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ABSTRACT

Themainintentioninthisarticleistocriticallyanalyzetheex-presidentBarackObama’sspeeches
regardingtheMiddleEastand(North)AfricaandseehowUS-America,MiddleEast,andAfricaare
framedinpoliticalideologies.Dataiscollectedfromthefourspeechesdeliveredbytheex-president
oftheUSAindifferentplacesandsettings.Thedataisanalyzedusingcriticaldiscourseanalysis
(CDA).Thefindingsrevealedthatpoliticalideologysleeplesslyaspirestosafeguardtheinterests
ofAmericaandher“true”alliestosustaintheirworldpowerandtosuppressthe“others”inthe
counterfeitnamesoftolerance,engagement,aidandsupport,democracyandfreedom,knowledge-
driveneconomy,peaceandsecurity,etc.,thattargetstheyoungergeneration.Contemporarypretexts
andextensionshavebeendonewithdiscoursemanipulationsandreal-lifeinterventions.

KEywORdS
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INTROdUCTION ANd ANALyTICAL FRAMEwORK

Barack Obama, President of the United States of America since 2008 has made customary to
deliver relatively longer remarkswhen it comes to issuesof turmoil:peace, security,prosperity,
engagementandchangeinmanyoccasionssincehispresidentialcandidacyandthetwo-termseats
attheWhiteHouse.Likewise,theseventy-threeparagraphedspeech,deliveredwithfrequentand
extended“applauses”(about85applauses)totheyoungIsraelitesmentioningIsraelmorethan190
timesdirectlyandindirectlyonMarch21,2013atJerusalemConventionCentre(Jerusalem),could
betakenasthebestsubstantiation;theotherslikewise.

Inthefollowingsection,Iwouldliketopinpoint,synthesizeandanalyzehiskeysamplespeeches
regardingtheMiddleEastand(North)Africa.Evenifitisallaboutthesetsunamiregionsofrelevance
toAmerica,itreflectsAmerica’sclearinternationalpoliticalandeconomicinterestsreaffirmingthat
“thoughthesecountriesmaybeagreatdistancefromourshores,weknowthatourownfutureis
boundtothisregionbytheforcesofeconomicsandsecurity,byhistoryandbyfaith”.
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Hence,itisimportanttonoteinthefollowingsectionabouttheanalysisofObama’sspeeches
concerning theMiddles,whichyoucaneasilydecipher, that thediscursiveevent anddiscursive
structure interrelatednessof ideasproposedbyNormanFairclough,havebeendue to the results
oftheanalysis.Toputitinclearterms,thespeecheswhicharecalledthediscursiveeventsshaped
thetextsthatarethediscursivestructure,andthediscoursebecamesubjectofinterpretationbythe
audience,whichshapedthediscoursepracticesofPresidentBarackHusseinObamaandthetarget
people(region).

BasedonWodak’s(2002:3)threefundamentalconceptsthatfigureindispensablyinallCDAare
“theconceptofpower,theconceptofhistory,andtheconceptofideology.”AsFairclough(2002),
Fowler,Hodge,Kress,andTrew(1979),andWodak(1989)agreed,bindinginpoweruseorabuse
arepoliticaloffice,politicalrhetoric,economicpower,interferenceintheaffairsofothercountries,
andselectiveallymakingtomentionbutafew.ForFairclough(1989,1992),nothingiscapableof
changingandinfluencingpeople’smindexceptlanguageuse.Countrieswithbigpowercanalsomake
bigchangeandputbiginfluenceonothercountries.TakingUSAmericaandthehistoricpresident
ofthatcountryisthebestsampleforaresearchanalysis.

Consideringtheforementionedvariablesvital, thisstudyemployedthemalldialecticallyin
theanalysistobringforththerealintentofPresidentBarakHusseinObama’sspeechdeliveredto
keypersonalitiesandtheworld.Thatis,themainobjectiveofthisstudyistocriticallyanalyzethe
discourses(CDA)ofPresidentBarackHusseinObamaregardingtheMiddleEastand(North)Africa
viatheworldinexercisingrealandassumedpower.Veryspecifically,thestudyhastriedtodiscover
withwhomObamaisPro-ideologyindefactointheMiddleEastandNorthAfrica(eitherbecalled
Middles),uncoverObama’srepresentationandjustificationofAmericaandit’s“allied’”powerand
cooperationinMiddles,explicateObama’spersonal,stateandinternationalinterestsandenvisaging
(doctrines),andtounpackObama’semancipatoryandregulatorystrategiesoftheMiddles.

Itispresumedthatwhensituationsdemandpeople(especiallypoliticians)tendtograbtothe
“pro-one”ofthemass.Theirideologyandpoliticaldiscoursedialecticallyarticulatedcanbeavehicle
towardsachievingthatultimateend.Theadequateexploitationoflanguagemanipulationpolitics
couldgrantapoliticalbenefitandfirmlyregulatepeopleagainsttheirinterestsortotallyemancipate
tobevibrantcitizensintheirown.Theresearcherinquiredthefollowingquestionstobeanswered.
First,howdoesObamastandfor,envisageandlegitimizesnationalandinternationalsecurity,peace
andprosperity,andinterventionintheaffairsof“sovereigncountries”indiscourse?Whatarethe
realagendabehindthealliedandcollidedUS-“Arabs”-Israel?HowdoesObamarepresentworld
change,power/hegemoniccontestationsandenvisageoperationalisationfor“change,peace,security
andprosperity”?WhatkindofdiscourseObamawantstoemergeinIsraelandtheArab(Muslim)
World?Andwhatarethegeneralandspecific,covertandovertdiscoursesdrownuponandcombined
ornotdoneso?

