest future: In recent months, our nation
and the entire planet has been struck by a new and powerful invisible enemy. Like those

brave Americans before us, we are meeting this challenge. We are delivering lifesaving

therapies and will produce a vaccine before the end of the year, or maybe even sooner.

We will defeat the virus and the pandemic and emerge stronger than ever before. First, he
uses the structures in Present Continuous which supposedly relate to the time of speaking

but also can be interpreted as plans for the future. In the next sentence his forecasting in
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Future Simple is supported by the adverbial phrase “before the end of the year”. However,
Future Simple has relatively low probability rate but, nevertheless, Trump ends up adding
the adverb “maybe” that inspires almost no hope and acts as just raw words. It is obviously
that the topic of coronavirus responds to a lot of listeners, moreover, backed up by such
bold prognoses. Besides, Trump continues to apply his technique of cooperation
confidently saying that even the most severe problems will be resolved collectively, i.e.
government and people will act together. It frees him of the responsibility, to some extent.
Notwithstanding these flaws of the speech, such a positive picturing of the future helps to
programme people to succeed.

Despite the extensive usage of positive prognostication, the negative forecasting
regarding his opponent can also be found in the speech: Biden has promised to abolish the

production of American oil, coal, shale and natural gas, laying waste to the economies of

Pennsylvania, Ohio, Texas, North Dakota, Oklahoma, Colorado and New Mexico —
destroying those states, absolutely destroying those states, and others. Millions of jobs
will be lost, and energy prices will soar. From his own promises the speaker switches to
the promises of the opposition. The distinctive difference is, however, that the prognoses
relating to the policies of Joe Biden are full of lexemes with negative connotation: lay
waste to, destroy (repeated two times), lost, soar. He provides a brief introduction into the
current state of Biden’s activities and, then, go on commenting on the negative outcomes
of his present acts. The tactic of cooperation is not present in the negative prognostication
tactic, passive and impersonal structures are predominant.

The tactic of promising. The tactic of promising is a logical continuation of our

analysis as it possesses characteristics similar to the tactic of prognostication. One
distinctive feature is that the tactic of promising is expressed, by and large, by simple
statements in Future Simple tense, with no supporting data or facts which usually should
explain why some consequences and prognoses are drawn. According to that, there is no
validity in the words of candidates and, therefore, those promises are purely for the effect

of eloquence and theatricality.
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Donald Trump is not afraid of making promises at all, that is why his speech is

saturated with such structures: Over the next four years, we will prove worthy of this

magnificent legacy. We will reach stunning new heights, and we will show the world that

for America there is a dream, and it is not beyond your reach. Together, we are
unstoppable. Together, we are unbeatable. Because together, we are the proud citizens of
the United States of America.

On November 3, we will make America safer. We will make America stronger. We

will make America prouder. And we will make America greater than ever before. | am

very proud to be the nominee of the Republican Party. With the example of the closing
statement, we can notice the abundance of “we + will” structure that is responsible for
promises, and the exuberance of the pronoun “we” is in charge of the creating of a
collaborative atmosphere. The choice of lexemes is exclusively positive one in order to
finish the speech on the high note and ensure the public remembers only pleasing and
encouraging things: magnificent legacy, stunning new heights, dream, unstoppable,
unbeatable, proud, safer, stronger, prouder, greater. Speaking of lexemes, some positive
connotations are created with a help of the various affixes, mostly prefixes and suffixes:
un- (unstoppable, unbeatable) and -er (safer, stronger, prouder, greater). The repetition
also is included in the excerpt, still with the same aim to emphasise the good perspectives
and to leave the listeners with those ideas cling in their heads.

The tactic of prompting. This tactic is key one in political discourse, to be more

precise, in agitation speeches. It acts as a conclusion of everything told before since it
encourages to some actions or embracing of certain points of view. Nowadays the tactic
can be expressed in both ways: implicitly and explicitly. Donald Trump makes use of it
implicitly in most cases, so that it interrelates with the other strategies and tactics.
However, there is a couple of instances when he does not hesitate to directly appeal to the
public with the request to make a call once and for the next four years: There is violence
and danger in the streets of many Democrat-run cities throughout America. This problem

could easily be fixed if they wanted to. Just call, we re ready to go in. We will take care
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of your problem in a matter of hours. Just call. We have to wait for the call. It is too bad
we have to, but we have to wait for the call. In this excerpt, he chooses some specific
audience to refer to, namely Democrats, those who are not in favour of his political
activity. The slogan “just call” is a pithy saying that is surrounded with the promising
statements. This usage of prompting sounds more reliable if we compare it with raw calls
for action or vote. Moreover, he doesn’t miss the opportunity to put an emphasis on that
by repeating the phrase twice. Donald Trump approaches the audacious call after
mentioning a disaster in Democrat-run cities with the lexemes of negative connotation:
violence and danger. In the next sentences he positions himself as a solver of all the
problems caused by his Democratic opposition, generally, employing abstract words
which, however, create a positive emotional field.

The imposition of certain ideas and the calls for their protection which are supported
by the creation of an image of an enemy can generate the sense of competition and even
hatred to the opposition among the audience [62, p. 68].

The tactic of warning. The tactic of warning is for alerting people about possible

outcomes of their choice usually with negative comments towards the opponent: If the left

gains power, they will demolish the suburbs, confiscate your guns, and appoint justices

who will wipe away your second amendment and other constitutional freedoms. The

warning is presented with a conditional structure, namely the 1% conditional, i.e. the event
that is likely to happen in the future. Obviously, the probable events are exclusively
negative for the Republican supporters, and it is stressed with a help of the verbs with
negative inherent connotation: demolish, confiscate, wipe away. The statement is
undoubtedly projected at the supports of the Republican party as the speaker mentions all
those concepts which are the values for Republicans. Hence, the division into “they” and
“we”, “you”, “your” is presented in the extract again. First, Donald Trump employs the
pronoun “they” and employs the structure “the + adjective” to refer to the group of people
(the left). Therefore, the audience understands that “they” equals “the left”, and this

association is stored in their brains.
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There is one more warning expressed with a conditional structure: And if we don'’t
win, your second amendment doesn’t have a chance, 1 can tell you that. I have totally
protected it. In this case Trump makes his warning sound even more realistic while using
the zero conditional which is applicable for the facts or situations that are always true.
Once again, he accentuates his attention on the second amendment that allows American
citizens to keep and bear arms, although this amendment is not supported by Democrats.
By reproducing it again, he draws attention of his Republican allies to the subject matter
in order to consolidate their faith in his policies. In the excerpt, Trump repeats the personal

GGI,,

pronoun “I” twice so as to flaunt his achievements.

To sum up, the strategy of theatricality adds the features of eloquence to the speech
of Donald Trump. Within the strategy, the candidate tries to pay more attention to the
American people, not solely to himself, and it can be observed especially in the tactics of
cooperation and promising. Whilst making predictions, he employs both positive and
negative statements, with the latter referring to his opponent’s policies. As for the tactic
of prompting and warning, they are not numerous, however, they both possess the ideas
of polarization of two parties, which can receive some derogatory remarks of the public.

CGIQ,

The emphasis on the pronoun “I” is preserved in the discussed strategy as well. The tactics
in the strategy of theatricality, however, do not provide any reliable information or facts.
Nevertheless, they may sound catchy and, as a result, be perceived by the listeners as

genuine and true.

2.2. Communication strategies in Joe Biden’s National Convention
Acceptance Speech
The opponent of Donald Trump in the electoral campaign 2020 was Joe Biden
whose language use is next to undergo our strategic-tactic analysis. Although it is difficult

for Joe Biden to compete with Trump’s eccentric behaviour as a presidential candidate,
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the Democrat has the capacity to draw the attention of the American electorate to his
figure.

Whilst Donald Trump is widely known for his simplicity and directness of speech
that bring him closer to the public, and for the use of insults, exaggeration, slogans, and
occasional disinformation, Joe Biden has also already created his own image of a
politician in general and a presidential candidate, in particular. The style of speaking and
language itself have added to the image: more complex sentence structures but rather
incoherent ones, a lot of digressions and mix-ups [9]. However, his adherence to more
positive concepts, democratic values and empathetic character, compared to Trump, while
delivering speeches influences the attitude of potential voters to his political personality
[23].

We are going to analyse the strategy of self-representation, the opponent
discredit strategy and the strategy of theatricality used by Joe Biden in his National
Convention Acceptance Speech during the final night of the Democratic National
Convention on August 20, in Wilmington, Delaware. The conducted research is a way to
study the language peculiarities of Joe Biden and its influence on the choice of American
voters.

The strategy of self-representation. Although for many politicians the self-
representation strategy is a key instrument to create their positive image in front of the
public and to verbally demonstrate their personal qualities, Joe Biden exercises restraint
in his acceptance speech and does not devote a lot of attention for praising himself. Hence,
the tactic of positive image creation that is usually based on self-congratulation is not
employed in the speech of the democratic candidate. However, the former vice president
still attempts to make use of the strategy of self-representation in his speech by relating

himself to some famous personalities and identifying himself with the American people.

This tactic is mainly presented at the beginning of his address, so that positive associations

about the candidate are being formed immediately.

40



First of all, he tends to demonstrate the unity of the USA and to communicate that
he is an equal member of this nation: America isn't just a collection of clashing interests

of Red States or Blue States. We're so much bigger than that. We're so much better than

that. In this statement, Biden draws a parallel between America and the American people
due to the use of the personal pronoun “we” in the next two sentences as an identification
for the word “America” in the first sentence. The Democrat avoids the employment of the
personal pronoun “I”” in order not to spoil the mood and effect of the statement. The tactic
of identification is successfully exemplified in the last two sentences which also draw the
listeners’ attention with the repetition. Besides, Joe Biden emphasises and strengthens the
comparative adjective “bigger” with the intensifier “much”. The topic of the splitting of
America is a widespread one in Biden’s speeches and acts an implicit way to critisise the
existing authority and to position himself as “an apostle of political conciliation” [20].
The next step which Joe Biden takes is the formation of connections between
himself and successful all-liked American politicians: Nearly a century ago, Franklin
Roosevelt pledged a New Deal in a time of massive unemployment, uncertainty, and fear.
Stricken by disease, stricken by a virus, FDR insisted that he would recover and prevail

and he believed America could as well. And he did. And so can we. This allusion to the

past history is a powerful technique to persuade the general public as it is a real example
when the similar problems which Americans face nowadays were overcome a century
ago. In addition, Biden implicitly compares himself to Roosevelt implying that he has the
capacity to repeat the deeds of his predecessor, albeit still steering clear of using the
personal pronoun “/”. The usage of anaphora in the last two sentences creates the
interrelation between him and Roosevelt.

One more good instance of Biden’s relating to the folks of the US is to find in the
middle of his speech: On this summer night, let me take a moment to speak to those of you

who have lost the most. 1 know how it feels to lose someone you love. | know that deep

black hole that opens up in your chest. That you feel your whole being is sucked into it. |

know how mean and cruel and unfair life can be sometimes. Joe Biden is a master of
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sympathy, and it is distinctly demonstrated in the example. The empathy to the American
people and the identification with their feelings are the important tools to obtain the
support of the potential voters. Finally, he makes use of the personal pronoun “I” while
sympathizing with the Americans and their losses due to Covid-19. To be more precise,
he tends to use an anaphora and starts a couple of sentences with “I know”. It exemplifies
his ability to influence people’s feelings and that can probably serve as his powerful
weapon in the campaign 2020. Moreover, this strategy is opposite to that of Donald Trump
during the most severe time of the pandemic since the former president commanded
people not to be afraid of the virus [16].

