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Abstract: Political discourse plays a very important role in shaping public opinion and reinforcing power 

structures in multicultural societies. This research applies Critical Discourse Analysis (CDA) to examine how 

language is used in political speeches to construct social hierarchies, national identities, and public perceptions. 

By analyzing speeches from leaders in diverse societies, this study highlights the use of rhetoric, metaphor, and 

persuasion strategies in influencing collective ideologies. 
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1. INTRODUCTION 

Language plays a crucial role not only as a communication tool but also as a 

medium for constructing and maintaining power structures. In multicultural societies, 

political speeches serve as influential instruments in shaping public opinion, reinforcing 

national identity, and directing power distribution (Fairclough, 2001). The strategic use of 

language in political discourse does not merely convey messages; rather, it creates and 

reinforces social and political realities. Politicians, through their speeches, can emphasize 

unity, foster nationalistic sentiment, or even deepen social divisions based on ethnicity, 

culture, or religion (Van Dijk, 2006). Hence, an in-depth analysis of political language is 

essential in understanding how power is structured and maintained within diverse societies. 

Critical Discourse Analysis (CDA) provides a comprehensive approach to studying 

language as an instrument of power. Unlike traditional linguistic analysis, CDA perceives 

language as a social practice deeply intertwined with power relations (Wodak & Meyer, 

2016). Political figures strategically employ language to persuade, legitimize authority, and 

manipulate public perception, making CDA a valuable tool for uncovering hidden 

ideologies and power asymmetries in political discourse. Previous studies indicate that 

political rhetoric often employs persuasive strategies such as metaphor, repetition, and 

lexical choices to construct desirable narratives and shape social hierarchies (Chilton, 

2004). 

Despite extensive research on political discourse, there remains a gap in 

understanding how language strengthens power structures within culturally and religiously 

diverse societies. Existing studies predominantly focus on Western political settings, 

leaving a need for a more contextualized analysis in multicultural nations where ethnicity, 

religion, and culture significantly influence political communication (Van Leeuwen, 2008). 

Examining political speeches within these societies provides insights into how language is 
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utilized to establish dominance, reinforce ideologies, and navigate socio-political 

complexities. 

This study aims to fill this gap by analyzing political speeches within multicultural 

settings, exploring how linguistic choices function as tools for maintaining power. By 

applying CDA, this research will identify the discursive strategies used by political figures 

to shape public perceptions and consolidate authority. Understanding these mechanisms is 

crucial in evaluating the role of political language in fostering unity or exacerbating social 

divisions within diverse communities (Reisigl & Wodak, 2009). 

Through this research, a deeper comprehension of the interplay between language 

and power will be established, offering significant contributions to political linguistics and 

discourse analysis. The findings will not only enhance academic discourse on language and 

power but also provide valuable insights for policymakers, media analysts, and scholars 

interested in the socio-political impact of political rhetoric in multicultural societies. 

 

2. LITERATURE REVIEW 

A number of previous studies have discussed the relationship between language and 

power in political discourse. Fairclough (1995) argues that political discourse not only 

reflects social reality, but also serves to shape that reality through the strategic use of 

language. Fairclough argues that discourse analysis must pay attention to the social, 

cultural, and ideological dimensions contained in the text. 

On the other hand, Van Dijk (1998) highlights the importance of discourse analysis 

in understanding how political ideologies are shaped and maintained through language. He 

emphasized the importance of examining the structure of the text, the actors involved, and 

the relationship between the text and the socio-political context in discourse analysis. 

Further research by Wodak (2001) also shows how rhetoric and metaphors are used 

in political speeches to shape national identity and strengthen political power. Political 

speech, according to him, is not only a tool to convey information, but also to create 

narratives that support certain policies and frame social issues in a particular way. 

Research on political discourse in multicultural societies, in particular, has focused 

on how language is used to respond to ethnic and cultural differences. In a diverse society, 

language can serve to create social cohesion, but it can also be used to exclude or 

marginalize certain groups. 
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3. METHODOLOGY 

This research employs the Critical Discourse Analysis (CDA) approach to examine 

political speeches delivered by political leaders in multicultural societies. CDA is used to 

uncover how language is strategically utilized to reinforce power structures and shape 

public perception (Fairclough, 1995; Van Dijk, 1998). The study adopts a qualitative 

research design, focusing on discourse analysis techniques to interpret textual and 

contextual elements in political speeches. 

Research Design: This study follows a qualitative approach using CDA as the main 

analytical framework. CDA allows for an in-depth examination of language as a social 

practice that influences power dynamics (Wodak & Meyer, 2009). 

Population and Sample: The study selects political speeches from leaders in 

multicultural societies as its primary data source. A purposive sampling technique is used 

to choose speeches that address issues of national identity, social cohesion, and power 

relations (Van Dijk, 2008). 

