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Abstract

The linguistic messages cannot be understood well without the
investigation of their force and perlocutionary force. These terms are
suggested by Austin (1962) to explain how the utterance can be
interpreted in respect to the context in which it occurs. This study aims
at finding out the role of speech act and politeness (pragmatic concepts)
theories in reflecting the guidable ideology of in religious texts. It is
concluded that the ideology of the texts under analysis is described as
guidable depending on identifying the speech acts used and the degree
of politeness. As well, the nature of ideology is part of the
interpretation of religious texts. Three main conclusions are come up
with; 1- exhortation is utilized more extensively than intimidation and
advice 2- Despite that Al-Emam can use the lest degree of politeness
according to the equation of politeness measurement, he uses a high
degree of it 3-Speech act analysis can reflect the nature of ideology that
Al-Emam follows to disseminate the religious thought and the values

of Islam.
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Introduction

VanDijk (2006) suggests that ideology can be explored through
applying a linguistic analysis at all levels. Speech act is a pragmatic
aspect that plays an essential role in the pragmatic analysis because it is
related to the intended meaning of producing a certain utterance in a
particular context.

In the data like the sayings of a man of religion (Al-Emam Al-
Hassan(pbuh) in the study), directives are supposed to be the main
speech acts to be utilized since the speaker commit the hearer to do
something. Directives involve a wide range of speech acts controlled by
the factors of social distance and power. For example, advice is used
when the speaker and hearer have equal social position while warning
requires a social space between the two. These factors can play a vital
role in the ideological analysis. The relation between the degree of
seriousness(politeness) and the use of speech act is also important in
this regard.

This study aims at highlighting AI-Emam Al-Hassan's use of speech
act in his sayings to answer the questions;

1-Which directives does He focus on?

2-How does the answer of the question 1 contribute to measure the
degree of politeness used in the data?

3-How does the speech act analysis and politeness measurement can

tell about the guidable ideology manifested in the data?

187



g

22024 — 21445  Laldl aul) (4) Aaa) Aslusy) aglel Ay Alse

1.Methodology

This is carried out by exploring the kinds of force manifested in
fifty sayings produced by Al-Emam Al-Hassan (pbuh) so as to explain
his main pragmatic strategies(namely speech act and politeness) in
conveying massages to people. Religious texts are chosen to highlight
the danger of neglecting ideology in meaning interpretation considering
that religious texts is one of the texts that submit to hypothesis saying
that interpretation involves; semantics , pragmatics and ideology.

The questions in the study are answered by carrying out speech
act analysis with respect to the felicity conditions of each. The speech
acts are divided into two parts; Exhortation and intimidation. In this
work the term exhortation refers to use certain kinds of force to
convince people to do something with desire and love. Thus, they find
something good make them do what they are asked to do. In the
selected sayings, Al-Emam tends to utilize six speech acts to achieve
this purpose; reward, advice, assertion (positive description),
instruction, praying and definition(positive features). Intimidation, on
the other hand, indicates that the addressee finds something bad
prevents him from doing the action he is asked not to do. In the data
under analysis six speech acts also are utilized in this this regard; threat,
warning, criticism, prohibition, assertion (bad description)and
definition(negative features).

As far as politeness measurement is concerned, the equation of

weightiness of seriousness (Aziz: 2000) is employed.
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2. Theoretical Background

In this section, a brief account about speech act theory and
ideology is presented.
2.1. Speech Act Theory

In this sub-section, the meaning of speech act and its kinds is
covered for its importance in answering the questions of the work. All
over his work , Austin(1962) emphasizes that Speech Act Theory offers
a means of extracting beneath the surface of discourse and founding the
function of what is said, i.e., speech act theory attempts to explain how
speakers use language to accomplish intended actions and how hearers
infer intended meaning form what is said.
The same utterance could at the same time constitute three kinds of act
( Austin, 1962, p. 108):
1- A locutionary act (or locution): The particular sense and reference of
an utterance;
2- An illocutionary act (or illocution): The act performed in, or by
virtue of, the performance of the illocution; and
3- A perlocutionary act (or perlocution): The act performed by means
of what is said.