So, Joe Biden, Donald Trump’s democratic opponent, is not inclined to use the
strategy of self-representation in the analysed speech. In particular, the only tactic of
relating and identifying oneself to the American people or famous personalities as a
component of the strategy of self-representation is applied in the acceptance speech
delivered by Joe Biden. Within this tactic he prefers not to highlight his personality and
deeds but to create the image of unity and togetherness of the American nation by using
the pronoun “we”. To put an emphasis on the ideas of him and to make them be engraved
in the memory of the listeners Joe Biden is prone to repeat the concepts and sometimes to
apply anaphoric repetition. In addition, the Democrat, who his republican rival likes to
call “Slow Joe”, is known for his empathetic and comforting nature that can be distinctly
observed in the analysed excerpts of his speech. The sad and sympathetic mood of these
statements is achieved with a help of lexemes of the semantic field of love and grief.

The strategy of opponent discredit. Although the implementation of the strategy
of opponent discredit is a critical instrument among politicians to discourage potential
voters from giving their votes for their rival, Biden “tries to neutralize the political poison
of the moment with the language of unity, decency, integrity, hard work, democracy and
hope” [2]. Therefore, he mainly steers clear of criticizing the opposition or provides his
critique in a milder and calmer manner. Overall, his criticizing of the Republican opponent

seems to be simply a counterattack on the former president but, generally, Joseph Biden’s
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campaign is aimed at optimism over pessimism, as we will prove in our further analysis
of the speech.

The tactic of accusation. In spite of Biden’s preferences mentioned above, he does

not hesitate to implement the tactic of accusation straightaway at the beginning of his

address. The firsts lines of his speech include: The current president has cloaked America

in darkness for much too long. Too much anger. Too much fear. Too much division. The

democratic candidate makes the accusations using the words with adherent “has cloaked
America” and inherent “in darkness” negative connotation. To be more precise, he
implements the metaphor “has cloaked America in darkness” in the extract meaning “has
led America to a crippling state”. The implementation of metaphor dramatises the
statement and influences the mood of the potential voters. The phrase “much too long” is
also used for a dramatic effect and exaggeration because the adverb “foo” already
possesses a negative meaning and, then, it is emphasized with the adverb “much”. After
that, Joe Biden applies anaphora in the three consequent sentences repeating the same
exaggerated pattern “zoo much” in collocations with words of inherent and adherent
negative connotation, respectively: anger, fear, division. To accentuate the last three
statements of accusation, Biden makes them relatively pithy and with pauses.

The next example of more direct accusations and claims is as follows: A president

who takes no responsibility, refuses to lead, blames others, cozies up to dictators, and fans

the flames of hate and division. He will wake up every day believing the job is all about

him. Never about you. The first sentence is formed with a range of parallel constructions

which are presented with the verbs of adherent and inherent negative connotation. What
is interesting, the speaker does not mention the name of the person he describes but uses
the nouns and pronouns for the identification. Hence, it adds to the creation of a negative
image of Biden’s opponent as we usually do not pronounce out loud some unpleasant or
frightening things. The last sentence of the extract has the common form of expression for

Joe Biden because of its lengths and clarity.
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To back up the candidate’s preference for the use of repetitions, namely anaphoric
structures, while putting claims on his opponent, here is one more instance: Our current

president has failed in his most basic duty to this nation. He failed to protect us. He failed

to protect America. And, my fellow Americans, that is unforgivable. Again, the name of

the person described is omitted, which seems to be characteristic of Joe Biden’s speech.
Then, the repetition of the verb “fail” which has a negative connotation acts as a good
instrument to manage listeners’ opinion. The next linguistic means is manifested in the
use of a vocative to Americans. To bring himself closer to the general public, Biden uses
the word “fellow” meaning “someone who is in the same situation as you”. So, firstly, he
sets people against Donald Trump and then he tries to position himself as a savior from
all the failures of the previous president.

The tactic of offense. Joe Biden definitely presents a contrast to his republican

opponent and, as a result, there are almost no offences or direct insults in the National
Convention Acceptance Speech. His delivery is apparently reserved concerning the

application of insulting language units. Nevertheless, one example of the tactic is to find

in the speech: And speaking of President Obama, a man | was honored to serve alongside
for 8 years as Vice President. Let me take this moment to say something we don't say
nearly enough. Thank you, Mr. President. You were a great president. A president our

children could -- and did -- look up to. No one will say that about the current occupant of

the office. In the extract he opposes Donald Trump to Barack Obama emphasising the
respect Biden pays Obama and, consequently, Joe Biden shifts to Donald Trump not
mentioning his name again, and that adds up to a desirable contrast as well. The statement
describing his opponent begins with the indefinite adjective “no” to build negative
associations immediately. Then, Biden calls Donald Trump “the current occupant of the
office” employing the periphrasis of the word “president” which he skillfully circumvents
every time while referring to his republican competitor. It highlights the contemptuous

attitude of the speaker to his opponent [21].
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In conclusion, Joe Biden has proved to be not the best instance of a politician
because of his scarce usage of the opponent discredit strategy and the tactics within the
strategy. During the delivery of his acceptance speech, he criticizes the opposition a
couple of times with a help of the accusations which are marked with the emotionally-
colored vocabulary, namely lexical units which awaken negative emotions such as anger
and hatred. Another feature of opponent discredit is the avoidance of the rival’s name. As
a result, Biden is inclined to use either periphrasis or the personal pronoun “he”. Some of
the statements are built on the contrast “l-he”, “we-they”, “good-bad”, albeit implicitly.
As for offences, we have found only one instance of an offensive statement in Biden’s
speech, and the offence cannot be described as violent or outraged one.

The strategy of theatricality. Although there were no great expectations put in
Biden’s acceptance speech delivery, he impressively outshone himself while giving his
address to the American people as a nominee from the Democratic party. His speech
possesses a lot of features of the theatricality strategy which is manifested with a help of

the tactic of promising, the prognostication tactic, the tactic of informing, the tactic of

prompting, the cooperation tactic, and even with the tactic of irony. In our research we

will discuss the tactics in detail in order to understand whether the speech is a sharp attack
on Donald Trump due to Biden’s moving and high-minded performance [3].

The tactic of prompting. Rhetorical questions serve as the most effective

instruments for calls to action and engagement in rhetorical demagogy. That’s why they
are employed by Joseph Biden to make listeners, i.e. potential voters, think and probably
reconsider their decisions: A president who takes no responsibility, refuses to lead, blames
others, cozies up to dictators, and fans the flames of hate and division. He will wake up

every day believing the job is all about him. Never about you. Is that the America you

want for you, your family, your children? | see a different America. The tactic of

prompting is embedded with the accusations of the opponent from the one side and the
tactic of delimitation from the other side. Apparently, it intensifies the application of the

rhetorical question in the middle of the statement. The speaker puts the definite article
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“the” before the word “America”, so that to ensure that listeners understand that he refers
to the USA of Donald Trump but not of America of his vision. In addition, for appealing
to electorate’s feelings Biden mentions the concepts valuable for the American people in
a form of enumeration such as family and children. They are emphasised with the
pronouns “you” (personal), “your” (possessive) which are repeated by the speaker.
Another instance of prompting revolves around the topic of human rights and
American values as it states: History has thrust one more urgent task on us. Will we be

the generation that finally wipes the stain of racism from our national character? First,

Biden makes an introductory statement which acts as a prerequisite for the next prompting
statement expressed in a question form. The presented prompting is not direct and entails
one of the most important issues for Americans, namely racism. So, the topic of utterance
is the first thing to draw listeners’ attention to. Therefore, the rhetorical question starts
with “will”, which means either certainty in the future or a request in this case. The use of
the metaphor “to wipe the stain of racism from our national character” perfectly
complements the saying by creating a strong effect. The collocation “our national
character” and the pronoun “we” in the beginning of the sentence unite the speaker and
the recipients of the information, so that the statement is more likely to receive a response
and will be probably evaluated in favour of the speaker. We should pay our attention to
the adverb “finally ” which accentuates the urgency of people’s action.

The cooperation tactic. The number of instances of the cooperation tactic in Joe

Biden’s speech is immense. He is more likely to bring himself closer to the Americans
than to delimit and draw lines between himself and his Republican opponent. Hence, these
cooperation and unity form the borders of delimitation themselves. Besides, the candidate
IS required to strike an optimistic tone about overcoming challenges and the turmoil of the
past months caused by his rival if Americans can forget about their differences and
cooperate [8].

That is why, the tactic of cooperation is to be found in the first lines of the

acceptance speech: It's time for us, for We the People, to come together. The most efficient
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element here is the use of collocation “We the People” which is not created by Joe Biden
himself but is borrowed from the Preamble to the US Constitution, so it is expected from
every member of the Biden’s audience to realise the power of these words and relate
themselves to the concept. Although the phrase is not grammatically correct, it is well-
known and therefore cannot be altered as it also serves as a reference to the past of the
USA, the Founding Fathers and the Constitution, in particular. It is a well-thought way to
fulfill the tactic of cooperation and, as a result, to exercise an influence on the American
citizens. The expression “it’s time + to-infinitive ” refers to the present moment and to the
speaker and listeners together. Additionally, it can be noted that the statement also calls
the public to action.

The next example of the tactic is indirect and, by that, not comprehensible for all
listeners, only for those who are preoccupied with the issue of “racism’ and the last events
taken place in America: | met with a six-year-old Gianna Floyd, a day before her Daddy
George Floyd was laid to rest. She is incredibly brave. I'll never forget.

When | leaned down to speak with her, she looked into my eyes and said "Daddy,

changed the world." Her words burrowed deep into my heart. Maybe George Floyd's

murder was the breaking point. Maybe John Lewis' passing the inspiration.

However, it has come to be, America is ready to in John's words, to lay down "the

heavy burdens of hate at last" and to do the hard work of rooting out our systemic racism.
Overall, the example is a perfect illustration of the strategy of theatricality. Joe Biden
begins with a short pre-story that seems to be heart-wrenching for an average American
citizen. In the second paragraph he approaches the cooperative tactic. The speaker uses
the words of George Floyd’s daughter in order to awaken the emotions of the public and
also to show his closeness to the members of American society. Except for the girl’s
words, Biden describes his encounter with her in precise detail that can be definitely
viewed as a performance. Thus, in the last paragraph we can observe the communicative
goal of the speaker achieved. The employment of concepts that are valuable and worrying

for the American society such as racism, inequality and human rights complement the
47



extract because they are critical for the creation of sympathetic and consequently even
despising mood. In the end, the tactic of cooperation is interconnected with the tactic of
prompting, both of them are indirect. Joe Biden refers to “America” in the last sentence
as to the people of America and it is fulfilled with a help of a trope that is called metonymy.

The tactic of informing. As for the tactic of informing, there are only two instances

of Joe Biden reporting the information. Even though he provides the listeners with some
facts and figures, the candidate’s appraisal is also present in the statements. The most
applicable example is the following: Just judge this president on the facts. 5 million
Americans infected with COVID-19. More than 170,000 Americans have died. By far the

worst performance of any nation on Earth. More than 50 million people have filed for

unemployment this year. More than 10 million people are going to lose their health

insurance this year. Nearly one in 6 small businesses have closed this year. The first
sentence in the statement applies that the former president is going to be estimated by the
speaker. Moreover, the word “judge” is used that usually presupposes some negative
outcomes and has rarely something to do with an objective point of view. Apparently, the
statement is followed up by the list of facts and figures which again cannot be immediately
proved by the audience but have an instant effect on their consciousness; Biden starts
almost every sentence in the list with the words “more than”, so that the use of anaphora,
I.e. repetition at the beginning of a clause, is remembered by the public, although it implies
some inaccuracy. However, Joe Biden might deliberately use these inexact structures in
order to avoid the confusion of data.