Data Collection Techniques and Instruments: Data consists of publicly available 

transcripts of political speeches retrieved from official government websites, media 

archives, and political databases. The primary instrument for data collection is document 

analysis, which involves identifying and coding linguistic features relevant to power and 

ideology (Wodak, 2001). Data Analysis Tools: The study applies two main stages of 

analysis: 

a. Textual Analysis: Identifies rhetorical elements such as metaphors, inclusive or 

exclusive language, and representations of power (Fairclough, 1995). 

b. Contextual Analysis: Examines the social, political, and historical context in which the 

speech was delivered, revealing how discourse shapes public perception and reinforces 

power structures (Van Dijk, 1998). 

The combination of textual and contextual analysis enables a comprehensive 

understanding of how political speeches function as instruments of power within 

multicultural societies. Findings from this research contribute to the broader field of 

political discourse studies by highlighting the interplay between language, ideology, and 

governance. 
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4. RESULTS 

The data collection for this study involved analyzing political speeches delivered 

by leaders in multicultural societies. Data were gathered from publicly available speech 

transcripts between 2020 and 2024, focusing on speeches addressing national identity, 

immigration, and social cohesion. The selected speeches were analyzed using Critical 

Discourse Analysis (CDA), emphasizing rhetorical strategies and contextual influences 

(Fairclough, 1995; Van Dijk, 1998). 

The analysis reveals that language in political speeches is strategically used to 

reinforce social hierarchies and maintain political dominance. One significant finding is the 

frequent use of metaphors that portray society as an "organism" or a "machine," where each 

group has a predefined function. While this rhetoric emphasizes social unity and order, it 

may also limit the recognition of cultural and ethnic diversity (Wodak, 2001). 

Additionally, the study identifies the use of inclusive and exclusive language as a 

powerful mechanism for constructing national identity. Terms like "we" and "them" are 

often employed to distinguish dominant groups from marginalized ones. In certain 

instances, political speeches highlight perceived threats to national identity from 

immigrants or ethnic minorities, further reinforcing social divisions (Van Dijk, 2008). This 

use of language contributes to the consolidation of power structures and the legitimization 

of political authority. 

 

5. DISCUSSION 

These findings demonstrate the significant role of political language in shaping 

power structures and intergroup dynamics in multicultural societies. The rhetoric used in 

political speeches does not merely reflect political perspectives but actively influences 

public perceptions on issues such as immigration, minority rights, and national unity 

(Fairclough, 1995). 

The study confirms that political discourse often reinforces the dominance of 

majority groups while marginalizing minority voices. This linguistic reinforcement of 

power structures aligns with previous research emphasizing the role of discourse in 

maintaining ideological control (Van Dijk, 1998; Wodak, 2001). Furthermore, the use of 

metaphors and exclusionary language can perpetuate stereotypes and biases against 

minority groups, deepening social divides. 

However, despite the manipulative potential of political language, this research also 

identifies instances where discourse serves as a vehicle for promoting inclusivity and social 
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cohesion. Some political leaders strategically employ rhetoric to encourage national unity 

by embracing multiculturalism and diversity (Wodak & Meyer, 2009). Nevertheless, the 

impact of such efforts is often constrained by entrenched power structures that resist 

change. 

The implications of these findings are twofold: (1) Theoretically, they contribute to 

the understanding of language as an instrument of power within political discourse. (2) 

Practically, they highlight the need for critical language awareness among policymakers 

and the public to mitigate the exclusionary effects of political rhetoric. Future research 

should explore how alternative discourses can be employed to challenge dominant power 

narratives and promote genuine inclusivity in multicultural societies. 

 

6. CONCLUSION AND RECOMMENDATIONS 

A critical discourse analysis of political speech in multicultural societies highlights 

the significant role of language in shaping and maintaining power structures. Political 

speeches, as a dominant form of public discourse, influence public perceptions of social 

and political issues while reinforcing national identity (Fairclough, 1995; Van Dijk, 1998). 

However, this study also reveals that language can be strategically used to marginalize 

certain groups, perpetuate inequalities, and deepen social divisions. The findings 

emphasize the necessity of a nuanced understanding of political discourse to foster 

inclusivity and social justice. 

Based on these conclusions, it is recommended that policymakers and political 

leaders adopt more inclusive language to promote national unity while respecting diversity. 

Future research should explore the long-term impact of political discourse on societal 

integration and examine potential interventions to counter exclusionary rhetoric. Moreover, 

interdisciplinary approaches that combine linguistic analysis with political science and 

sociology can provide a more comprehensive understanding of discourse and power 

relations in multicultural societies. Finally, the study acknowledges its limitations, 

particularly in the scope of analyzed speeches, and suggests expanding the corpus to 

include a wider range of political contexts and cultural settings for further insights. 
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