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ABSTRACT 

        Critical Discourse Analysis (CDA) is the appropriate approach of study 

to analyze ideological discourses for its eclectic characteristic. It is used in 

the present study to deal with the controversial nature of ideology and its 

relation to discourse. As a basis of social groups, ideologies serve the 

interests of its ingroup members and defend them. Therefore, the commonly 

used social practice to achieve this task is discourse. 

        The present study, thus, aims at achieving five aims: identifying the 

type of ideology underlying Hillary Clinton, Angela Merkel, and Julia 

Gillard’s speeches on immigration; identifying the ideological strategies 

employed in these speeches; investigating the frequency of the ideological 

strategies in each speech; finding out why certain ideological 

strategy/strategies is/are used frequently more or less than the others; and 

illustrating the impact of ideologies on mental models, hence, discourse 

structures. 

 

       These  aims can be implemented through the following hypotheses:  

1. Clinton, Merkel, and Gillard's ideologies are not negative. 

2. Ideologies will best be studied in terms of microstructures and 

macrostructures. 

3.Ideological strategies are distributed according to the microstructure 

levels. 

4. Clinton is more direct than Merkel and Gillard in expressing her 

ideology. 

5. Ideologies production and interpretation rely heavily on mental 

models. 

       To make sure whether the above hypotheses are validated or not, two 

parts have been conducted; theoretical and practical. The theoretical part 

deals with investigating the relationship between discourse and ideology 

depending on CDA, especially van Dijk's Sociocognitive Approach. The 

practical part is concerned with the analysis of the ideological strategies used 

in the selected speeches. Thus, the study concludes that: 



1. Clinton, Merkel, and Gillard's ideologies are anti-racist.   

2. Ideologies, as social-cognitive representations, control the structure of 

discourse.   

3. There is a clear relationship between ideological strategies and 

microstructure levels.   

4. The implication strategy is given more attention in Merkel and Gillard's 

speeches than Clinton's.   

5. Context models play a vital role in expressing and interpreting 

ideologically biased discourses.    

 

 الخلاصة

ِٗ  اٌخِطبثبد ٌذساسخ ٚرح١ًٍ حمً أَٔست ٌٍخِطبة إٌمذٞ اٌزح١ًٍ ٠ؼذ إسزخُِذَ اٌزح١ًٍ  . الأزمبئ١خ الإ٠ذ٠ٌٛٛع١خ ٌصفز

 ٌٍفئِبد ٚوأسبط. ثبٌخِطبة ٚػلالزٙب اٌّض١شح ٌٍغذي الإ٠ذ٠ٌٛٛع١ب طج١ؼخ ِغ ٌٍزؼبًِاٌذساسخ اٌحب١ٌخ   فٟ إٌمذٞ ٌٍخِطبة

 اٌشبئؼخ الإعزّبػ١خ اٌّّبسسخ فئْ ٌٚزٌه،. ػٕٙب ٚاٌذفبع اٌغّبػخ أفشاد ِصبٌح رخذَ الإ٠ذ٠ٌٛٛع١بد فئْ الإعزّبػ١خ،

 .اٌخِطبة ٟ٘ اٌّّٙخ ٘زٖ ٌزحم١ك

ُّخزبسح الإ٠ذ٠ٌٛٛع١خ فٟ  اٌخِطبثبد ٔٛع رحذ٠ذ إٌٝ رحم١ك خّسخ ا٘ذاف : اٌذساسخ ٘زٖ رٙذف  و١ٍٕزْٛ، ١ٌٙلاسٞ اٌ

 اٌضلاس إٌسبء إسزخذِزٙب اٌزٟ الإ٠ذ٠ٌٛٛع١خ الإسزشار١غ١بد رحذ٠ذ اٌٙغشح؛ لض١خ ع١لاسد حٛي ٚع١ٌٛب ١ِشوً، أٔغ١لا

؛ إظٙبس ػٓ اٌزؼج١ش فٟ ًٓ ُّخزبسح فٟ اٌخِطبثبد ث١ٓ اٌفشق إ٠ذ٠ٌٛٛع١برُٙ  سجت الإسزشار١غ١بد؛ ِؼشفخ ٘زٖ إسزخذاَ اٌ