ToanalyzeObama’sdiscourseinMiddle-Eastandtheworld,Ihaveusedtheanalyticalframework
forCDAwhichisrepresentedschematicallybelowbyFairclough(2002,p.125)whichhasbeen
“modeled upon the critical theorist Roy Bhaskar’s concept of “explanatory critique” (Bhaskar,
1986;ChouliarakiandFaircloughcited inFairclough,2002).Thesegenerallyare:Focusupona
socialproblemwhichhasasemioticaspect,identifyobstaclestoitbeingtackled,throughanalysis
of (the network of practices it is located within, the relationship of semiosis to other elements
withintheparticularpractice(s)concerned,andthediscourse(thesemiosisitself).Bhaskar(1986)
andChouliarakiandFairclough(1999)takethediscourseinitselfasaconsiderationofastructural
analysis.Thatis, it is theanalysisoftheorderofdiscourse(Richardson,1996), theinteractional
analysis(Tannen,Hamilton,&Schiffrin,2015),theinter-discursiveanalysis(Wudak&Meyer,2002;
Bhatia,2016),andthelinguisticandsemioticanalysis.Besides,theCDAconsideredwhetherthe
socialorder(networkofpractices)inasense`needs’theproblem,identifiedthepossiblewayspast
theobstacles,andreflectedcriticallyonthewholeanalyses(Greve&Salaff,2005).
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Intheprocess,theresearcheroptedfordrawinguponObama’scluewords,phrases,sentences
andparagraphsthatsignalrepresentation,emergence,recontextualizations,operationalisation,and
theorderofdiscoursesattransdisciplinaryway.Besides,wordcount-analysis,accordingtoWaters,
Steele,Roisman,HaydonandBooth-LaForce(2016),ofpriority,weightandfocusforsomeissues
ofsticking,colliding,tagginganddistancingregardingBarackObama,America,theMiddlesand
theWorldhavebeenused.

RATIONALE OF THE SPEECHES SELECTEd FOR ANALySIS

InthisstudyIhavedrawnupfourthermalkeynotesmadeindifferentcontextsofassortedorderof
discourseandsocialstructure.ThespeechesweregiventothePeopleofEgyptin2009,theAmerican
peoplein2011,theAmerican-Israeliteslobbygroup(AIPAC)in2012andPeopleofIsraelin2013.
Even though the remarkshadbeenmade to theaforementioned targetcountries, theyhavebeen
meanttotheinternationalcommunity.So,theirinternationalintentionistakenasatext-meter.These
fourremarksweresimilarinnatureinwhichtheirthemesareallabouttheMiddleEastand(North)
Africa,buttheyarebothadvisesandwarningstotheworldthathavesimilarinterests,plansand
moves.Besides,thekeynotesmaderepresentUnitedStatesofAmerica’scontemporaryforeignaffairs
ideology,policyandpractices.Forthestrongkeentogetthe‘realyolkoutofthelayeredegg’inUS-
America’sinterestonMiddleEastandAfrica,IhaveoptedforthesefourremarksofPresidentObama
indifferentplacesandyearstodifferentaudiencesandtargetgroups.Itisbelievedthatthesespeeches
representUSAmericaandherpeople’sdiscourse,ideologyandpowertowardsthe“othercountries”.

THE CdA OF BARACK HUSSEIN OBAMA’S SELECTEd SPEECHES

Narrating Morality and Religion
Apparently,Obamabeginswith“thankyou”,“thankyou”and“shalom”,extends“agreetingof
peacefromMuslimcommunities:assalaamu alaykum”andexpressesaverywarmwelcomereceived
forhispresenceandvisitatleastinthelanguagesoftheaudienceandthe“superpowers”tograb
intimacyandtoshow‘alliance’.Obamaverycarefullydrawssuccessful/importantpeopleandpalaces
quotingtheirnames,evennicknames,theirachievementsandsayings:“Iwanttobeginbythanking
HillaryClinton”;“IamhonoredtobeinthetimelesscityofCairo…”;“Rosy(AIPAC’spresident
LeeRosenberg),thankyouforyourkindwords…youhavebeenadearfriendofmineforalongtime
andatirelessadvocatefortheunbreakablebondsbetweenIsraelandUnitedStates…”;“Bibi”(Prime
MinisterNetanyahu);“ItisagreathonortobeherewithyouinJerusalemandIamsogratefultothe
welcomethatIhavereceivedfromthepeopleofIsrael”;and“Iamgratefulforyourhospitality,and
thehospitalityofthepeopleofEgypt”.

