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Abstract  
 
The Saudi Shura Council (SSC) is the consultative assembly of the Kingdom of Saudi 

Arabia.  Its members debate proposals for new laws, scrutinise the operations of the civil 

service, and advise the King of legislative matters.  In 2013, women joined the Council for 

the first time.  This thesis offers a first account of the linguistic practices of the Saudi Shura 

Council as a whole, and more narrowly, focusses on the linguistic performance of female 

members and considers ways in which it diverges from the established practices of male 

members of the council.  I do this by investigating the constraints placed on speakers in this 

quasi-parliamentary setting and by analysing the macro-functions of the council in general 

before conducting microanalyses of individual contributions of debates in the Council. 

 

The thesis takes a pragma-rhetorical approach to the analysis of two particular linguistic 

features of debates, namely: questions and pronouns.  These features were chosen for more 

scrutiny through an emergent, bottom-up process after the transcription and close analysis of 

16 sessions of the Council’s business amounting to 11.93 hours (and 76,096 words). In 

looking at both pronouns and questions, the tensions between form and function are explored, 

as are the rhetorical uses of these features.  I seek to apply developments in parliamentary 

discourse analysis in the emerging Western tradition to a new setting, that of a deliberative, 

non-executive institution in Saudi Arabia.  I discuss the challenges this presents. 

 

In this setting, questions do not have obvious recipients and are used for persuasive purposes 

rather than having a clear interrogative function.  Female members pose twice as many 

questions as men and these are qualitatively different from those asked by men.  The 

questions posed by women are often highly critical of the processes and procedures of the 

Council.  Female members appear to be setting themselves apart from the ‘business as usual’ 

of the Council.  The lack of political parties in Saudi Arabia likely accounts for the fact that 

more first-person singular pronouns are used in this setting than has been found in Western 

parliaments.  Female members use first person plural pronouns to signal their (collective) 

gender identity and to build the persuasiveness of their arguments. 
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Chapter 1 The Saudi context 
 
 
 

Introduction  
 
Saudi society has come under increasing scrutiny internationally in recent years. In particular, 

over the last five years, the focus has been on the position of women in KSA. Women’s 

exclusion from public life in contemporary KSA has been the subject of heated debate from 

the media and other public fora, with a focus, for instance, on women being allowed to drive. 

Other internal Saudi matters, such as the guardianship laws, i.e., the need for women to gain 

permission from a male guardian to travel, conduct official business, and receive an 

education, have generated column inches in Western news outlets1.  In part, incremental 

social changes, such as women gaining the right to drive, and alterations to the guardianship 

laws have been a reaction to the increasing internationalization of Saudi society and, 

potentially, the use of social media within KSA as many cultural issues have been raised 

through social media platforms like Twitter (Alkarni 2018, p.62).  However, the position of 

women in KSA is still an under-researched area, and even less explored is the role of women 

in the political system of the Kingdom.  This thesis seeks to remedy that by exploring the 

language of the Saudi Shura Council (SSC) and particularly the linguistic performance of 

those females who joined the SSC from 2013 onwards. 

 

The status of women being seen as inferior in politics is not new, and nor is it unique to Saudi 

Arabia. In 350 BCE, Aristotle, in his paper “Politics”, had s superior masculine view of 

citizenship as he excluded women from the definition of a citizen along with children and 

slaves (Everson 1988, P.97). Indeed, women in the West struggled to be seen as political equals 

until the twentieth century, where their campaigns succeeded and gave them the right to vote, 

but women on an international level remain politically underrepresented (Rombough and 

Keithly 2010). However, in 2013, Saudi women were invited to join the SSC to become part 

of the Saudi political process for the first time. They were appointed as 20% of the Council (30 

seats out of 150), a similar proportion to most international councils (Women in National 

 
1 BBC news: https://www.bbc.co.uk/news/world-middle-east-46789875 
NY times : https://www.nytimes.com/2018/06/22/world/middleeast/saudi-women-guardianship.html 
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Parliaments, 2019), as the world-wide average of females in parliament is 24%. The female 

members invited to the Council are full members; they share the same rights and obligations 

as men, participate in the Council’s weekly meetings, and can join its committees as 

consultants. Underlying the issue of women’s representation in politics and the demand for 

increased numbers of women in decision-making roles is the understanding that women have 

particular interests that are best represented by women (Lovenduski and Norris 2003). The 

main aim of this thesis is to analyse language and gender tendencies in the SSC.  This follows 

a rich heritage of studies into language and gender in the West, as discussed by Zimmerman 

and West (1975), Fishman (1983), Spender (1980), Tannen (1993), and Wodak (1997), and by 

more recent studies, which have explored differences in linguistic performances between male 

and female politicians particularly in parliamentary settings (see Shaw 2000, Christie 2003, 

Chilton 2004, Ilie 2010a, Yu 2013 and Formato 2014 or see Chapter 2 section 2.4).   