In addition, every sentence possesses at least one word which has either inherent or
adherent negative connotation, e.g. infected with COVID-19, Americans have died, the
worst performance of any nation, people have filed for unemployment, people are going
to lose their health insurance, small businesses have closed. The application of death,
unemployment and other figures will definitely have a profound influence on the public,

and it is one of the most widespread techniques of the tactic of informing.
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The tactic of promising. Making promises is one of the methods which can lead to

the formation of a positive image of a nominee, although it can be viewed as an element
of the political performance. So, Joe Biden lays out his first bold and ambitious promises
straight after the introductory words of his speech: Here and now, | give you my word: If

you entrust me with the presidency, | will draw on the best of us not the worst. | will be an

ally of the light not of the darkness. The extract is worded extremely poetically as the

statement found at the beginning of the speech, by and large, seems to be lyrical one. The
candidate does not simply make promises but rather declares his intention to promise first
and, therefore, deliver his promise. The promise has, however, conditional nature
(expressed in the 1% conditional), i.e. it can be fulfilled only on one condition. Then, we
notice a couple of metaphors to express the promises, e.g. | will draw on the best of us not
the worst. | will be an ally of the light not of the darkness. The metaphors are built on the
opposition: best-worst and light-darkness. Undoubtedly, the discussed statements
perfectly represent the strategy of theatricality, in general, since they have no real value
and validity due to its vague and metaphoric expressions but notwithstanding that adorn
the speech.

As for accurate and valid promises, these can be found later in the address: If I'm
president on day one we'll implement the national strategy I've been laying out since
March.

We'll develop and deploy rapid tests with results available immediately.

We'll make the medical supplies and protective equipment our country needs. And

we'll make them here in America. So we will never again be at the mercy of China and
other foreign countries in order to protect our own people.

We'll make sure our schools have the resources they need to be open, safe, and

effective.
We'll put the politics aside and take the muzzle off our experts so the public gets the
information they need and deserve. The honest, unvarnished truth. They can deal with

that.
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We'll have a national mandate to wear a mask-not as a burden, but to protect each
other.

Unsurprisingly, the topic that unites all the aforementioned statements is “Covid-
197, the main burden which should be overcome. Providing promises concerning the
pandemic and virus is a successful method to make people listen to you. It is interesting
that in the case of coronavirus Joe Biden does not make only himself accountable for the
planned measures, he uses the pronoun “we ” to list the actions to be undertaken if he is
the president elect. The statements are expressed in Future Simple that is a usual way to
display such commitments. Undoubtedly, the words with adherent and inherent positive
connotation are applied to make optimistic projections on the future: rapid tests with
results available immediately, protective equipment, safe and effective, to protect each
other, etc.

Joe Biden refers to the topic of health and Medicare not once within his address: If

I'm your president, we're going to protect Social Security and Medicare. You have my

word. Social Security appears to be one of the frequently discussed subjects in the speech
as well. Both topics are important to hear for the public. Once again Biden incorporates
the 1% conditional into his promise telling all the changes are possible provided he is the
president. Moreover, he again tends to use the pronoun “we” rather than “I” when giving
his word to the American people, although it can be treated as the unwillingness to be held
accountable. Nevertheless, while employing the pronoun “we” he also can be referring
either to his supporters and office or to all Americans partially implying the cooperative
strategy, albeit not so successfully in this case. The last sentence in the excerpt is again a
bold statement for effective performance as those words spoken can be easily vanished
from the memory of a listener.

The tactic of irony. Surprising as it may seem, we do not encounter the instances

of irony in the speech of Donald Trump but we come across a couple of such ironical

statements in the speech of his more restraint opponent. Irony is one of the convincing and
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expressive techniques which contributes to a politician’s ability to manipulate an audience
[10].
Both examples of irony are obviously directed at the opponent of Joe Biden, i.e.

Donald Trump, his office and his policies: The President keeps telling us the virus is going

to disappear. He keeps waiting for a miracle. Well, | have news for him, no miracle is

coming. The speaker ironically incorporates such phrases as “the virus is going to
disappear” and “waiting for a miracle ” to point to the inaction of his rival. This case of
irony appears to be fairly recognizable and understandable for an addressee and therefore
can fulfil its function. Although there exists a wide range of possible interpretations of
irony, this one clearly expresses the negative attitude of Joe Biden to Donald Trump.
Biden’s tendency to avoid the use of the former president’s name accentuates the
speaker’s disparaging attitude towards the person. The interjection “well” indicates
certain nervousness and impatience in the extract. Hence, the elements create a powerful
effect altogether, although it is a way to release tension and aggression.

Discussing his economic plan, Biden refers to a wide variety of issues to which he
will pay his attention while rebuilding the economy of the USA. However, in this flow of
aspirational promises he also resorts to the use of irony: ... With newly empowered labor
unions. With equal pay for women. With rising wages, you can raise a family on. Yes,

we're going to do more than praise our essential workers. We're finally going to pay them.

Even without mentioning the former president, the last two sentences of the extract
perfectly imply ironical and contemptuous meaning. The irony is employed to accentuate
the flaws and faults of the former policies and the person who is responsible for them. It
is an efficient instrument to criticize and accuse. However, it cannot be obvious for
everyone what the speaker means as the statements suggest some hidden sense. So,
addressees should be familiar with the extralinguistic factors to interpret the ambiguous
sentences in a correct way. The given irony is constructed on the opposition, i.e. antithesis,

although the opposition is not explicit and cannot be deduced without the context.
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Conclusion

To conclude the tactic-strategic analysis of the National Convention Acceptance
speeches of two candidates, we can highlight that the communication strategy of self-
representation and the strategy of opponent discredit play an important role for wielding
influence on the potential voters in the Republican National Convention speech by Donald
Trump. As for the strategy of theatricality, it adds essential features to the speech,
however, the strategy has rather a subsidiary character and is employed for the
reinforcement of two aforementioned strategies. Within the strategy of self-representation,
the pronoun ‘we’ is important for President Trump because it is a method of inclusion.
Despite this fact, the personal pronoun “I” is regularly emphasised. In addition, on the
“we-they” contrast he gradually begins employing the radical and devastating critique of
the opposition changing the mood of the statements to more outraged and irritated one.
According to the theatricality strategy, most tactics within this strategy are the projections
for the future course of events and are expressed with the grammatical structures and
lexical forms which possess a future meaning or indicate the level of probability of the
statements.

As for the Democratic National Convention of Joe Biden, it is possible to
distinguish the strategy of theatricality as the most numerous one. The candidate pays a
lot of attention to the concept of cooperation that is mainly implemented by such means
as the extensive use of the pronoun “we”, the word “America” (metonymy) and therefore
by eliminating the usage of the pronoun “I”. By and large, the strategy of positive self-
representation is neglected by Joe Biden since he is not inclined to put emphasis on his
political figure that is representative of democratic values. The strategy of opponent
discredit is marked by the deliberate avoidance of the rival’s name. In addition, while
discrediting Trump, Joe Biden involves a range of emotionally-marked epithets,
metaphors, comparisons, repetitions mainly with a negative connotation in his speech.
Nevertheless, the mood and the manner of Joe Biden’s speech appear to be strikingly calm

and balanced that is undoubtedly contrasted to the rhetoric of Donald Trump.
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In spite of the lengthy and worded speech delivered by Donald Trump, it has
definitely little resonance compared to the speech of his opponent Joe Biden. Apparently,
the American people longed for substantial changes in the time of all-embracing crisis,
and Joe Biden with an ear for the people, the comfort with sentiment and sympathy has

definitely become a beacon of hope for Americans by providing the solace they needed.
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SUMMARY

The research on the topical issue of the implementation of communication strategies
and tactics in the political discourse of the American politics has met its objectives and
therefore allows us to draw the following conclusions.

The concept of political discourse was investigated. Since the sphere of politics is
marked by the frequent use of language as a means of expressing political ideas and
performing political action, it stipulates the emergence and development of a new
communicative environment where political actors express their intentions and struggles
for political power with the help of specific language signs, i.e. political language.

As political discourse is a multi-faceted concept, we have identified its main
features. The extralingual nature is one of those characteristics because this type of
discourse is dependent on the presence of an addressee. This results in the development
of the next feature that is called interactivity. The choice of a theme in the political
discourse is always interrelated with the political reality, and within it politicians are
aimed to assert their interests, which marks the fourth feature of the discourse. Finally, the
nature of the discourse is expressed by the use of emotionality and theatricality. The
described features can be altered or modified in accordance with a situation in the political
environment.

Certain amendments are also brought about by the existence of various types of
political discourse which are stipulated by its form, function of an addresser, goal and
sphere of functioning. According to its form the political discourse is divided into written
and oral, with the latter including speech as a form of its manifestation. A political speech
within oral political discourse belongs to agitation language genres which are usually
employed during electoral campaigns.

The concepts of a communication strategy and a communication tactic were
analysed. The communication in political discourse and the implementation of its forms
and genres are prescribed by numerous communication techniques which are called

communication strategies and tactics. Both concepts are interconnected, however, with
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the dominance of a communication strategy which was defined as a certain scheme of
speech acts which is aimed to achieve specific goals and to realise intentions in a
politician-audience monologue or dialogue communication. A communication tactic is the
form of employing a communication strategy, so that it is identified as a local rhetoric
means and lines of speech behaviour.

We have singled out three main communicative strategies which play a crucial role
in the process of getting voters’ support and maintaining power during the electoral
campaign: the strategy of self-representation (the tactic of identification or relating oneself
to somebody, the tactic of distancing oneself from somebody or something, the tactic of
the positive image creation), the strategy of discredit (the tactic of accusation, the tactic
of offense) and the strategy of theatricality (the tactic of prompting, cooperation tactic,
delimitation tactic, the tactic of informing, the tactic of promising, prognostication tactic,
the tactic of warning, the tactic of using irony, provocation tactic). Every strategy entails
a number of tactics which assist in their resultative implementation. However, both
strategies and tactics are not employed equally by politicians, there are always those which
tend to prevail.

As for the peculiarities of these speech strategies and tactics, the strategy of self-
representation is responsible for the demonstration of politician’s strengths and also for
the positioning of a politician on the same level with the audience. Moreover, the strategy
of discredit adds contrast while providing critique or insults towards a political speaker’s
opponent. Then, the strategy of theatricality with its plethora of tactics creates a public
performance to keep the audience interested in the aforementioned information.

The analysis of the National Convention Speeches of both presidential candidates
during the US elections 2020 has shown which strategies and tactics prevail and how they
can possibly influence the public’s perception of a politician and, therefore, the election
results. Donald Trump stands out because of his constant self-praise and playing up his
strongest sides, so, the strategy of self-representation is implemented to the fullest. The

strategy of discredit is almost equally used due to Trump’s adherence to explicitly attack
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the opposition with accusations and negative comments. Promise and prognostication are
frequently used by Donald Trump as a means of performance in front of the audience
since the public can be captivated by eloquent statements.

On the other hand, Joe Biden is characterized by an extremely modest percentage
of the strategy of self-representation in his speech. He is famous for his commonality and
the ability to sympathise with the American society; the democratic values are brought to
the fore in the speech. Even though the discredit is not eliminated from Biden’s speech, it
IS expressed in a more restraint manner that is especially marked by his avoidance to
pronounce Trump’s name out loud. Within the strategy of theatricality, Biden refers to
such issues as Medicare, Covid-19, green policies, social security (those are usually
neglected by Trump) and supports them with the structures of promising. The cooperation
tactic permeates through the whole address.