Insuchandsodiscourse,heattemptstobringsharedintimacyandfriendshipandgothrough
theirheadsandheartswhichhavebigmoralvaluesembeddedingenre,discourseandstyle.Healso
includesaseemingly‘friendship’violatingtheconsistencyofmoralityashegreetsthemindifferent
languagesembeddedinthereligionofadifferencewhichisareflexiverepresentationtoshowa
semioticallyconstitutedwayofbeing“thesame”,(Fairclough,1989),forBarackObama.Likewise,
hisclosingremarksarealwaysveryreligious:“MayGod’speacebeuponyou”;“Godblessyou,God
blessthepeopleofIsrael,GodblesstheUnitedStatesofAmerica.”;“MayGodblessyou.MayGod
blessIsrael.MayGodblesstheUnitedStatesofAmerica.Toda Raba”.Fromtheclosingremarks,
theentirethemeinnarratingandrepresentingreligionandmoralityistheenacting,inculcatingand
re-scalingstrategyof‘sacrosanct’,‘partnership’and‘cooperation’foroperationalisation;theidea
whichpreachesinreligiousclosingremarkstoshow“intimacyandbrotherhood”thoughit isall
addressingAmericaandtheChristians.
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Whatismore,worldreligionisrepresentedas“thethreegreatreligions—Judaism,Christianity,
andIslam-thattracetheiroriginstoAbraham,andseeJerusalemassacred”whichhebelieves“faith
shouldbringustogether…Christians,Muslims,andJews”,andappreciatesauniversal“rulethat
liesattheheartofeveryreligion—that‘wedountoothersaswewouldhavethemtodountous’”in
compromisesforreligioustoleranceindifferences.InasimilarregardObamadictatesandpreaches
alotaboutIslamtotheMuslims;thisisteachingthebestteachers:

Islam has a proud tradition of tolerance. We see it in the history of Andalusia and Cordoba during 
the Inquisition. I saw it firsthand as a child in Indonesia, where devout Christians worshiped freely 
in an overwhelmingly Muslim country. That is the spirit we need today. People in every country 
should be free to choose and live their faith based upon the persuasion of the mind and the heart 
and the soul. This tolerance is essential for religion to thrive, but it’s being challenged in many 
different ways. Among some Muslims, there’s a disturbing tendency to measure one’s own faith by 
the rejection of somebody else’s faith. The richness of religious diversity must be upheld—whether 
it is for Maronites in Lebanon or the Copts in Egypt. And if we are being honest, fault lines must be 
closed among Muslims, as well, as the divisions between Sunni and Shia have led to tragic violence, 
particularly in Iraq. Freedom of religion is central to the ability of peoples to live together. We must 
always examine the ways in which we protect it. For instance, in the United States, rules on charitable 
giving have made it harder for Muslims to fulfill their religious obligation. That’s why I’m committed 
to working with American Muslims to ensure that they can fulfill zakat. Likewise, it is important for 
Western countries to avoid impeding Muslim citizens from practicing religion as they see fit—for 
instance, by dictating what clothes a Muslim woman should wear. We can’t disguise hostility towards 
any religion behind the pretense of liberalism.

Inhisspeechasquotedabove,Obamatriedtoenactandinculcatemoralitythatshouldoriginate
fromreligionandlovestoquoteJews,Muslims,andChristians,“weareone”.Ontheotherhand,he
promotesthe“Zionist-idea-anideatobefreeinone’sownland”,thefaithsinIslamandChristianity
whichshouldsparklepeace,securityandmoralityfromwithinandbidspeoplefirm;“Beconscious
ofGodandspeakalwaysthetruth”,eventhoughbothMuslimsandJews(evenChristians)havea
strongaffairoftheHolyLand;Israel,Jerusalem.

Inanattempt,Obamaimaginestheemergenceandhegemonyofpowerinrecontextualizations
andre-scalingofreligionandmoralityaccordingto“anewbeginningkeepinginmindwhathas
beenwritten:TheHolyKorantellsus:‘Omankind!Wehavecreatedyoumaleandafemale;and
wehavemadeyouintonationsandtribessothatyoumayknowoneanother.’TheTalmudtellsus:
‘ThewholeoftheTorahisforthepurposeofpromotingpeace.’TheHolyBibletellsus:‘Blessed
arethepeacemakers,fortheyshallbecalledsonsofGod…’WeknowthatisGod’svision.Nowthat
mustbeourworkhereonEarth”.Inthesequotesfromeveryreligion,hewantstoshowthateach
religionworshipsthe“same”idea;Theo-philosophicalcongruenceshouldemergeandnon-upheaval
engagementinreligionsshouldpursueandtransform.

Generally,Obamawantstoemergeadiscoursewithinreligion,moralityandthepeople-metaphors
thathold the“solution lieswith thepeople”conformingandsustaining“notsimplebymenand
women,butbylaws”thatoriginatesfromreligion.Thesediscoursescreatedilemmainthepeople
andthetensionhelpsthepowerfulpeopletointerferefreelyintheaffairsofothers.

NARRATING CHANGE

TherearethemesinthediscoursesthataresalientineachspeechofBarackObamaontheMiddles
andAfricarelatedto“change”.Obamalikesthewaythat“TheremustbenodoubtthattheUnited
StatesofAmericawelcomeschange thatadvancesself-determinationandopportunity” fromthe
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people“demandsforconsistentchange—withchangethatareconsistentwiththeprinciples”.The
principlesareallforAmericasself-fulfillmentwiththediscoursesof“support”and“democracy”.He
alsosaidthatAmerica“mustsupportpositivechangeintheregion…through…effortstoadvance
economicdevelopmentfornationsthataretransitioningtodemocracy”.Thisisapositiveintention
that“coolsdown”negativeexpectation.