 رأص١ش ا٢خش٠ٓ؛ ٚرٛض١ح ِٓ ألً أٚ أوضش ِزىشس ثشىً ِؼ١ٕخ إ٠ذ٠ٌٛٛع١خ اسزشار١غبد/إسزشار١غ١خ اسزخذاَ

 .اٌزٟ رؤصش ثبٌزبٌٟ ػٍٝ رشاو١ت اٌخِطبة  اٌز١ٕ٘خ إٌّبرط ػٍٝ الإ٠ذ٠ٌٛٛع١بد

 :ا٢ر١خ اٌفشض١بد خلاي ِٓ الأ٘ذاف ٘زٖ رٕف١ز ٠ّٚىٓ

 .سٍج١خ ١ٌسذ إ٠ذ٠ٌٛٛع١بد ٔسبء اٌذٌٚخ اٌضلاساْ  -9

(  ِضً فىشح اٌخِطبة اٌشئ١سخ macrostructure levelٚفمب ٌٍّسزٜٛ اٌؼبَ )  الإ٠ذ٠ٌٛٛع١بد دساسخ الأفضً ِٓ -7

 .أٚ اٌخلاصخ

 (microstructures level)ٌٍّسز٠ٛبد اٌغضئ١خ  ٚفمبً  الإ٠ذ٠ٌٛٛع١خ الإسزشار١غ١بد رٛصع -4

 .فٟ اٌزؼج١ش ػٓ إ٠ذ٠ٌٛٛع١زٙب  ٚع١لاسد ١ِشوً ِٓ إسٍٛة  ِجبششح أوضش اسٍٛة و١ٍٕزْٛ -3

 .٠ؼزّذ إٔزبط ٚرفس١ش الإ٠ذ٠ٌٛٛع١بد إٌّبرط اٌز١ٕ٘خ -5

 اٌغضء ٠زٕبٚي خصص عضءاْ ٌٙزا اٌغشض. لا، أَ اصجزذ لذ أػلاٖ اٌّزوٛسح اٌفشض١بد وبٔذ إرا ف١ّب ٌٍٚزحمك 

 إٌٙظ ٚخبصخً  ،(CDA) ٌٍخِطبة إٌمذٞ اٌزح١ًٍ ػٍٝ اػزّبداً   ٚالإ٠ذ٠ٌٛٛع١بً  اٌخِطبة ث١ٓ اٌؼلالخ دساسخ إٌظشٞ

ُّسزخذِخ الإ٠ذ٠ٌٛٛع١خ الاسزشار١غ١بد ثزح١ًٍ اٌؼٍّٟ اٌغضء ٠ؼُٕٝ. دا٠ه ٌفبْ الإعزّبػٟ اٌّؼشفٟ  اٌخِطبثبد فٟ اٌ

ُّخزبسح  :ِب ٠أرٟ إٌٝ اٌذساسخ ٚخٍَصَذ. اٌ



 .ٌٍؼٕصش٠خ ِٕب٘ضخ اٌضلاس اٌذٌٚخ إْ إ٠ذ٠ٌٛٛع١بد ٔسبء -9

 . الإ٠ذ٠ٌٛٛع١بد، وزّض١لاد إعزّبػ١خ ِؼشف١خ، رس١طش ػٍٝ ١٘ىً اٌخِطبة -7

  (microstructure levels)           ٕ٘بن ػلالخ ٚاضحخ ث١ٓ الإسزشار١غ١بد الإ٠ذ٠ٌٛٛع١خ ٚاٌّسز٠ٛبد اٌغضئ١خ-4

. 

 .و١ٍٕزْٛ ِٕٙب فٟ خِطبة سدٚع١لا ١ِشوً خِطبثبد فٟ إ٘زّبِب أوضش اٌزض١ّٓ إسزشار١غ١خ أػُط١ذ -3

 ٚرفس١شٖ. إ٠ذ٠ٌٛٛع١بً  اٌّزح١ض اٌخِطبة ػٓ اٌزؼج١ش فٟ ح٠ٛ١بً  دٚساً  اٌس١بق ّٔبرط رؤُدٞ -5



 