The strategic-tactic analysis of the National Convention Acceptance speeches of
the presidential candidates provides us with the remarkable insights into the linguistic
personalities of Donald Trump and Joe Biden. The data amassed can function as a source
of information while researching either linguistic personalities or idiostyles of the political

figures in more detail.
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ABSTRACT

[TomiTuka — 1e KOMOIHAIS PI3HOTO POAY MAiH, CHPSIMOBAHHUX Ha JOCSATHEHHS
MIEePIIOYEPTOBOTO BIUIMBY Ha CYyCHUTHCTBO. JIJIs 3MIMCHEHHS MOCTABIICHUX MOJITHIHUX
IHTEHIIM Ta IIJIeH MOJITUK 3ajlydyae Pi3HOMAHITHI CTpaTerii Ta TaKTHKW ITiJT 9ac CBOET
MOJIITUYHOI TisIbHOCTI. Taki MeTOIM BIUIMBY MOXYTh MaTH Pi3Hi POpMH BUpaKEHHS, aJie
OJIHIEIO 13 KIFOYOBHX (OpM 3IIMCHEHHS BIUIMBY HA TOJITUYHIN apeHl 3aMIIaeTbCs
MIPOMOBA, BAKJIUBUN KOMIIOHEHT Kap’ €py KOXKHOTO MOJIITHKA.

OpHuM 13 cepeAoBMIL BUKOPUCTAHHS MOBHHMX CTpPATerid Ta TakTUK y (opmi
IIPOMOBH € BUOOpUa KamIaHid. Y CIiX Y¥ HeBJaya MOJITHKA TICHO MOB’s3aHi 3 MiI00pOM
JOIIBHUX KOMYHIKaTUBHUX CTPATErid Ta TAaKTHK Y MPOMOBAaxX, 3 SKUMU BOHH BEIYTh
CBOIO KaMIIaHIIO Mepej] 3arajbHol0 MyOI1Ko, TOOTO NMepea NOTEHIIHHUMU BUOOPLSIMHU.
3 1bOTO BUIUIMBAE, IO THTEPIPETAIlid IMITIEMEHTOBAHUX MOBHUX CHUTHAIB MOTITHYHUX
JISYIB € BaXJIMBUM acCIEKTOM /i1 po3yMiHHA. Takoxk, BapTo B3STU 1O Bioma, SKi
cTpaTerii Ta TaKTUKWA MalOTh TO3UTUBHHMA 1 HETaTWBHUN BIUIMB HA CYCIHUIBCTBO, SK
ayJIuTOpisl pearye Ha TEBHI MOBHI MPUMOMH, Ta Ha CKIJIbKHU TMPABIUBOIO € IOJaHa
1H(opMmarlis.

Metorw OakanaBpChbKOi POOOTH € NOCHTIPKEHHS KOMYHIKATUBHUX CTpaTeriii Ta
takTuK JloHanbna Tpammna Ta [[xo3eda baiigena mig yac Budbopuoi kammanii 2020 poky
Ha Marepiajli MPOMOBHM, BHUIOJIONIEHOI BIAMOBIAHO IMiJI 4Yac pecmyOniKaHChKOi abo
neMokpatudHoi HarionansHOT kouBenii (National Convention Acceptance Speeches).

Jl51s mocSATHEHHS TIOCTaBJICHOT METH OyJI0 BAKOHAHO DS/l 3aBJAAHb.

- Ha/IaHO BU3HAYCHHSI MOHATTIO MOJITUYHUN AUCKYPC;

- IOCTIJKEHO PUCH Ta TUIIOJIOTIIO MOJTITHYHOTO JUCKYPCY;

- OKPECJICHO MOHATTS KOMYHIKaTUBHOI CTpATErii Ta KOMYHIKaTUBHOI TAKTUKHU;

- OTIMCAaHO OCHOBHI KOMYHIKaTHBHI CTpaTerii Ta TAKTUKUA B YCHOMY MOJITUYHOMY

JIMCKYPCI;

- IpOaHaII30BaHO OCOOJIMBOCTI KOMYHIKATUBHUX CTPATET1M Ta TAKTHUK;

57



- TOCJIIIDKEHO BUKOPHUCTaHHS KOMYHIKaTUBHUX CTPATErid Ta TAKTHK Y MPOMOBI i
gac pecnyOJ1iKaHChKO1 HallloHaJIbHOT KoHBeHIl1 JloHanbaa Tpammna;

- TOCHI/I>KEHO BUKOPHUCTAHHS KOMYHIKATUBHHUX CTpATEriil Ta TAKTHK Y MPOMOBI Mif
gyac JEMOKpAaTUYHOI HallloHaJIbHOT KoHBeHIIl1 ko balineHa;

O0’exToM nocnimkenns € moBa Jlonansaa Tpamma ta o baiinena.

IIpenmeTromM nOCHiKEHHS € KOMYHIKaTUBHI CTpaTterii Ta TakTUKW Tpamma Ta
batinena na marepiaini npomosu National Convention Acceptance Speeches.

Marepianamm qociikeHHs Oysiv mpomMoBa pecryosikanis Jlonanbna Tpamma ta
nmpomoBa geMokpara /[»o baiinena mig yac HarioHaasHOT KoHBeHITT 2020.

BignoBimHo 10 MeTH Ta 3aBlIaHbh OakajgaBPChKOi poOOTH OyJI0 BHUKOPHUCTAHO
METOAM OIMCOBOTO, KOHTEKCTyaJhbHOTO Ta JUCKypC-aHATi3y, a TaKOX METO/
iTepnperaiii. Kpim toro, O0yjio 3aqyd4eHO METOJ| CIOCTEPEKEHHS 3 y3araJbHEHHSIM
pEe3yJbTaTIB JOCIII>KCHHS.

HaykoBa HOBHM3HAa poOOTH MOJSTaE B TOMY, 1110 OyJi0 BHepile MpOoaHalli30BaHO
npomoBH KaHauaati y npesugaeHT CILIA, BurosnomieHi Ha Hal[lOHAIbHUX KOHBEHIIISIX, 3
TOYKH 30pY KOMYHIKaTUBHUX CTPATEriil Ta TAKTHK.

Po6ora ckmanaerses 31 102 cTopiHOk Ta 1BOX 4acTHH. [lepiuii po3in BUCBITITIOE
TEOpEeTHYHY 0a3zy MOHSITTS IUCKYpPC Ta HOTO THIIOJOTIIO, MOHSATTSA KOMYHIKaTHBHOI
CTpaTerii Ta TaKTUKH, IXHIO KJIacH(IKaIII0 Ta XapaKTepHi 0coO0MuBOCTI. Jpyruit po3ain
poOOTH TIpEe3eHTye aHalli3 KOMyHIKaTMBHUX cTparerii Jlonampna Tpamma Tta [[xo
baiinena mig 4ac BUTOJIONIEHHS MPOMOBHM Ha HAI[lOHAJIBHIM KOHBEHIII. Y BHCHOBKY
HAJAaHO OIJISAJ Pe3yJIbTaTiB HAYKOBOTO JTOCIIIKEHHS.

Y nmepmomy po3auii  BU3HAYEHO, IO TOHSTTS TMOJITHYHOTO JHUCKYpCYy €
0araroacneKkTHUM SIBUILIEM, 1110 Ma€ KOHKPETHY TeMY Yy MEeBHI KOMYHIKaTUBHIN cUTYyallli,
JIe CIIBPO3MOBHHMKM BUPAKAIOTh CBOI MOJITUYHI IHTEPECH Ta HAMIpU 3a JIOTIOMOTOIO
0co0MBOT TTOTITHYHOT MOBH. OJTHUMU 3 OCHOBHHUX XapaKTEPUCTHUK ITLOTO BUAY TUCKYPCY
€ BaXJIHUBICTh EKCTPAIIHITBAIILHOTO KOHTEKCTY Ta KOHTaKTy MDK aJpecaHToM Ta

azpecaToM, a OTXKe, MOJITUYHA MPOMOBA € OJHUM 3 TIOPUAHHUX KAHPIB MONITUYHOTO
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nuckypey. Takox OyJio JOCHIIKEHO MOHATTS KOMYHIKAaTMBHOI CTpaTerii MOJITUYHOTO
JUCKYPCY $IK MEBHOI CXEMHU UM IUTAHYy MOBHHUX aKTiB, CHOPSIMOBaHUX Ha JOCATHEHHS
MOJIITUYHUX HaMIPiB Y MOHOJIO31 UM J1a1031 «IMOJITHK-TyOmikay. TakTuka, B CBOIO Yepry,
— 11e 3aci0 peamizaiii KOMYHIKaTUBHUX CTpaTerid. Y pPo3iiial OKpeCclIeHO TEOPETHYHE
HIAIPYHTS TPhOX OCHOBHHX CTpaTerii MOJMITHYHUX KaHIUAATIB, a came: CTparterii
caMoTpe3eHTaIlli, cTpaTerii JUCKPEANTYBaHHS OTIOHEHTA Ta CTpATerii TeaTpaabHOCTI i
TaKTHK, SIK1 € IXHIMH CKJIaJIOBHMH.

VY npyroMmy po3nuli JOCHIIKEHHS HAJaHO JETaJbHUM OTJIsAJ KOMYHIKATUBHUX
CTpaTerii Ta TAaKTHK JIBOX MOJITUYHUX KAaHIUAATIB, IO JA€ 3MOTY BU3HAYUTH CTpaTerii
caMoMpe3eHTallll Ta JUCKPEIUTALlll OTIOHEHTA SIK OJTHUX 13 HAUTIOIIMPEHIIINUX Y TPOMOBAX
pecnyOnikanus Jonanbna Tpamma. Ha npotusary, JIxo balifieH yHUKae BUKOPUCTAHHS
CTpaterii caMoIpe3eHTallli Ta HaJlae TiepeBary B3aeMoIii Ta Koorepailii 3 TOTeHIIIHHIMU
BUOOPIISIMU, @ TaKOX BUPAXKEHHI CIIBUYTTS Ta MNPUXWIBHOCTI JO aMEPUKAHCHKOTO
HapoJy, 10 € SCKPAaBUMU PUCaMU CTpaTErii TeaTpaabHOCTI.

AHam3 TMpoOMOB TOJITHYHMX KaHIWJATIB BIJIKPUBAE HOBI aCIEKTH Ta
XapaKTEPUCTHKN aMEPUKAHCHKUX TIOJITHKIB SIK MOBHHUX OCOOHMCTOCTEH. Pe3ynmbraTn
poOOTH MOXYTh CIYyTyBaTH KOPHUCHUM JDKEpEIOM iH(oOpMallii MmiJ 4Yac MOAabIIoro

JOCIIIIKEHHSI MOBHUX OCOOMCTOCTEHN YU 1X 11I0CTUIIIB.
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Appendix 1

The classification of communicative strategies and tactics

Ne The name of Communicative strategies Communicative tactics
a researcher
1. | O.S. Issers (1) self-representation; (1) no tactics are
[44] (2) discredit; singled out;
(3) argumentation; (2) insult;
(4) manipulation; (2) mockery;
(2) accusation;
(3) no tactics are
classified;
(4) no tactics are
classified,;
2. | E. A. Sheigal (1) veiling; (1) obscuring the
[63] (2) hoax (exaggeration unwanted information;
of particular qualities, (1) hiding the truth;
usually unreal ones); (2) deliberate
(3) anonymity; misleading;
(3) depersonalization;
(3) abdicating
responsibility;
3. | O. M. Parshina (1) self-representation; (1) identification or
[55] (2) discredit; relating oneself to

(2) attacking;
(3) self-defense;

somebody;
(1) distancing oneself
from somebody or

something;
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(4) the formation of
the emotional mood of
the addressee;

(5) information-
interpretation;

(6) argumentative;

(7) agitational;

(8) manipulative;

(1) the tactic of
positive image
creation;

(2) accusation;

(2) offense;

(3) justification;

(3) criticism;

(3) arguing;

(4) unity;

(4) appealing to
emotions;

(4) consideration of
moral and spiritual
values;

(5) acceptance of the
problem existence;
(5) clarification;
(5) commenting;

(5) consideration of
the problem from
another perspective;
(5) indication of the
ways for solving a
problem;

(6) reasonable

assessment;
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(6) contrastive
analysis;

(6) pointing at the
future;

(6) illustration;
(7) promising;

(7) call to action;
(8) demagogy;

(8) politeness;

(8) exaggeration;

O.P Malysheva
[51]

(1) positioning;
(2) cooperation;
(3) conflict;

(1) reaction
(response) tactic;
(1) apology;
(1) authority

(demonstration of

responsibility, threat,

warning);

(2) integration;

(2) emotional mood
formation;

(3) discredit;

(3) opposition;

O.L. Mikhaleva
[52]

(1) lowering;

(2) the strategy of
Increase;

(3) theatricality
strategy;

(1) analysis —
“minus’”’;

(1) accusation;
(1) insulting;
(1) threat;
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(2) analysis — “plus”;
(2) presentation;

(2) withdrawal of
criticism;

(3) the tactic of
prompting;

(3) cooperation tactic;
(3) delimitation tactic;
(3) the tactic of
informing;

(3) the tactic of
promising;

(3) prognostication
tactic;

(3) the tactic of
warning;

(3) the tactic of using
irony;

(3) provocation tactic;

T. van
Dijk
[27]

(1) positive self-
presentation;
(2) negative opponent-

presentation;

(1) emphasis on
positive things about
“us” and ignorance of
negative things about
“us”’;

(2) emphasis on

negative things about
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“them” and ignorance
of positive things

about them”.
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Appendix 2

The National Convention Acceptance Speech of Donald Trump

Thank you very much. Thank you very much. Thank you very much.