Searle (1994,p.42-50) finds out that the constitutive rules describe
the sentence/utterance meaning and help the hearer interpret the
speaker meaning, on the one hand and on the other they govern the use
of Illocutionary Force Indicating Devices (IFID). These devices are
employed to regulate the illocutionary force of an utterance, for
example word order, stress, intonation contour, punctuation, verbs,
especially per formative verbs, adverbs, etc. Where the context and the
utterance clearly show that the speaker constrains to do what s/he says,
it is not necessary to e use an IFID overtly in performing an act.

The theory of actions (Van Dijk, 1992,p.167-183) distinguishes
between actions and acts. Acts are defined as intention-successful
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doings and actions as acts which require further consequences in order
to be purpose-successful (Van Dijk, 1992, p.176-177). From this
perspective, “the intention has the action itself as its scope” (Van Dijk,
1992, p.174) and the purpose is defined as “a mental event in which an
agent represents the GOALS of the action” (ibid, 1992, p.174)

One major contributions to the study of the connectedness of
speech acts in discourse is that the distinction between micro-speech
acts, i.e. the structure of individual speech acts and the linear structure
of speech act sequences, and macro-speech acts / global speech acts,
i.e. the global, overall structure of communicative interaction(ibid:
232). More exactly, VanDijk defines a macro-speech act as “the global
speech act performed by the utterance of a whole discourse, and
executed by a sequence of possibly different speech acts” (1992.p.
215). This means that the speech acts of a discourse are organized
linearly in sequences and hierarchically in global speech acts.
According to Searle’s classification of speech acts (1977, p.35), there
are five kinds:
1.Representatives: the act commit the speaker to what is described as
the case; typically statements, assertions, descriptions, etc.
2.Expressives: These acts are not objective in the sense that it does not
tell us something about the world but it expresses inner states of the
speaker (Mey, 2005, p. 121).
3.Defectiveness: speaker makes an effort to direct hearer to do
something, thus, imperatives change the world to satisfy the speaker’s
wishes. Directness differs in force, Commisives: The change of the
world by committing obligating by the speaker.,
4.Declarations: Changing the world via the utterance, this requires
some contextual conditions (the speaker must have an institutional role

in a particular setting and specific words).
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5.Commisives: Committing the speaker to some action in future.

Speech acts are well formed in a particular circumstances
which are called felicity conditions. Searle (1969, p.66) states that these
conditions are:
1.Propositional content: the essence or the core of the utterance of the
speech act .

2. Preparatory: the real word prerequisites for the speech act.

3. Sincerity: Performing the act sincerely, when it is not fulfilled, the
act is performed but there is an abuse.

4. Essential: The speaker intends to utter his words as an act and the
addressee recognizes this intention.

Taking the promise as an example, the following are the felicity
conditions respectively; an act in the future, the speaker knows the
action, the speaker must intend to do the action and the speaker must
intend to an obligation to act (Mey, 2009,P. 1003).

2.2.VanDjik Model of Ideology

In this model, ideology is defined in terms of the social
cognitions that are common among the members of a group. On the
other hand, the social definition is associated with the kind of groups,
relations between groups which are involved in the development and
replica of ideologies. Finally, the relation between discourse and
ideology clarifies how ideologies affect the daily texts and talk, the
understanding of ideological discourse, and in what way discourse is
involved in the reproduction of ideology in society (VanDjik, 1994, p.
4)

There are three primary methods of carrying out ideological analysis
(webl):
1-Behavioural inference — getting conclusions about individuals’

ideologies in terms of the ways they act.
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2-Textual analysis — investigating ideas expressed in any forms of
communication, including non-verbal works, which exist autonomously
of the analyst.
3- Inquiry — the effort to unswervingly solicit ideas or beliefs  out of
individuals through qualitative methods like interviewing and
quantitative methods like surveying.