Hewouldliketorepresentchangeand“globalization”as“anewbeginning”inastrongbeliefthat
“changecannothappenovernight”.BesideswhenObamaneedsarealchangetobeunderstoodand
underscored,heusesrepetitiontodiscourseasitfiguresin“lively…livelymaybeanunderstatement”
hinting“theobligations-theobligations”that“Ihavemadeitcleartothe(country)people,Ihavemade
itcleartothe(country)people”that“itwasinnovationinMuslimcommunities,itwasinnovation
inMuslimcommunities…”“Iknow-Iknow”,“asinthestoryofIsra-asinthestoryofIsra”which
hasbroughtandisbringing“revolutionary”“democratic”“change”.ForObama,‘globalization’is
narratedastheprocessof‘homogeneity’oneaffectedeasilyinthe‘network’.Forinstance,hehas:

learned from recent experience that when a financial system weakens in one country, prosperity is 
hurt everywhere. When a new flu infects one human being, all are at risk. When one nation pursues 
a nuclear weapon, the risk of nuclear attack rises for all nations. When violent extremists operate 
in one stretch of mountains, people are endangered across an ocean. When innocents in Bosnia and 
Darfur are slaughtered, that is a stain on our collective conscience. That is what it means to share this 
world in the twenty-first century. That is the responsibility we have to one another as human beings.

Hementionsarecent‘phenomenon’toshowthe‘newemergenceofglobalization’anditsfuture
inevitable‘dominance’.Obamabelievesthat“thesweepingchange”hasbeen“broughtbymodernity
andglobalization”.However,heunderstandspeopleallovertheworldthatchangecanbringfear
quotingthat:

In all nations—including America—this change can bring fear. Fear that because of modernity we 
lose control over our economic choices, our politics, and most importantly our identities—those things 
we most cherish about our communities, our families, our traditions, and our faith.

Likewise,Obamaaddedhisfearforthe“change”hewouldliketorepresentandrecontextualise
itforoperationinthat:

civilizations are doomed to clash. Many more are simply skeptical that real change can occur. There’s 
so much fear, so much mistrust that has built up over the years. But if we choose to be bound by the 
past, we will never move forward. And I want to particularly say this to young people of every faith, in 
every country—you, more than anyone, have the ability to re-imagine the world, to remake this world.

Fearandterror,asObamabelieves,havebeendueto“Al-Qaeda,OsamaBin-Ladenand
otheralliedterroristgroups”inwhichtheybelievethat“violenceagainsttheWest,men,women
andchildrenwastheonlypathtochange”.However,extraordinary‘change’cancomefrom
fewindividuals’philosophiesandideologies,asObamawouldliketo‘emerge’and‘reengage’;
“therearetimesinthecourseofhistorywhentheactionsofordinarycitizenssparkmovements
forchangebecausetheyspeaktoalongingforfreedomthathasbeenbuildingupforyears”.
Mentioning and associated fear and terror to the Muslim community can easily help him
interlinkterroriststothesame.

Obamaalsounderstandsthatchangewillcomenotfromtheoldandtheadultcommunity,but
fromtheyounggenerationwhowouldliketodiscoverlife.
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Throughout the region, many young people have a solid education, but closed economies leave them 
unable to find a job. Entrepreneurs are brimming with ideas, but corruption leaves them unable to 
profit from those ideas.

Isn’tthisanattempttodetachtheoldandtheyouth?Heisdeadlyinbeatofthepersistence
fromtheoldgenerationthatisnotbringingchangebysaying“Theinternationalcommunityistired
ofanendlessprocessthatneverproducesanoutcome”.Hestronglytriedtoreorderandreorientthe
youngofhisfavoritepoliticsbysayingthat“You(the young Israelites)mustcreatethechangethat
youwanttosee”.Obamaseesthechangeto“Lookattheyoungpeoplewho’venotyetlearneda
reasontomistrust,orthoseyoungpeoplewho’velearnedtoovercomealegacyofmistrustthatthey
inheritedfromtheirparents”.

Generally, Obama would like to represent “change” in that “through the moral forces of
nonviolence,thepeopleoftheregionhaveachievedmorechangeinsixmonthsthanterroristshave
accomplishedindecades”.Furthermore,“change”ofadifferent“magnitudedoesnotcomeeasily…
but itwillbeyears…along theway, therewillbegooddaysand therewillbaddays…insome
places,changewillbeswift;inothersgradual…callsforchangemaygiveway,insomecases,to
fiercecontestsforpower”.Americansaretaking“concreteactionstochangecourse”in‘democracy’,
‘entrepreneurships’,‘innovation’,‘freedom’,‘independency’,etc.Headdedthat“Noone-nosinglestep
canchangeovernightwhatliesintheheartsandmindsofmillions.Nosinglestepisgoingtoerase
yearsofhistoryandpropaganda”.ButforBarackObama“…thegreatestmiracleisrecognizingthat
theworldcanchange”.Nobodydislikeschange,buttheyorientationandredirectionofAmerican-
leadchangecouldbeadisastrousone.

NARRATING OBAMA’S dOCTRINE IN THE MIddLE EAST

ObamahasvibrantstrategiesintakinganinitialskepticisminallsensitiveissuesoftheMiddle-
East,NorthAfricaandthe internationalarenaofsuchbrittles-‘turmoil’whichhebelieves that
uselessconflictswillweakennecessarywars.Hence,hisgenreandstylesrepresenting“America’s
futureisboundtoMiddleEastandNorthAfrica‘square-be-square,time-by-time,andcountry-by-
countrybythe“forcesofeconomy,security,history,andfaith”understandingthat“somenations
areblessedwithoilandgas”withnaturalresourcesandthewaytosharethisresourceswithisa
“softtalkwithbigstick”.