Friends, delegates and distinguished guests, please. | stand before you tonight
honored by your support, proud of the extraordinary progress we have made together over
the last four incredible years and blooming with confidence in the bright future we will
build for America over the next four years.

We begin this evening — our thoughts are with the wonderful people who have just
come through the wrath of hurricane Laura. We are working closely with state and local
officials in Texas, Louisiana, Arkansas, Mississippi. Sparing no effort to save lives while
the hurricane was fierce, one of the strongest to make landfall in 150 years. The casualties
and damage were far less than thought possible only 24 hours ago.

And this is due to the great work of FEMA, law enforcement and the individual
states. | will be going this weekend. And congratulations, thank you for that great job out
there. We really appreciate it. We are one national family, and we will always protect,
love and care for each other. Here tonight are the people who have made my journey
possible and filled my life with so much joy.

For her incredible service to our nation and its children, | want to thank our
magnificent first lady. | also want to thank my amazing daughter Ivanka for that
introduction, and to all of my children. Ivanka — please stand up — and to all of my
children and grandchildren, I love you more than words can express.

| know my brother Robert is looking down on us right now from heaven. He was a
great brother and was very proud of the job we are all doing. Thank you. We love you,
Robert.

Let us also take a moment to show our profound appreciation for a man who has
always fought by our side and stood up for our values, a man of deep faith and steadfast
conviction — our vice president, Mike Pence.

And Mike is joined by his beloved wife, a teacher and military mom, Karen Pence.
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My fellow Americans, tonight, with a heart full of gratitude and boundless
optimism, | profoundly accept this nomination for president of the United States.

The Republican Party, the party of Abraham Lincoln, goes forward united,
determined and ready to welcome millions of Democrats, independents and anyone who
believes in the greatness of America and the righteous heart of the American people.

In the new term as president, we will again build the greatest economy in history,
quickly returning to full employment, soaring incomes and record prosperity. We will
defend America against all threats and protect America against all dangers. We will lead
America into new frontiers of ambition and discovery, and we will reach four new heights
of national achievement. We will rekindle faith in our values, new pride in our history and
a new spirit of unity that can only be realized through love for our great country.

Because we understand that America is not a land cloaked in darkness. America is
the torch that enlightens the entire world. Gathered here at our beautiful and majestic
White House, known all over the world as the people’s house, we cannot help but marvel
at the miracle that is our great American story.

This has been the home of larger-than-life figures like Teddy Roosevelt and
Andrew Jackson, who rallied Americans to bold visions of a bigger and brighter future.
Within these walls lived tenacious generals like President Grant and Eisenhower, who led
our soldiers in the cause of freedom. From these grounds, Thomas Jefferson sent Lewis
and Clark to chart our continent. In the depths of a bloody Civil War, President Abraham
Lincoln looked out these very windows upon a half-completed Washington Monument
and asked God and his Providence to save our nation. Two weeks after Pearl Harbor,
Franklin Delano Roosevelt welcomed Winston Churchill, and just inside, they set our
people on course to victory in the Second World War.

In recent months, our nation and the entire planet has been struck by a new and
powerful invisible enemy. Like those brave Americans before us, we are meeting this

challenge. We are delivering lifesaving therapies and will produce a vaccine before the
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end of the year, or maybe even sooner. We will defeat the virus and the pandemic and
emerge stronger than ever before.

What united generations past was an unshakable confidence in America’s destiny
and an unbreakable faith in the American people. They knew that our country is blessed
by God and has a special purpose in this world. It is that conviction that inspired the
formation of our union, our westward expansion, the abolition of slavery, the passage of
civil rights, the space program and the overthrow of fascism, tyranny, and communism.

This towering American spirit has prevailed over every challenge and has lifted us
to the summit of human endeavor. And yet despite all of our greatness as a nation,
everything we have achieved is now in danger. This is the most important election in the
history of our country.

Thank you. At no time before have voters faced a clearer choice between two
parties, two visions, two philosophies or two agendas. This election will decide if we save
the American dream or whether we allow a socialist agenda to demolish our cherished
destiny. It will decide whether we rapidly create millions of high-paying jobs or whether
we crush our industries and send millions of these jobs overseas, as has been foolishly
done for many decades. Your vote will decide whether we protect law-abiding Americans
or whether we give free rein to violent anarchists and agitators and criminals who threaten
our citizens.

And this election will decide whether we will defend the American way of life or
allow a radical movement to completely dismantle and destroy it. It won’t happen. At the
Democrat National Convention, Joe Biden and his party repeatedly assailed America as a
land of racial, economic and social injustice, so tonight, I ask you a simple question: How
can the Democratic Party ask to lead our country when it spent so much time tearing down
our country?

In the left’s backward view, they do not see America as the most free, just and
exceptional nation on Earth. Instead, they see a wicked nation that must be punished for

its sins. Our opponents say that redemption for you can only come from giving power to
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them. This is a tired anthem spoken by every repressive movement throughout history,
but in this country, we don’t look to career politicians for salvation. In America, we do
not turn to government to restore ourselves. We put our faith in almighty God.

Joe Biden is not a savior of America’s soul. He is the destroyer of America’s jobs,
and if given the chance, he will be the destroyer of America’s greatness. For 47 years, Joe
Biden took the donations of blue-collar workers, gave them hugs, and even kisses, and
told them he felt their pain, and then he flew back to Washington and voted to ship our
jobs to China and many other distant lands.

Joe Biden spent his entire career outsourcing their dreams and the dreams of
American workers, offshoring their jobs, opening their borders and sending their sons and
daughters to fight in endless foreign wars, wars that never ended.

Four years ago, | ran for president because | cannot watch this betrayal of our
country any longer. | could not sit by as career politicians let other countries take
advantage of us on trade, borders, foreign policy and national defense. Our NATO
partners, as an example, were very far behind in their defense payments, but at my strong
urging, they agreed to pay $130 billion more a year — the first time in over 20 years that
they upped their payments.

And this $130 billion will ultimately go to $400 billion a year, and Secretary
General Stoltenberg, who heads NATO, was amazed after watching for so many years
and said that President Trump did what no one else was able to do. Thank you.

From the moment | left my former life behind — and it was a good life — | have
done nothing but fight for you. | did what our political establishment never expected and
could never forgive, breaking the cardinal rule of Washington politics. | kept my promise.
Together we have ended the rule of the failed political class, and they are desperate to get
their power back by any means necessary. You have seen that. They are angry at me
because instead of putting them first, I very simply said, “America first.”

Thank you.
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Days after taking office, we shocked the Washington establishment and withdrew
from the last administration’s job-killing Trans-Pacific Partnership. | then immediately
approved the Keystone XL and Dakota Access pipelines, ended the unfair and very costly
Paris climate accord and secured, for the first time, American energy independence.

We passed record-setting tax and regulation cuts at a rate nobody had ever seen
before. Within three short years, we built the strongest economy in the history of the
world. Washington insiders asked me not to stand up to China. They pleaded with me to
let China continue stealing our jobs, ripping us off and robbing our country blind, but |
kept my word to the American people. We took the toughest, boldest, strongest and
hardest-hitting action against China in American history by far.

They said that it would be impossible to replace NAFTA, but again they were
wrong. Earlier this year, | ended the NAFTA nightmare and signed the brand-new
Mexico-U.S.-Canada agreement into law. And right now, auto companies and others are
building their plants and factories in America, not firing their employees, and not deserting
us for other countries.

In perhaps no area did the Washington special interests try harder to stop us than
on my policy of pro-American immigration. But | refused to back down, and today
America’s borders are more secure than ever before.

Thank you.

We ended catch and release, stopped asylum fraud, took down human traffickers
who prey on women and children, and we have deported 20,000 gang members and
500,000 criminal aliens. We have already built 300 miles of border wall, and we are
adding 10 new miles every single week. The wall will soon be complete, and it is working
beyond our wildest expectations.

We are joined this evening by members of the Border Patrol union, representing
our country’s courageous border agents. Thank you very much for being here. Thank you,

brave, brave people.
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You see, this country loves our law enforcement. They do. They do. They really do.
Love and respect. When | learned that the Tennessee Valley Authority laid off hundreds
of American workers and forced them to train their lower-paid foreign replacements, |
promptly removed the chairman of the board, and now those talented American workers
have been rehired and are back providing power to Georgia, Alabama, Tennessee,
Kentucky, Mississippi, North Carolina and Virginia.

They have their old jobs back, and some are here with us this evening. Please stand.
You went through a lot. Please stand. Thank you. Thank you very much. You have been
through a lot. Thank you very much.

Last month, I took on big pharma. You think that’s easy? It’s not. And signed orders
that would massively lower the cost of your prescription drugs and give critically ill
patients access to lifesaving cures. We passed the decades-long-awaited right to try, right
to try.

We also passed V.A. Accountability and V.A. Choice; our great veterans, we’re
taking care of our veterans — 91 percent approval rating this month, the V.A. Given by
our veterans. First time anything like that has happened.

By the end of my first term, we will have approved more than 300 federal judges,
including two new great Supreme Court justices. And to bring prosperity to our forgotten
inner cities, we worked hard to pass historic criminal justice reform, prison reform,
opportunity zones and long-term funding of historically Black colleges and universities,
and before the China virus came in, produced the best unemployment numbers for
African-Americans, Hispanic Americans and Asian-Americans ever recorded.

And | say very modestly that | have done more for the African-American
community than any president since Abraham Lincoln, our first Republican president.

And | have done more in three years for the Black community than Joe Biden has
done in 47 years. And when | am re-elected, the best is yet to come.

Thank you very much.
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When | took office, the Middle East was in total chaos. ISIS was rampaging, Iran
was on the rise, and the war in Afghanistan had no end in sight. | withdrew from the
terrible one-sided Iran nuclear deal.

Unlike many presidents before me, I kept my promise, recognized Israel’s true
capital and moved our Embassy to Jerusalem.

But not only did we talk about it as a future site; we got it built. Rather than spending
$1 billion on a new building as planned, we took an already owned, existing building in a
better location. Real estate deal, right? And opened it at a cost of less than $500,000. Many
things like that the government is doing right now. We also recognized Israeli sovereignty
over the Golan Heights, and this month we achieved the first Middle East peace deal in
25 years. Thank you to the U.A.E. Thank you to Israel.

In addition, we obliterated 100 percent of the ISIS caliphate and killed its founder
and leader, Abu Bakr al-Baghdadi. Then, in a separate operation, we eliminated the
world’s No. 1 terrorist by far, Qassim Suleimani.