In linguistic studies, like this study, Textual analysis is used to
explore ideologies in various kinds of text. However, VanDijk (1999, p.
YVV-YAY) presents a model of ideological strategies in this respect

which can be illustrated in the figure below;

i \l(

Rhetorical
devices

= )

eSpeech act,
communicative
actand
interaction

Figure (1)
Ideological Strategies of Discourse
It seems that speech act is dealt with in the study of action in addition

to communicative act and interaction (VanDijk (1999, p. 209)
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3.Results and Discussion

Speech act analysis shows that the speech acts which are used
for exhortation represents 62% whereas those, which are used for
intimidation represent 38% from the total use. This means that Al-
Emam tends to focus on exhortation rather than intimidation to call for
Islam and Allah’s values. This can be illustrated in the table (1) below;

Table (1)
Frequency of Speech Acts in the Data
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The explanation of the contrast between exhortation and
intimidation in the light of the use of the strategies of positive and
negative representation that suggested by VanDijk (2006) is employed
in the sense that exhortation stands for positive representation of what
is asked some to do. On the contrary, intimidation stands for negative
representation of what is asked someone not to do. In this view, Al-
Emam prefers the guidable ideology to declaim the common people
rather than command and manipulation of power. Table (2) explains the

acts that are used in the data for both exhortation and intimidation.
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The illocutionary force utilizing to express exhortation and

intimidation in the data

Exhortation Intimidation
Reward Threat
Advice Warning

Assertion Criticism
Instruction Prohibition
Praying Assertion
Definition Definition

1. Speech Act Analysis

A-Exhortation

It involves the following acts:

1-Reward: There is intention from the speaker to give certain reward to

the hearer for doing the action he calls him for.
Al 53 5 Sl el 08 ol (L

Wash your hand before eating, the poverty is taken away and wash
them after it, the grief is vanished.

2-Advice: It is an opinion expressed by the addresser with respect to
how the addressee should behave or what s/he should do. It is a
negotiatiable act since the addresser has the capacity not to consider it.
That is how it differs from command and prohibition. The discourse
under study is basically guidable since it includes a big number of
advice directives issued by the superior to the inferior. However, the
matter is different concerning the directive speech act of ‘advice’ since
it is used between equals. That is why the frequencies of occurrence of
advice on the one hand are high whereas ‘command and prohibition’

directive speech acts, on the other hand, is low. Authority does not
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restrict equality or inequality in ‘advice’ because the addressee has the

capacity not to accept the advice since it is a subjective rather than an
objective matter. The following example is illustrative:

als ja OS5 Ral) Bl ¢ SE) Aalals i) (558 aSuas

| advise you to fear from Allah and keep thinking because thinking is
the father and the mother of every good in the life.
3- I instruction :It is a kind of guide to behave in correct way. The
speaker wants the hearer to act correctly through following certain
remarks. Consider the example below;
O Gle oy dlad psie il skl 8 r(Dladl 4dde) tiad) Gual) JleY) JB
ol Ll e agly B e aly (Gmd e pl tlebhn of pla
Slo Gaslally calaall U8 el cdaad) Wiy LKAl ey oLl (i peall
il Lae JSV6 ol Wy L alall Gl caabal ey SV ¢ ul) Calal)
ol ogmy 8 ail) AlEg ¢yl pmally calll s
Having food involves twelve element; four of them are obligatory, four
of them are suna(optional because it is part from the behavior of the
prophet Mohammad —pbuh-) and four of them are preferred to be done:
the obligatory ones are knowledge —you know about what you eat ,
satisfaction, saying “in the name of God” and thanking God. For the
suna; Wadhu before eating, sitting on the left, eating by three fingers
and licking the fingers. As far as the last four are concerned, they are;
eating what is in front of you, eating small bit, good chewing and not to
watch others while they are eating.
4-Assertions: They are positive statements or claims about the world ,
usually made without evidence. Consider the example below;