ItiscrystalclearthatIsraelandAmericashareimperativeinterestsinachaoticMiddleEast
thoughtthathasdifferent levelsandintensitiesoffriendship.Theseareone,banningtheIranian
regime’ssprintfornuclearweaponsandterror-drivenregionalsupremacy,two,regulatingSyria’s
escalatinginstabilitywhiletrackingitsswapystoresofchemicalweapons,puttingan‘eagleeye’on
radicalIslam-“violentIslamicextremism”,anda“lastingsecurity,peaceandprosperity”between
PalestineandIsrael-thebigdilemma.Inthelikewise,anotherandcapablythreateningcountry(mostly
Islamic)shallneverexist,andthisshallbeachievedbyabit-by-bitdemolishingofsuchemerging
countrieswhostarttospeaktotheAmericans’necksandnoses.

Obamahasbothpromotiveandregulativestrategies tobe“engaged”infor“democracyand
freedom”.The“securityandpeace”oftheMiddleEastisatoppriorityforAmericaanditsinternational
intereststoexploittheadequate“‘treasures’,‘patents’,‘innovation’,‘recourses’timelessholysites
andgroundbreakinginnovations”andAmericais“workingwiththeworldthatisunited”sothat
“Iran(oranyxcountry)mustnotgetanuclearweapon’,andAmericacouldgamblefreeoftheblaze.

AsIsraelishavelivedin“aneighborhoodwheremany…haverejectedtherighttoexist”,Obama
wouldliketo‘renew’,extendandunderscorestrength,justiceandresolutionbeforeactiontobetaken
intheMiddleEastandtheworld.Obama’swarningsrepeatedineverykeynoteitinerary(route)showit
crystalclearthatIranorasimilarhostilecountrywillnevereverbeallowedto‘develop’and‘possess
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nuclear weapons’. That understanding, coupled with crippling sanctions, is clearly envisaged to
persuadetheIraniangovernmentforthe‘goldenbridgeofpeace”inwhich“everythingisonthetable”.

“Obama’s doctrine” as an all-waiting lists style seems erroneouslypredictable inwhich the
pivotalpointofthedoctrinewouldemphasize“negotiations”and“collaborations”withexclusiveof
“confrontation”,“war”and“unilateralism”ineveryinternationalaffairs;theMiddlesspecial,toavoid
“fear”and“terror”from“Islamicextremism,violence”andadvancingtoescalating“democracy”,
“globalization”,“liberalism”,“freedom”andthemulti-genresofthe‘newcapitalism’agendawhich
targetstobeginwith“theyoung-youandme,we”asenginesof“theMiddlesAwakening”.

Most importantly, any ‘allay’, ‘support’ and ‘aid’ ‘engagement’ in the Middle East, Africa
andSoutheastAsiaisbelievedasstimuliincreatingmanyjobsintheUnitedStatesofAmericaor
anywhereintheworldofanyformsecuringAmerica’sinterestsofacontemporary.Newengagements
andfriendshipsarebelievedtocreateconfusionsandUSAmerica-Israeliteswilldetecttheproblems
andactasthetroubleshootersandmaintaintheway.Forso,ObamaexplainedhisdoctrineinMuslim
countriesinthat:

On science and technology, we will launch a new fund to support technological development in 
Muslim-majority countries, and to help transfer ideas to the marketplace so they can create more 
jobs. We’ll open centers of scientific excellence in Africa, the Middle East and Southeast Asia, and 
appoint new science envoys to collaborate on programs that develop new sources of energy, create 
green jobs, digitize records, clean water, grow new crops. Today I’m announcing a new global 
effort with the Organization of the Islamic Conference to eradicate polio. And we will also expand 
partnerships with Muslim communities to promote child and maternal health. All these things must 
be done in partnership. Americans are ready to join with citizens and governments; community 
organizations, religious leaders, and businesses in Muslim communities around the world to help 
our people pursue a better life.

Inanutshell,ObamaneedstheMiddlesandentireworldtoleandownAmericaandher“true
allies”andpleasethem,tounquestionablyaccepttheirnarratives,beconvincedvibrantlyoneach
splitofsecondswithoutfaultlines;nevertheless,Americaunderstandstheneedtoreviseitsnarrative
andgetridofthepropagandathatanimatestheentireworldviewforre-engagement,rescalingand
recontextualizationsofpartnershipgovernance,asUS-Israelipeoplewonderwhypeacehasn’tbeen
achievedthoughgreatpoliticalpropagandaandplanshavebe‘ratified’and“operated?”WithIsrael
andtheJewishpeople;allthesamesince65thyears,Obamaaffirmedusclearlyto:

make no mistake-those who adhere to the ideology of rejecting Israel’s right to exist, they might as 
well reject the earth beneath them or the sky above, because Israel is not going anywhere. And today, 
I want to tell you-particularly the young people-so that there’s no mistake here, so long as there is a 
United States of America-Atem lo levad. You are not alone.