Unlike previous administrations, | have kept America out of new wars, and our
troops are coming home. We have spent nearly $2.5 trillion on completely rebuilding our
military, which was very badly depleted when | took office, as you know. This includes
three separate pay raises for our great warriors.

We also launched the Space Force, the first new branch of the United States military
since the Air Force was created almost 75 years ago.

We have spent the last four years reversing the damage Joe Biden inflicted over the
last 47 years. Biden’s record is a shameful roll call of the most catastrophic betrayals and
blunders in our lifetime. He has spent his entire career on the wrong side of history. Biden
voted for the NAFTA disaster, the single worst trade deal ever enacted. He supported
China’s entry into the World Trade Organization, one of the greatest economic disasters
of all time. After those Biden calamities, the United States lost one in four manufacturing

jobs. We laid off workers in Michigan, Ohio, New Hampshire, Pennsylvania, and many
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other states. They did not want to hear Biden’s hollow words of empathy. They wanted
their jobs back.

As vice president, he supported the Trans-Pacific Partnership, which would have
been a death sentence for the U.S. auto industry. He backed the horrendous South Korea
trade deal, which took many jobs from our country, and which I’ve reversed and made a
great deal for our country. He repeatedly supported mass amnesty for illegal immigrants.
He voted for the Irag war. He opposed the mission that took out Osama bin Laden. He
opposed killing Suleimani, he oversaw the rise of ISIS, cheered the rise of China as a
positive development for the world. Some positive development. That is why China
supports Joe Biden and it desperately wants him to win. | can tell you that upon very good
information.

China would own our country if Joe Biden got elected. Unlike Biden, I will hold
them fully accountable for the tragedy that they caused all over the world — they caused.
In recent months, our nation and the world has been hit by the once-in-a-century pandemic
that China allowed to spread around the globe. They could have stopped it, but they
allowed it to come out. We are grateful to be joined tonight by several of our incredible
nurses and first responders. Please stand and accept our profound thanks and gratitude.

Many Americans, including me — | have sadly lost friends and cherished loved
ones to this horrible disease. As one nation, we mourn, we grieve, and we hold in our
hearts forever the memories of all of those lives that have been so tragically taken so
unnecessary.

In their honor, we unite in their memory. We will overcome it. And when the China
virus hit, we launched the largest national mobilization since World War 11, invoking the
Defense Production Act. We produce the world’s largest supply of ventilators. Not a
single American who has needed a ventilator has been denied a ventilator.

Good job heading the task force by our great vice president — thank you very much.

Please, please stand up.
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We shipped hundreds of millions of masks, gloves and gowns to our frontline health
care workers to protect our nation’s seniors. We rushed supplies, testing kits and personnel
to nursing homes. We gave everything you can possibly give, and we’re are still giving it
because we are taking care of our senior citizens.

The Army Corps of Engineers built field hospitals, and the Navy deployed our great
hospital ships. We developed from scratch the largest and most advanced testing system
anywhere in the world. America has tested more than every country in Europe put together
and more than every nation in the Western Hemisphere combined — think of that. We
have conducted 40 million more tests then the next closest nation, which is India. We
developed a wide array of effective treatments, including a powerful antibody treatment
known as convalescent plasma. You saw that? On Sunday night when we announced it.
That will save thousands and thousands of lives. Thanks to advancements, we have
pioneered the fatality rates, and you look at it, and you look at the numbers, it has been
reduced by 80 percent since April — 80 percent.

The United States has among the lowest case fatality rates of any major country
anywhere in the world. The European Union’s case fatality rate is nearly three times
higher than ours, but you don’t hear that. They do not write about that. They don’t want
to write about that. They do not want you to know those things. Altogether, the nations of
Europe have experienced a 30 percent greater increase in excess mortality than the United
States. Think of that.

We enacted the largest package of financial relief in American history. Thanks to
our Paycheck Protection Program, we have saved or supported more than 50 million
American jobs. That’s one of the reasons we’re advancing so rapidly with our economy.
Great job. As a result, we have seen the smallest economic contraction of any nation, and
we are recovering at a much faster rate than anybody.

Over the past three months, we have gained over nine million jobs, and that is a
record in the history of our country. Unfortunately, from the beginning, our opponents

have shown themselves capable of nothing but a partisan ability to criticize.
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When | took bold action to issue a travel ban on China — very early indeed — Joe
called it hysterical and xenophobic. And then I introduced a ban on Europe, very early
again. If we had listened to Joe, hundreds of thousands more Americans would have died.
Instead of following the science, Joe Biden wants to inflict a painful shutdown on the
entire country. His shutdown would inflict unthinkable and lasting harm on our nation’s
children, families and citizens of all backgrounds. The cost of the Biden shutdown would
be measured in increased drug overdoses, depression, alcohol addiction, suicides, heart
attacks, economic devastation, job loss and much more. Joe Biden’s plan is not a solution
to the virus, but rather it’s a surrender to the virus.

My administration has a very different approach. To save as many lives as possible
we are focusing on the science, the facts and the data. We are aggressively sheltering those
at highest risk, especially the elderly, allowing lower-risk Americans to safely return to
work and to school, and we want to see so many of those great states be opened by
Democrats. We want them to be open. They have to be open. They have to get back to
work. They have to get back to work, and they have to get back to school.

Most importantly, we are marshaling America’s scientific genius to produce a
vaccine in record time. Under Operation Warp Speed, we have three different vaccines in
the final stage of trials right now, years ahead of what has been achieved before. Nobody
thought it could be done this fast. Normally it would be years, and we did it in a matter of
a few months. We are producing them in advance so hundreds of millions of doses can be
quickly available. We have a safe and effective vaccine this year, and together we will
crush the virus.

At the Democrat convention, you barely heard a word about their agenda. But that
is not because they don’t have one. It is because their agenda is the most extreme set of
proposals ever put forward by a major party nominee.

Joe Biden may claim he is an ally of the light, but when it comes to his agenda,
Biden wants to keep us completely in the dark. He doesn’t have a clue. He has pledged a

$4 trillion tax hike on almost all American families, which would totally collapse our
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rapidly improving economy, and once again record stock markets that we have right now
will also collapse. That means your 401(k)s. That means all of the stocks that you have.

On the other hand, just as | did in my first term, | will cut taxes even further for
hardworking moms and dads. | will not raise taxes; | will cut them, and very
substantially.And we will also provide tax credits to bring jobs out of China back to
America, and we will impose tariffs on any company that leaves America to produce jobs
overseas. We will make sure our companies and jobs stay in our country, as I’ve already
been doing for quite some time, if you have noticed. Joe Biden’s agenda is made in China.
My agenda is made in the U.S.A.

Biden has promised to abolish the production of American oil, coal, shale and
natural gas, laying waste to the economies of Pennsylvania, Ohio, Texas, North Dakota,
Oklahoma, Colorado and New Mexico — destroying those states, absolutely destroying
those states, and others.

Millions of jobs will be lost, and energy prices will soar. These same policies led
to crippling power outages in California just last week. Everybody saw that. Tremendous
power outage. Nobody’s seen anything like it, but we saw it last week in California. How
can Joe Biden claim to be an ally of the light when his own party can’t even keep the lights
on?

Joe Biden’s campaign has even published a 110-page policy platform. You can’t
get away from this. Co-authored with far-left senator crazy Bernie Sanders. The Biden-
Bernie manifesto calls for suspending all removals of illegal aliens, implementing
nationwide catch and release, providing illegal aliens with free taxpayer-funded lawyers.
Everybody gets a lawyer. Come over to our country — everybody has a lawyer. We have
a lawyer for you. That’s is all we need is more lawyers.

Joe Biden recently raised his hand on the debate stage and promised he was going
to give it away — your health care dollars — to illegal immigrants, which will bring

massive numbers of immigrants into our country. Massive numbers will pour into our
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country in order to get all the goodies that they want to give. Education, health care,
everything.

He also supports deadly sanctuary cities that protect criminal aliens. He promised
to end national security travel bans from jihadist nations, and he pledged to increase
refugee admissions by 700 percent.

This is in the manifesto.

The Biden plan would eliminate America’s borders in the middle of a global
pandemic, and he is even talking about taking the wall down. How about that?

Biden also vowed to oppose school choice and close all charter schools, ripping
away the ladder of opportunity for Black and Hispanic children. In a second term, I will
expand charter schools and provide school choice to every family in America. And we
will always treat our teachers with the tremendous respect that they deserve. Great people.
Great, great people.

Joe Biden claims he has empathy for the vulnerable, yet the party he leads supports
the extreme late-term abortion of defenseless babies, right up until the moment of birth.
Democrat leaders talk about moral decency, but they have no problem with stopping a
baby’s beating heart in the ninth month of pregnancy. Democrat politicians refuse to
protect innocent life, and then they lecture us about morality and saving America’s soul.
Tonight, we proudly declare that all children, born and unborn, have a God-given right to
life.

During the Democrat convention, the words “under God” were removed from the
Pledge of Allegiance. Not once, but twice. We will never do that. But the fact is, this is
where they are coming from. Like it or not, this is where they are coming from. If the left
gains power, they will demolish the suburbs, confiscate your guns, and appoint justices
who will wipe away your second amendment and other constitutional freedoms.

Biden is a Trojan horse for socialism. If Joe Biden doesn’t have the strength to stand

up to wild eyed Marxists like Bernie Sanders and his fellow radicals, and there are many,
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there are many many, we see them all the time. It is incredible, actually. Then how is he
ever going to stand up for you? He’s not.

The most dangerous aspect of the Biden platform is the attack on public safety. The
Biden-Bernie manifesto calls for abolishing cash bail, immediately releasing 400,000
criminals onto the streets and into your neighborhoods. When asked if he supports cutting
police funding, Joe Biden replied, yes, absolutely. When Congresswoman Ilhan Omar
called the Minneapolis Police Department “a cancer that is rotten to the root,” Biden
would not disavow her support and reject her endorsement. He proudly displayed it shortly
later on his website. Displayed it in big letters.

Make no mistake, if you give power to Joe Biden, the radical left will defund police
departments all across America. They will pass federal legislation to reduce law
enforcement nationwide. They will make every city look like Democrat-run Portland,
Oregon.

No one will be safe in Biden’s America. My administration will always stand with
the men and women of law enforcement.

Every day, police officers risk their lives to keep us safe, and every year many
sacrifice their lives in the line of duty. One of these incredible Americans was Detective
Miosotis Familia. She was part of a team of American heroes called the NYPD, or New
York’s finest, who I was very proud to get their endorsement just the other day. Great
people.

If they were allowed to do their job, you’d have no crime in New York. Rudy
Giuliani knows that better than anybody. Thank you, Rudy.

Three years ago on the Fourth of July weekend, Detective Familia was on duty in
her vehicle when she was ambushed just after midnight and murdered by a monster who
hated her purely for wearing the badge. Detective Familia was a single mom. She recently
asked for the night shift so she could spend more time with her kids.

Two years ago, | stood in front of the U.S. Capitol alongside those beautiful children

and held their grandmother’s hand as they mourned their terrible loss. And we honored
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Detective Familia’s extraordinary life. It was extraordinary. Detective Familia’s three
children are with us this evening. Genesis, Peter, Delilah, we are so grateful to have you
here tonight. Thank you very much for coming. Thank you very much. Thank you very
much.

| promise you that we will treasure your mom in our memories forever. We must
remember that the overwhelming majority of police officers in this country, and that’s the
overwhelming majority, are noble, courageous, and honorable. We have to give law
enforcement, our police, back their power.

They are afraid to act. They are afraid to lose their pension. They are afraid to lose
their jobs. And by being afraid, they are not able to do the job that they so desperately
want to do for you. And those who suffer most are the great people who they protect and
who they want to protect at an even higher level.