el B JBY 5 gD o0 58 ey
There is no richness larger than rich mind and no poverty like

ignorance.
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5-Praying: This kind of speech acts is directive since it implies the
process of asking the addressee by the addresser to do something..
Concerning authority, as a felicity condition, the addresser is inferior to
the addressee and the speech acts indicate futurity. The special case
here is that of ‘response’ whether negotiatiable or no. Negotiatiable
directive speech acts, like an ‘invitation’ or ‘offer’ take place between
equal sides where the addressee is authorized to refuse what is directed
to him. Non-negotiatiable speech acts like ‘command’ or ‘prohibition’
etc. take place between sides of unequal authorities in which the
addresser is usually superior to the addressee. However, the directive
speech act of ‘praying’ is negotiatable i.c., the addressee has the
authority to accept or refuse since the addressee i.e., ‘Allah’ is superior
to the addresser. The following example illustrates the ‘praying’

directive speech act in the data:

Al 8 G ¢ il i el Jshys ) 1) amndl Gl gl 1Y) Gl IS

oS bdlaie Lo aeny (i Lol 0o 5lat ¢ sl

When the El-Hassan was reaching the door of mosque, he raising his
head saying: My Lord, your visitor had come to you, you are the good
who the bad person came to Him; please, skip his mistakes by your
generosity.

6-Defintion: it is the description of something in a way that makes it
distinguished from other things, especially the similar ones. Thus, in
the example below the answer of what is half of knowledge is ‘the

appropriate question’.
) Caat gl (pusn

The appropriate question is half of knowledge.
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B. Intimidation
1-Threat:

Threat occurs when someone intentionally utter is words of means 'to

punish®  or 'to harm' somebody. It means to give intimidation to the
hearer, if the hearer does not want to do the speaker’s command. Threat
iIs commonly motivated by hatred and distrustful of the speaker to the
hearer in which the speaker feels that someone has higher power to
intimidate the hearer via his utterance”. Thus threat is opposed to
invitation in the sense that the addressee is motivated to do what is
asked to by feeling of fear or to avoid punishment. Consider the

example below
e o AL Al ) i (e SaT Gl ¥ (3 19005 S 531 5.

| swear, every one reduces our importance, Allah eliminates his/her
good deeds.

2-Criticism: this act means as the act of “‘finding fault’” which involves
giving ‘‘a negative evaluation of a person or an act for which he or she

is deemed responsible’’.
a5 Y Ol calps e el mlamy e (ol S0 e Jie 5L ) 5 b,
AaiSy &) yalsly

The sheep is more mature than a lot of people since sheep change their
direction when the shepherd shake them while man is not shaken by
Allah™ command nor by His prophets and holly books.

3.Warning: Warning differs from threatening in that the latter is
accompanied with punishment. The speaker warns the hearer from
doing some because he thinks that it is harmful or dangerous. On the
other hand, he threatens him that he will be punished if he did or did
not something. At any rate, most linguists consider it a directive

speech act because it is seen as a message of “not doing” essence.
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Threatening is viewed as a hybrid speech act; Searle (1969) considers
it within directives while Leech (1983) inserts it with commissives
since it is speaker oriented act. When threat is seen as promise that is
not preferred by the addressee, threats do not force the speakers to carry
them out and, in consequence, the threateners’ intentions are
responsible to change, and that is why threats can be performed by
nonhuman beings; e.g. Clouds can threaten heavy rains (Searle and

Vanderveken (1985, p.139).Consider the example below,

el laa dlac sl g S
Pride stands between you and advice.
4.Porhibtion: li is a negative order that indicates ordering someone not

to do a given thing. The power and authority are clearer here than

warning. For example;

Y Legia dzal 5 Aagiadly cdl) Jalas Y
Do not punish someone immediately after committing a mistake and
give a space for the apology.
5.Assertion: They are negative statements or claims about the world ,
usually made without evidence. Consider example

Al gdsla Y

Who has no religion, has no life.