REPRESENTING THE ALLAy dILEMMA CONTINUUM 
ANd IdEOLOGy/POwER CONTESTATIONS

Obamaknowshowtobridgethegapsasago-between,ontheonehand,andshowsan“eternalallay”
usingsimpleandintimatediscourseandrepresentations,ontheotherside.Healwaysbeginswitha
masked‘thankyou’inthe‘dominant’languageofhisaudience‘shalom’/’assalaamu alaykum’/good
+timeandcatchydiscriminatoryphrases“Ibringwithmethe supportoftheAmericanPeopleand
thefriendshipthatbindsustogether”,“andIamproudtocarrywithmethe goodwilloftheAmerican
people”.TheseallattemptscanclearlyrepresentthepoliticaldilemmaticdiscourseofAmericaeven
toherMiddlesalliesandthediscriminatorypowerpull-and-throwatdifferentspeedsanddistances.
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Likewise,herepresentsintimacyandallayinasenseof‘witnessestotheancienthistory…at
theShrineoftheBook’andbyinvokingmemoriesofthegreatestachievementsofthecountryand
ofthepeoplewithIsrael:

I’ve seen Israel’s shining future in your scientists and your entrepreneurs. This is a nation of museums 
and patents, timeless holy sites and ground-breaking innovation. Only in Israel could you see the Dead 
Sea Scrolls and the place where the technology on board the Mars Rover originated at the same time.

Inaddition,hedepictedtheamalgamationofreligion(tradition)andacademics(progress)as
waystoseeAmerica’sallies(theMuslimworld)inaTheo-scientificwaywhichhasalwaysbeen
verydilemmaticher:

For over a thousand years, Al-Azhar has stood as a beacon of Islamic learning; and for over a 
century, Cairo University has been a source of Egypt’s advancement. And together, you represent 
the harmony between tradition (religion) and progress.

Aboveandbeyond,hislanguageisveryoscillatory(fromfriendshiptoagreatestpolitician)to
getrapportsofbothintimacyandpoweraccompaniedwithmagicalbodylanguagesthatcanshorten
thedistancebetweenhimandtheaudience.ItiseasytodetectsothatObamamakeshisaudience
more easily understand and accept his political speeches by means of easy and mixed sentence
structuresthroughouthisspeechwithhispeculiarintonationandvoicemodulationforpowerand
hegemony.Moreover,byusinghisname,position‘asapolitician’,‘asafriend’,‘youandme’,‘power’,
‘America’,‘theAmericanPeople’,‘mycountry’,religiousbeliefs,andbycallingIsrael,theJewish
andthepeopleveryfrequently,hesuccessfullyshortensthedistancebetweenhimandtheaudience,
especiallywithIsraelites.Soitcanhelphimpersuadethe“Jewish‘youth’”toaccept,support,and
confirmhisalliesandactions.

Obamausesmostofthelinguisticmechanismsofpowerinthemodelssuchasreligion,persuasion
andfutureplan’sstatements.ObamaalsonarratesandrepresentsBiblicalthemesandreligionwhere
hiscleardilemmaoscillatesback-and-forthinshowingequalweighatsometimeanddiscrimination
atanotherwhenhebelieveshis(America’s)anditsally’spowerisrivaled.

Likewise,sinceObama’sbeginningwithhis juvenilepolitical rally throughhisseatgrantat
WhiteHouse,hehasbeenbelievedtospeakwitha“forked”tongue;veryintricatetoknowwhathe
reallythinks.Asaresult,majorityoftheIsraelisandtheMuslims(Arabs)havenoclueforObama
whetherheisPro-IsraeliorPro-‘Arabs’/Palestinian.Obama’sstatementinthisspeech“letmesaythis
asapolitician:Icanpromiseyouthis,politicalleaderswillnevertakerisksifthepeopledonotpush
themtotakesomerisks,”,showsthatheandhisadministrationtacitlyandprobablyunconsciously
admitthathehascavedtotheIsraellobbyandwantsapushfrombothsides,notfromone.

Indeed,themostremarkableaspectofObama’spoliticaldiscoursesinhisentirepresidencyand
withregardstotheMiddleshasbeenitsemphasisonshrewdcalculationofthecompromisemost
suitedto“hiscountry”andhimself.Obama’striumphduringthetripwere“symbolic”whichwere
achieved by smiling and uttering soothing expressions about Israel’s achievements and inherent
legitimacytowardconvincingIsraelisandAmericanJews.

Fromtransitivityanalysis,wecanseematerialprocess;aprocessofdoinghasbeenusedmostly
inhisspeeches.Obamawouldliketoshowtheworldwhathisgovernment(America)hasachieved,
whattheyaregoingandwhattheywilldotoholdastrongpower.Hewilldowhateverhelikestodo
on(Islamic)countriesthathave“chemicalweapons”,and“topreventanucleararmed”region,for
Americacouldgrabandresourceandgamblefreely.