When there is police misconduct, the justice system must hold wrongdoers fully
and completely accountable, and it will. But when we can never have a situation where
things are going on as they are today, we must never allow mob rule. We can never allow
mob rule.

In the strongest possible terms, the Republican Party condemns the rioting, looting,
arson, and violence we have seen in Democrat-run cities all, like Kenosha, Minneapolis,
Portland, Chicago, and New York, and many others, Democrat-run.

There is violence and danger in the streets of many Democrat-run cities throughout
America. This problem could easily be fixed if they wanted to. Just call, we’re ready to
go in. We will take care of your problem in a matter of hours. Just call. We have to wait
for the call. It is too bad we have to, but we have to wait for the call.

We must always have law and order. All federal crimes are being investigated,
prosecuted and punished to the fullest extent of the law.

When the anarchists started ripping down our statues and monuments right outside,

| signed an order immediately, 10 years in prison, and it was a miracle. It all stopped. No
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more statues. They said, that’s just too long as they looked as a statue.l think we’ll rip it
down. Then they said, ‘10 years in prison? I think that is too long. Let’s go home.’

During their convention, Joe Biden and his supporters remained completely silent
about the rioters and criminals spreading mayhem in Democrat-run cities. They never
even mentioned it during their entire convention. Never once mentioned. Now, they are
starting to mention it because their poll numbers are going down like a rock in water.

It is too late, Joe. In the face of left-wing anarchy and mayhem in Minneapolis,
Chicago, and others, Joe Biden’s campaign did not condemn it. They donated to it. At
least 13 members of Joe Biden’s campaign have donated to a fund to bailout vandals,
arsons and anarchists, looters and rioters from jail.

Here tonight is the grieving family of retired police Capt. David Dorn, a 38-year
veteran of the St. Louis Police Department, a great man and a highly respected man by
all. In June, Captain Dorn was shot and killed as he tried to protect a store from rioters
and looters. Or as the Democrats would call them, peaceful protesters. They call them
peaceful protesters.

We are honored to be joined tonight by his wonderful wife and beloved family
members. To each of you, we will never forget the heroic legacy of Capt. David Dorn.
Thank you very much for being here.

Thank you very much. Great man.

As long as | am president, we will defend the absolute right of every American
citizen to live in security, dignity and peace. If the Democrat Party wants to stand with
anarchists, agitators, rioters, looters, and flag burners, that is up to them. But I as your
president will not be part of it. The Republican Party will remain the voice of the patriotic
heroes who keep America safe and salute the American flag.

Last year, over 1,000 African-Americans were murdered as a result of violent crime
in just four Democrat-run cities. The top 10 most dangerous cities in the country are run
by Democrats and have been for many decades. Thousands more African-Americans are

victim and victims of violent crime in these communities. Joe Biden and the left ignore
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these American victims. | never will. If the radical left takes power, they will apply their
disastrous policies to every town, city, and suburban America.

Imagine if the so-called peaceful demonstrators in the streets were in charge of
every lever of power in the U.S. government. Just think of that. Liberal politicians claim
to be concerned about the strength of American institutions, but who exactly is attacking
them? Who is hiring the radical professors, judges, and prosecutors? Who is trying to
abolish immigration enforcement and establish speech codes designed to muzzle dissent?
In every case, the attacks on American institutions are being waged by radical left. Always
remember, they are coming after me because | am fighting for you. That is what is
happening. It has been going on from before | even got elected.

And remember this, they spied on my campaign and they got caught. Let’s see now
what happens.

We must reclaim our Independence from the left’s repressive mandates. Americans
are exhausted, trying to keep up with the latest lists of approved words and phrases, and
the ever more restrictive political decrees.

Many things have a different name now, and the rules are constantly changing. The
goal of cancel culture is to make Americans live in fear of being fired, expelled, shamed,
humiliated, and driven from society as we know it. The far-left wants to coerce you into
saying what you know to be false and scare you out of saying what you know to be true.
Very sad. But on November 3, you can send them a very thundering message they will
never forget.

Joe Biden is weak. He takes his marching orders from liberal hypocrites who drive
their cities into the ground while fleeing from the scene of the wreckage. The same liberals
want to eliminate school choice while they enroll their children into the finest private
schools in the land. They want to open the borders while living in walled off compounds
and communities and the best neighborhoods in the world. They want to defund the police
while they have armed guards for themselves. This November, we must turn the page

forever on this failed political class.
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The fact is, [ am here. What is the name of that building? But I'll say it differently,
the fact is, we are here and they are not. To me, one of the most beautiful buildings
anywhere in the world is not a building, it is a home, as far as | am concerned. It’s not
even a house, it is a home. Wonderful place with an incredible history. But it is all because
of you. Together, we will write the next chapter of the great American story.

Over the next four years, we will make America into the manufacturing superpower
of the world. We will expand opportunity zones. Thank you, Tim Scott.

Bring home our medical supply chains, and we end our resilience for bad things,
we will go right after China. We will not rely on them one bit. We are taking our business
out of China. We are bringing it home. We want our business to come home.

We will continue to reduce taxes and regulations at levels not seen before. We will
create 10 million jobs in the next 10 months. And it will be higher than that. We will hire
more police, increase penalties for assaults on law enforcement, and surge federal
prosecutors into high crime communities. We will ban deadly sanctuary cities and ensure
federal health care is protected for American citizens, not for illegal aliens.

We will have strong borders. And I’ve said for years, without borders, we don’t
have a country. We don’t have a country. Strike down terrorists who threaten our people
and keep America out of endless and costly foreign wars. We will appoint prosecutors,
judges, justices who believe in enforcing the law, not enforcing their own political agenda.
Which is illegal.

We will ensure equal justice for citizens of every race, religion, color, and creed.
We will uphold your religious liberty and defend your second amendment right to keep
and bear arms. And if we don’t win, your second amendment doesn’t have a chance, I can
tell you that. | have totally protected it.

We will protect Medicare and Social Security. We will always and very strongly
protect patients with pre-existing conditions, and that is a pledge from the entire

Republican Party. Thank you.
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We will end surprise medical billing, require price transparency, and further reduce
the cost of prescription drugs and health insurance premiums, they are coming way down.
We will greatly expand energy development, continuing to remain the number one in the
world, and keep America energy independent.

And for those of you that still drive a car, look how low your gasoline bill is. You
haven’t seen that in a long time.

We will win the race to 5G and build the world’s best cyber and missile defense,
already under construction. We will fully restore patriotic education to our schools and
always protect — we will always, always protect free speech on college campuses. And
we put a very big penalty in if they do anything having to do with your free speech.
Colleges have to pay a tremendous, tremendous financial penalty. Again, it is amazing
how open they have been lately.

We will launch a new age of American ambition in space. America will land the
first woman on the moon, and the United States will be the first nation to plant its beautiful
flag on Mars.

This is the unifying national agenda that will bring our country together. So tonight,
| say to all Americans, this is the most important election in the history of our country.
There has never been such a difference between two parties or two individuals in ideology,
philosophy, or vision than there is right now.

Our opponents believe that America is a depraved nation. We want our sons and
daughters to know the truth. America is the greatest and most exceptional nation in the
history of the world. Our country wasn’t built by cancel culture, speech codes, and
crushing conformity. We are not a nation of timid spirits. We are a nation of fierce, proud,
and independent American patriots. We are a nation of pilgrims, pioneers, adventurers,
explorers, and trailblazers who refuse to be tied down, held back, or in any way reigned
in. Americans have steel in their spines, grit in their souls, and fire in their hearts. There
IS no one like us on Earth. | want every child in America to know that you are part of the

most exciting and incredible adventure in human history. No matter where your family
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comes from, no matter your background in America, anyone can rise with hard work,
devotion, and drive. You can reach any goal and achieve every ambition.

Our American ancestors sailed across the perilous ocean to build a new life on a
new continent. They braved the freezing winters, crossed the raging rivers, scaled the
rocky peaks, trekked the dangerous forests, and worked from dawn till dusk. These
pioneers didn’t have money. They didn’t have fame. But they had each other. They loved
their families, they loved their country, and they loved their God. When opportunity
beckoned, they picked up their bibles, packed up their belongings, climbed into their
covered wagons, and set out West for the next adventure.

Ranchers and miners, cowboys and sheriffs, farmers and settlers. They pressed on
past the Mississippi to stake a claim in the wild frontier. Legends were born. Wyatt Earp,
Annie Oakley, Davy Crockett, and Buffalo Bill. Americans built their beautiful
homesteads on the open range. Soon, they had churches and communities, then towns,
and with time, great centers of industry and commerce.

That is who they were. Americans build their future, we don’t tear down our past.
We are the nation that won a revolution, toppled tyranny and fascism, and delivered
millions into freedom. We laid down the railroads, built the great ships, raised up the
skyscrapers, revolutionized industry, and sparked a new age of scientific discovery. We
set the trends in art and music, radio and film, sport and literature. And we did it with style
and confidence and flair because that is who we are.

Whenever our way of life was threatened, our heroes answered the call, from
Yorktown to Gettysburg, from Normandy to Iwo Jima. American patriots raced into
cannon blasts, bullets, and bayonets to rescue American liberty. They had no fear, but
America did not stop there. We looked into the sky and kept pressing onward.

We built a 6 million pound rocket and launched it thousands of miles into space.
We did it so two brave patriots could stand tall and salute our wondrous American flag
planted on the face of the moon.

For America, nothing is impossible.
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Over the next four years, we will prove worthy of this magnificent legacy. We will
reach stunning new heights, and we will show the world that for America there is a dream,
and it is not beyond your reach. Together, we are unstoppable. Together, we are
unbeatable. Because together, we are the proud citizens of the United States of America.

On November 3, we will make America safer. We will make America stronger. We
will make America prouder. And we will make America greater than ever before. | am
very proud to be the nominee of the Republican Party.

| love you all. God bless you, and God bless America.
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Appendix 3
The National Convention Acceptance Speech of Joe Biden

Good evening.

Ella Baker, a giant of the civil rights movement, left us with this wisdom: Give
people light and they will find a way.

Give people light.

Those are words for our time.

The current president has cloaked America in darkness for much too long. Too
much anger. Too much fear. Too much division.

Here and now, | give you my word: If you entrust me with the presidency, I will
draw on the best of us not the worst. | will be an ally of the light not of the darkness.

It's time for us, for We the People, to come together.

For make no mistake. United we can, and will, overcome this season of darkness in
America. We will choose hope over fear, facts over fiction, fairness over privilege.

| am a proud Democrat and | will be proud to carry the banner of our party into the
general election. So, it is with great honor and humility that | accept this nomination for
President of the United States of America.

But while I will be a Democratic candidate, | will be an American president. | will
work as hard for those who didn't support me as | will for those who did.

That's the job of a president. To represent all of us, not just our base or our party.
This is not a partisan moment. This must be an American moment.

It's a moment that calls for hope and light and love. Hope for our futures, light to
see our way forward, and love for one another.

America isn't just a collection of clashing interests of Red States or Blue States.

We're so much bigger than that.

We're so much better than that.

Nearly a century ago, Franklin Roosevelt pledged a New Deal in a time of massive

unemployment, uncertainty, and fear.
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Stricken by disease, stricken by a virus, FDR insisted that he would recover and
prevail and he believed America could as well.

And he did.

And so can we.

This campaign isn't just about winning votes.

It's about winning the heart, and yes, the soul of America.

Winning it for the generous among us, not the selfish. Winning it for the workers
who keep this country going, not just the privileged few at the top. Winning it for those
communities who have known the injustice of the "knee on the neck". For all the young
people who have known only an America of rising inequity and shrinking opportunity.

They deserve to experience America's promise in full.

No generation ever knows what history will ask of it. All we can ever know is
whether we'll be ready when that moment arrives.

And now history has delivered us to one of the most difficult moments America has
ever faced.