6. Definition: The distinguishing features of a person or an object or a
phenomenon can be negative, therefor; the speaker tend to highlight
them so as to give intimidation to the hearer. Consider the example

below;

Aeadll &Y o a5l

Meanness is not to thank Allah’s grace.
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2.Politeness

Brown & Levinson (1987, p. 74), suggest that there are three factors
which influence politeness; power, social relation and degree of
imposition.

1. Power: People tend to be more polite when they speak to a person

who has a higher power. Thus, greater degree of indirectness with

people who have some power or authority over us is used than those
who do not.

2. Social distance. This concept of as applied to human, as

distinguished from spatial relations. It is originally used by sociologists

as measurable terms that describes the grades and degrees of
understanding and intimacy which characterize personal and social
relations generally.

3. The degree imposition the speaker practices on the addressee.

The seriousness or weightiness of a face-threatening act is a

combination of three element; social distance between speaker and

hearer, the power that the speaker(or hearer) has on (the hearer or the

speaker) and the ranking of impositions. This can be measured by a

scala: “The formula assumes that each of the three independent

variables runs on a scalar basis from 1 to n, with n being a relatively
small number between 1 and 7” (Aziz, 2000, p. 70). This can be
explained as follows:

1. First factor is measured from the weight of social distance between
variables. The social distance is determined by three factors;
wealth, official and positions. Thus, three categories of social
distance are recognized; close, casual and distant, which are
assigned the values 1, 2, and 3.

2. The relative power possessed by a speaker which enables him/her
to control a hearer’s behavior will determine the value of the P
(H,S) variable. If the speaker has more power to exercise on the
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hearer, then he/she is said to be in power and be given the value 1.
In contrast, if the speaker is of equal or less power, then he/she will
be assigned the values 0 or -1 respectively. (Aziz, 2000, p. 70)

3. the degree of imposition. According to Aziz, there are low, mid and
high that is taken into a scala 1, 2, and 3. This equation is explained
below;

Wx =D (S, H) + P (H, S) + Rx
W= weightiness of FTA
-S=speaker
-H=Hearer
-D=social distance
-P=power relation
-R=value that measures the degree to which the Face

Threatening Acts is rated as an imposition.

Applying this equation to the data under analysis, the result is 7
W=3+3+1=7

This means that Al-Emam Al-Hassan can use the least degree of
politeness in his saying utilizing the social distance (position) and
power. The imposition is measured here by the kinds of speech acts
used in the data. For the speech act acts that are used for intimidation,
there is gradable description of threaten the addressee’s face (see figure
2). It starts with criticism and ends with definition. According to the
findings, the acts that strongly threaten the face is rarely used except
warning. This reflects the tendency of Al-Emam to use more polite
style in his sayings. On the other hand, the speech acts used for
exhortation do not threaten the hearer’s face, thus, the intensive use of
these acts indicates Al-Emam tendency to depend on very gentle and

polite style in his sayings.
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Figure (2)
The degree of the FAT in the employed speech acts in the
data
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5.Conclusion

Despite the fact that the religious texts like the sayings of Al-
Emam Al-Hassan is supposed to be directive in the sense that He tends
to direct people to what they have to do and what they do not in their
lives so as to win Allah’s approval, the analysis shows that Al-Emam
Al-Hassan(pbuh) tends to focus on the advice and positive descriptions
. Moreover, his style is described as highly polite in spite of his position
and the social distance between Him and the common people. All that
reflect His ideology in declaiming common people and calling for

Islam and Allah’s values.
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The Appendix

The data :Some selected sayings for Al-Emam Al-Hassan (pbuh) form
the following websites:

- https://www.dorar-alirag.net

- vb.almahdyoon.org

- https://imamhussain.org

- www.alnoor.se

- WWw.jam3aama.com
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