ApparentlyAmericahasalwaysbeenbehindallegationsofshackedanddemolishedcountries
whichwerethoughttobe‘growinginpowerandeconomy’:‘Korea’,Russia,Iraq,Afghanistan,Tunisia,



International Journal of Translation, Interpretation, and Applied Linguistics
Volume 2 • Issue 1 • January-June 2020

28

Libya,Egypt,Yemen,Syria,Irananditgoesonthequeuedayin-and-day-out,year-in-and-year-out
aslongasitshallbenefitAmericaforpowerandahegemonicdiscourse.Ithasalsoappearedthat
UnitedStatesofAmericahasmultifaceted(double)standardsof“allay”,“partnerships”,“support”,
“collaboration”,“aid”,“friendship”and“interests”thatshowtheclearalleydilemma:withIsrael,
“makenomistake”Americahas“unshakable”,“unbreakable”,“strong”and“eternal”“bonds”from
bothsides-“thestrongbipartisansupport”;withIraq,shehasposedbigpressurestothegovernment
andthepeople;withLibya,TunisiaandSyriaAmericacooperateswiththepeopleandtheopposition
parties;withBahrain,Yemen,SaudiArabia,Lebanon,Pakistan,Afghanistan,Egypt,etc.shecomes
withthegovernmentin“eternalpartnership”and“love”.

Nevertheless,PalestineisthestrokeandnuisancethatmeasuresAmerica’s,andstillObama’s,
dilemmatoreliveandaninabilityofadecisionto“transform”wordsinto“actions”.Hence,America
isneitherPro-IsraelnorPro-Arabs;sheispro-selfaslongasherpoliticalandeconomicpowerand
interestsarekeptonthesafe-side.

NARRATING ANd REALIZING IdENTITy ANd BACKGROUNd

BarackObamashowsthegradualdeclineofconfidenceinAmericanpowertobesafeguardedin;
theragingfireanti-West,Anti-Semitism,Anti-Americanism,Anti-globalizationandmanygenresof
“Antis”allovertheglobe;andtheongoingborderlesswaragainst‘terrorism’inallitsfacetswhich
putgreater‘securitychallenges’intricatetobearup.Hence,ittriggeredhimwiththethemeof“re-
imagine”,“renew”,“engage”,“change”,“recover”and“rebuild”thataimedtoenhanceAmerica’s
reputation and power and restore its popularity around the world. This ‘engagement’ has taken
multidimensional approaches such as intervention, renewal, friendship and reconstruction in the
“MiddleEast”“tomarkanewchapterofAmericandiplomacy”.Heusessimpletensestopresent
thedomesticandtheworldwidesituationsrangingfrompolitical,economicandculturalfieldsat
presentinallthefourspeeches.

Obamabringsaninspiration-arolemodelformanyyouthsinternationally.Healwaysinculcates
hispersonalstoryandthestoryofmanyfromhistoryintheChristianity,Islam,andJudaism;from
freedomfightershasamazedandarousedasenseof“touchinghistory”andinimmediatedecision
to“engagements”(seeallofObama’sSpeeches).Hewouldnotliketotakeastandinanyreligious
sect;otherwiseasked.TheseallattemptsaretherebuildingofAmericans’identitycrisisastheyare
multi-ethnicwhoclusteredattheAmerigoVespucci’sIsland.

Hischarismaticqualityandphenomenalrhetoricalabilityhaveeveraddedtohishalo,notfor
“actions”butforshows.FromthehistoryofAfrican-Americansandthe‘recontextualizations’ofRosa
ParksandMartinLutherKingJr.who“stoodproudagainstdiscriminationandoppression”andwith
therecentfactthathewas“chosenbytheAmericanpeopletolead”them,hecreatesandrescales
hisidentityaspoliticallypowerful.Healsousesreligiousreferencestoshowthatheleadspolitico-
religiousidentity.Besides,Obamawouldliketosymbolize“anewandmodernconnotationof“the
righttofreedom,changeandthepursuitofhappiness”tooverarchashisnewlymodifiedvehiclefor
‘globalization’,‘knowledgeeconomy’,‘change’and‘engagement’.Inthefollowingsection,aword
countanalysisispresentedtosupporttheforegonedataandthefindings.

wORd COUNT ANALySIS wITH A FOCUS ON PRIORITy ANd wEIGHT-GIVING

Accordingtodata(Table1)retrievedusingAdobesearchanalysisfromthefourkeynotes,Barack
Obamaisinclinedtotheuseofharmlesswords(usingmajorpositivewords566timesmorefrequently)
asastrategytore-contextualizeandrepresentpeace,securityandprosperityintheeyesofhis“new
engagement’and“change”strategies.Hewouldliketoapproachnotfromthe“violent”(majorwords
counted322)sideofideologicalrepresentationofpoliticstowin“cooperation”.Hence,hewasnon-
hostileinhisspeeches.
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Similarly,dataunderTable2showsthatObamahasspenthistimeby“statingandexplaining
(is/are,480)”ideologytorescalehispoliticalactionsandpolicyandre-engageintheMiddlesinhis
“Obamaticideology”.Theauxiliariesshowthediscourseorders,genresandstylesthatObamahas
beentryingtoenactandinculcateinhispolicy.Heoptedforpoliteness,littleinstructionsandexternal
obligationstocomply.Hehasbeenpreparingandcleaningthemesstostartoperationalisationbefore
heleaveshisseatatWhiteHouse.