Four historic crises. All at the same time. A perfect storm.

The worst pandemic in over 100 years. The worst economic crisis since the Great
Depression.

The most compelling call for racial justice since the 60's. And the undeniable
realities and accelerating threats of climate change.

So, the question for us is simple: Are we ready?

| believe we are.

We must be.

All elections are important. But we know in our bones this one is more
consequential.

America is at an inflection point. A time of real peril, but of extraordinary
possibilities.

We can choose the path of becoming angrier, less hopeful, and more divided.
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A path of shadow and suspicion.

Or we can choose a different path, and together, take this chance to heal, to be
reborn, to unite. A path of hope and light.

This is a life-changing election that will determine America's future for a very long
time.

Character is on the ballot. Compassion is on the ballot. Decency, science,
democracy.

They are all on the ballot.

Who we are as a nation. What we stand for. And, most importantly, who we want
to be.

That's all on the ballot.

And the choice could not be clearer.

No rhetoric is needed.

Just judge this president on the facts.

5 million Americans infected with COVID-19.

More than 170,000 Americans have died.

By far the worst performance of any nation on Earth.

More than 50 million people have filed for unemployment this year.

More than 10 million people are going to lose their health insurance this year.

Nearly one in 6 small businesses have closed this year.

If this president is re-elected we know what will happen.

Cases and deaths will remain far too high.

More mom and pop businesses will close their doors for good.

Working families will struggle to get by, and yet, the wealthiest one percent will
get tens of billions of dollars in new tax breaks.

And the assault on the Affordable Care Act will continue until its destroyed, taking

insurance away from more than 20 million people -- including more than 15 million people
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on Medicaid -- and getting rid of the protections that President Obama and | passed for
people who suffer from a pre-existing condition.

And speaking of President Obama, a man | was honored to serve alongside for 8
years as Vice President. Let me take this moment to say something we don't say nearly
enough.

Thank you, Mr. President. You were a great president. A president our children
could -- and did -- look up to.

No one will say that about the current occupant of the office.

What we know about this president is if he's given four more years he will be what
he's been the last four years.

A president who takes no responsibility, refuses to lead, blames others, cozies up
to dictators, and fans the flames of hate and division.

He will wake up every day believing the job is all about him. Never about you.

Is that the America you want for you, your family, your children?

| see a different America.

One that is generous and strong.

Selfless and humble.

It's an America we can rebuild together.

As president, the first step | will take will be to get control of the virus that's ruined
so many lives.

Because | understand something this president doesn't.

We will never get our economy back on track, we will never get our kids safely
back to school, we will never have our lives back, until we deal with this virus.

The tragedy of where we are today is it didn't have to be this bad.

Just look around.

It's not this bad in Canada. Or Europe. Or Japan. Or almost anywhere else in the

world.
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The President keeps telling us the virus is going to disappear. He keeps waiting for
a miracle. Well, | have news for him, no miracle is coming.

We lead the world in confirmed cases. We lead the world in deaths.

Our economy is in tatters, with Black, Latino, Asian American, and Native
American communities bearing the brunt of it.

And after all this time, the president still does not have a plan.

Well, 1 do.

If I'm president on day one we'll implement the national strategy I've been laying
out since March.

We'll develop and deploy rapid tests with results available immediately.

We'll make the medical supplies and protective equipment our country needs. And
we'll make them here in America. So we will never again be at the mercy of China and
other foreign countries in order to protect our own people.

We'll make sure our schools have the resources they need to be open, safe, and
effective.

We'll put the politics aside and take the muzzle off our experts so the public gets
the information they need and deserve. The honest, unvarnished truth. They can deal with
that.

We'll have a national mandate to wear a mask-not as a burden, but to protect each
other.

It's a patriotic duty.

In short, I will do what we should have done from the very beginning.

Our current president has failed in his most basic duty to this nation.

He failed to protect us.

He failed to protect America.

And, my fellow Americans, that is unforgivable.

As president, | will make you this promise: | will protect America. | will defend us

from every attack. Seen. And unseen. Always. Without exception. Every time.
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Look, I understand it's hard to have hope right now.

On this summer night, let me take a moment to speak to those of you who have lost
the most.

I know how it feels to lose someone you love. | know that deep black hole that
opens up in your chest. That you feel your whole being is sucked into it. | know how mean
and cruel and unfair life can be sometimes.

But I've learned two things.

First, your loved ones may have left this Earth but they never leave your heart. They
will always be with you.

And second, | found the best way through pain and loss and grief is to find purpose.

As God's children each of us have a purpose in our lives.

And we have a great purpose as a nation: To open the doors of opportunity to all
Americans. To save our democracy. To be a light to the world once again.

To finally live up to and make real the words written in the sacred documents that
founded this nation that all men and women are created equal. Endowed by their Creator
with certain unalienable rights. Among them life, liberty, and the pursuit of happiness.

You know, my Dad was an honorable, decent man.

He got knocked down a few times pretty hard, but always got up.

He worked hard and built a great middle-class life for our family.

He used to say, "Joey, | don't expect the government to solve my problems, but |
expect it to understand them."

And then he would say: "Joey, a job is about a lot more than a paycheck. It's about
your dignity. It's about respect. It's about your place in your community. It's about looking
your kids in the eye and say, honey, it's going to be okay."

I've never forgotten those lessons.

That's why my economic plan is all about jobs, dignity, respect, and community.
Together, we can, and we will, rebuild our economy. And when we do, we'll not only

build it back, we'll build it back better.
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With modern roads, bridges, highways, broadband, ports and airports as a new
foundation for economic growth. With pipes that transport clean water to every
community. With 5 million new manufacturing and technology jobs so the future is made
in America.

With a health care system that lowers premiums, deductibles, and drug prices by
building on the Affordable Care Act he's trying to rip away.

With an education system that trains our people for the best jobs of the 21st century,
where cost doesn't prevent young people from going to college, and student debt doesn't
crush them when they get out.

With child care and elder care that make it possible for parents to go to work and
for the elderly to stay in their homes with dignity. With an immigration system that powers
our economy and reflects our values. With newly empowered labor unions. With equal
pay for women. With rising wages you can raise a family on. Yes, we're going to do more
than praise our essential workers. We're finally going to pay them.

We can, and we will, deal with climate change. It's not only a crisis, it's an enormous
opportunity. An opportunity for America to lead the world in clean energy and create
millions of new good-paying jobs in the process.

And we can pay for these investments by ending loopholes and the president's $1.3
trillion tax giveaway to the wealthiest 1 percent and the biggest, most profitable
corporations, some of which pay no tax at all.

Because we don't need a tax code that rewards wealth more than it rewards work.
I'm not looking to punish anyone. Far from it. But it's long past time the wealthiest people
and the biggest corporations in this country paid their fair share.

For our seniors, Social Security is a sacred obligation, a sacred promise made. The
current president is threatening to break that promise. He's proposing to eliminate the tax
that pays for almost half of Social Security without any way of making up for that lost

revenue.
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I will not let it happen. If I'm your president, we're going to protect Social Security
and Medicare. You have my word.

One of the most powerful voices we hear in the country today is from our young
people. They're speaking to the inequity and injustice that has grown up in America.
Economic injustice. Racial injustice. Environmental injustice.

| hear their voices and if you listen, you can hear them too. And whether it's the
existential threat posed by climate change, the daily fear of being gunned down in school,
or the inability to get started in their first job — it will be the work of the next president
to restore the promise of America to everyone.

| won't have to do it alone. Because | will have a great Vice President at my side.
Senator Kamala Harris. She is a powerful voice for this nation. Her story is the American
story. She knows about all the obstacles thrown in the way of so many in our country.
Women, Black women, Black Americans, South Asian Americans, immigrants, the left-
out and left-behind.

But she's overcome every obstacle she's ever faced. No one's been tougher on the
big banks or the gun lobby. No one's been tougher in calling out this current administration
for its extremism, its failure to follow the law, and its failure to simply tell the truth.

Kamala and | both draw strength from our families. For Kamala, it's Doug and their
families.

For me, it's Jill and ours.

No man deserves one great love in his life. But I've known two. After losing my
first wife in a car accident, Jill came into my life and put our family back together.

She's an educator. A mom. A military Mom. And an unstoppable force. If she puts
her mind to it, just get out of the way. Because she's going to get it done. She was a great
Second Lady and she will make a great First Lady for this nation, she loves this country
so much.

And | will have the strength that can only come from family. Hunter, Ashley and

all our grandchildren, my brothers, my sister. They give me courage and lift me up.
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And while he is no longer with us, Beau inspires me every day.

Beau served our nation in uniform. A decorated Iraq war veteran.

So | take very personally the profound responsibility of serving as Commander in
Chief.

I will be a president who will stand with our allies and friends. I will make it clear
to our adversaries the days of cozying up to dictators are over.

Under President Biden, America will not turn a blind eye to Russian bounties on
the heads of American soldiers. Nor will | put up with foreign interference in our most
sacred democratic exercise -- voting.

I will stand always for our values of human rights and dignity. And I will work in
common purpose for a more secure, peaceful, and prosperous world.

History has thrust one more urgent task on us. Will we be the generation that finally
wipes the stain of racism from our national character?

| believe we're up to it.

| believe we're ready.

Just a week ago yesterday was the third anniversary of the events in Charlottesville.

Remember seeing those neo-Nazis and Klansmen and white supremacists coming
out of the fields with lighted torches? Veins bulging? Spewing the same anti-Semitic bile
heard across Europe in the '30s?

Remember the violent clash that ensued between those spreading hate and those
with the courage to stand against it?

Remember what the president said?

There were quote, "very fine people on both sides.”

It was a wake-up call for us as a country.

And for me, a call to action. At that moment, | knew I'd have to run. My father
taught us that silence was complicity. And I could not remain silent or complicit.

At the time, | said we were in a battle for the soul of this nation.

And we are.
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One of the most important conversations I've had this entire campaign is with
someone who is too young to vote.

I met with six-year old Gianna Floyd, a day before her Daddy George Floyd was
laid to rest.

She is incredibly brave.

I'll never forget.

When | leaned down to speak with her, she looked into my eyes and said "Daddy,
changed the world."

Her words burrowed deep into my heart.

Maybe George Floyd's murder was the breaking point.

Maybe John Lewis' passing the inspiration.

However it has come to be, America is ready to in John's words, to lay down "the
heavy burdens of hate at last" and to do the hard work of rooting out our systemic racism.

America's history tells us that it has been in our darkest moments that we've made
our greatest progress. That we've found the light. And in this dark moment, | believe we
are poised to make great progress again. That we can find the light once more.

| have always believed you can define America in one word: Possibilities.

That in America, everyone, and | mean everyone, should be given the opportunity
to go as far as their dreams and God-given ability will take them.

We can never lose that. In times as challenging as these, | believe there is only one
way forward. As a united America. United in our pursuit of a more perfect Union. United
in our dreams of a better future for us and for our children. United in our determination to
make the coming years bright.

Are we ready?

| believe we are.

This is a great nation.

And we are a good and decent people.

This is the United States of America.
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And there has never been anything we've been unable to accomplish when we've
done it together.

The Irish poet Seamus Heaney once wrote:

"History says,

Don't hope on this side of the grave,

But then, once in a lifetime

The longed-for tidal wave

Of justice can rise up,

And hope and history rhyme"

This is our moment to make hope and history rhyme.

With passion and purpose, let us begin -- you and | together, one nation, under God
-- united in our love for America and united in our love for each other.

For love is more powerful than hate.

Hope is more powerful than fear.

Light is more powerful than dark.

This is our moment.

This is our mission.

May history be able to say that the end of this chapter of American darkness began
here tonight as love and hope and light joined in the battle for the soul of the nation.

And this is a battle that we, together, will win.

| promise you.

Thank you.

And may God bless you.

And may God protect our troops.
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