As per data presented at Table 3, roughly, we can conclude that Obama’s priorities in the
internationalarenaare“peace”and“security”forAmericaanditsalliesfollowedbyprosperityat

Table 1. Dichotomy discourse analysis of Obama’s speech

No. Positive Word Frequency Negative Word Frequency

1 Right(Good) 178 War 51

2 Democracy 44 Nuclear 33

3 Work 38 Violence 30

4 Freedom/free 35 Kill/die 23

5 Support 33 Weapon 23

6 Change 38 Against 23

7 New 31 Conflict 23

8 Economy 31 Terror 16

9 Transform 24 Extremism(st) 16

10 Start/begin 24 End 16

11 Bring(change) 18 Threat 14

12 Develop 17 Hate 10

13 Build 15 Prevent(avoid) 10

14 Grow 14 Risk 10

15 Independence 10 Tension 9

16 Possible 9 Stop 8

17 Engage 7 Danger 7

Total 566 322

Table 2. The discourse in the use of auxiliaries

No. Auxiliary Frequency

1 Is/are 480

2 Will/shall 202

3 Must/Haveto/hasto 104

4 Can/could 102

5 Would/Should 65

6 Do 34

7 May/Might 21

8 Don’t/Mustnot 6
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asancillaryforthetargetcountry.Thefollowingtablealsoshowstheprioritygivenatregionaland
countrylevel.

FromTable4,wecandeducethattheinternational(18)orglobal(10)agendaofhisspeeches
wereallaboutIsraelis’andAmericasinterest-thesetwocountriesarewhatforObama,America(153)
andIsrael(200).Besides,Iran(57),Iraq(22),Egypt(19)andSyria(12)areunderthered-pointtarget
forattackifnot“allied”andcometo“thetable”.However,Palestine(8)isnotacountryofagenda
butanareanottobeneglectedtopreventthefirebeforeitseruption.

Adiscourseuse implicationshownunderTable5 leads tobelieve thatObamagives the
highestconcernofprotection/securityfortheJews/Jewishreligionfollowers-Israelites,advises
theIslam/MuslimsnottobehostiletothemandtheChristians;“Islammustbebasedonwhat
itis,notwhatitisn’t”.

DatacompiledunderTable6givesustheclearimplicationthatObamaneedscooperativework,
sympathyandcloseness(theWe,478)assigninghimself(theI,284)asateam(world)leaderthatthe
resthastobelieve,followandworshiphim.Hewouldliketofigureoutcooperationfromtheyouth
(42)andmale(theHe,52)generation.Generally,Obamaspeaksthe“I”and“We”ideologybelieving
himselfasthe‘architect’and‘leader’oftheNewWorldOrder,Neo-Liberalism/NewCapitalism,
DemocracyandFreedomandseekingotherstocooperatewithhim.Hewouldliketoaddressthe
restwithinthemasslike“They”(131)and“You”(145).Sohewouldliketogivethe“wineandthe
bread”if“peaceandsecurity”remainunchanged,keptconstant.

Table 3. Discourse in peace, security and prosperity priority analysis

No. Word Frequency

1 Peace 93

2 Security 72

3 Prosperity 19

Table 4. Discourse from national-international priority analysis of countries/regions

No. Region Frequency Country Frequency

1 International 18 Israel 200

2 Global 10 America/US 153

3 Mycountry 7 Iran 57

4 Foreign 4 Iraq 22

5 Local/National 4 Egypt 19

6 Ourcountry 3 Syria 12

7 (Your)country 1 Palestine 8

Table 5. Discourse from religious affiliation and target analysis

No. Word Frequency

1 Jew/Jewish 257

2 Islam/Muslims 97

3 Christian 10
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CONCLUSION

Ithasbeenclearlyunderstoodbywisepoliticiansthatpoliticsisastruggleforpowerinorderto
stronglybuildbeneficiarypoliticalandsocio-economicideas,andtotransformintorealpracticeson
theground.Asadeep-seatedpartoftheprocess,languageplaysthedecisiveroleineverypolitical
battlewhichisprepared,accompanied,influencedandplayedbylanguage(discourses)dialectically
articulatedwithinclusionsofthesemiosis.Inthisregard,thecriticalanalysisofthepoliticaldiscourse
ofBarackObama’sspeechregardingtheMiddlestargetsoncondemningthe“tyrants”,“extremists”,
nucleararmedcountriesand“change”resistant’s.Italsotargetsonthemoldableandaccommodable
“young”generationfor“change”withthevaccinesandinstrumentsoffreedom,democracy,equality,
tolerance,technologyandglobalizationinorderforAmericatoeasilyslipandswipeintoagiven
country (abundant in resourceorpolitically important)withoutwar andconfrontations.Positive
orientationiswhatcomesoutasPresidentObama’sintentionofdiscourseuse.Thenarrationsof
ideology,change,morality,religion,hegemony,identityandtheallaydilemmadiscourseanalysisin
thisarticlearealsotheclearevidencesfromObama’s(America’s)ownwordsthatAmerica’shand
andheadisalreadyinothercountries.ItisalsopossibletodrawaconclusionthatAmerica’ssocio-
economicandpoliticalstrategiesarebackedbymaskedtermsofsupport,allay,cooperation,renewal,
engagement,partnership,interferenceandotherbeneficiarymeansofdoorwaysforAmericatoeasily
accesstherequiredresourcesorpoliticaladvantages.

Table 6. Discourse from noun-pronoun analysis

No. Noun/Pronoun Frequency

1 We/us/our/ours 478

2 I/me/my/mine 284

3 They/their 145

4 You/your 131

5 He/him/his 52

6 “Youth” 42

7 Women 21

8 Men 13

9 She/her/hers 6

10 Father 4

11 Child 4

12 Old 2

13 Mother 1
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