 

As female inclusion in the political sphere has arrived relatively late in KSA compared to 

other countries, there has been little to no exploration of this development in either the 

political or the linguistic literature.  In order to give the reader sufficient context of the social 

and political situation which may affect linguistic performance in the SSC, the rest of this 

chapter will focus on providing some historical, socio-economic, and contemporary 

background about KSA, which is an essential aspect for understanding the position of women 

in the region.  The structure of this chapter then, is as follows. In section 1.2, I provide details 

of the position of females in the Kingdom. Then, in section 1.2.1, I discuss the rights of 

women in the Qur’an and Islamic law in contrast to the socio-economic situation, and the 

main influencer of the position of women is explained in section 1.2.2. In section 1.3, I 

discuss the wider political system and the role of the SSC, which is the object of study for 

this thesis. Next, in section 1.4, I explore the aims and research questions of the whole thesis 

while in section 1.5, I set out details of the structure of the thesis. 

1.2 Background about women rights in Saudi Arabia 
 

Women’s position in KSA has been shaped by many factors, such as social attitudes, 

superficial and literal interpretations of Islamic teachings, the accessibility and quality of 

education, and the historical socio‐economic and political conditions (Khayat, 2006). 

Engaging women in the public field has been difficult in the Saudi context, as it required the 

overturning of historical laws discriminating against women (Fatany 2013, Khayat, 2006). 
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Those policies had led to negative attitudes towards Saudi women, as they were a result of 

socio-cultural norms and the influence religious hardliners, who continue to impose their 

distorted Islamic rulings and their rigid interpretations of Islamic concepts to support their 

baseless ideas (Fatany 2013, Ansary 2008, Khayat 2006). To reach this position, women’s 

rights went through several stages and experienced various challenges. Therefore, I will give 

background information about Saudi women’s position and how it is changing because of the 

reform being implemented within the Kingdom to include women more generally in all 

government sectors. 

 

One of the main factors affecting the process of modernisation is a socio-economic factor in 

that the Saudi society is composed of a wide diversity of cultures, tribes, and people with 

different cultural and religious values. Fatany (2013) explained this social matter by identifying 

the original population of the country, which comprised nomadic tribes and Bedouins, who 

lived in underdeveloped remote communities but moved to the cities due to economic growth, 

meaning the major cities increased in size to accommodate the jobs developed from the oil 

industry. The nomads and villagers imposed their traditional Bedouin and rural costumes on 

the more open minded, cultured cities and held a hard position, refusing to change and 

modernise. Therefore, the tribal and rural community values and ‘social traditions’ became 

dominant. Similarly, religious traditions have played a significant role in Saudi society, which 

contains many conservative religious hardliners. However, the economic upheaval resulting 

from the increased income from oil gave rise to a trend towards education abroad and a change 

in lifestyle, and these two changes affected the whole structure of society (Yamani, 1996, 

p.265). Oil and its wealth had a significant impact on Saudi culture in a short time, as the 

country developed rapidly, leading to a struggle between moderate reformers and conservative 

hardliners. This struggle caused religious extremism to emerge in Saudi Arabia. Starting in 

1968, at a period called Al-Sahwah al-Islamiyyah “Islamic Awakening”, initially, it was a 

nonviolent movement (Ansary, 2008 p.112). Saudi women played a role in this movement, 

going beyond their traditional domestic roles to participate in preaching, advocating sex 

segregation laws and defining their position as Saudi women (Le Renard, 2008, p.623). 

However, in the 1980s, this movement became dangerous; it was shaped and manipulated by 

an external political movement, which abused religion as a way to motivate the public to 

commit violence in the name of Islamic Jihad (Ansary, 2008 p.112). Such radical thoughts led 

to many terrorist attacks inside and outside the country, which raised much controversy about 

KSA. The country had to take serious action by applying some changes to the laws, which will 
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be discussed below, to fight radicalism and progress with modernisation and reform and 

confront the danger of terrorism threatening the Kingdom’s security and stability (Ansary, 

2008). 

Since KSA is the birthplace of Islam on which the Saudi monarchical system is based, it might 

be assumed that the oppression of Saudi women’s rights is related to Islam. This is due to the 

misrepresentation of Islam spread by religious extremists, who represent domination and 

control, opposing Westernisation and declaring the West their enemy (Ansary, 2008). 

Terrorism has spread negative images and views of women’s rights, opposing the Western 

views of women regarding their appearance and practice. In fact, those extremists have 

neglected the fact that many Muslim women do not want to be Westernized as found in 

Esposito and Mogahed’s (2007, p.101-102) study based on interviewing Muslim women from 

around the world. They discovered that Muslim women are educated and have a bright future, 

and that they were not oppressed in contrast to the portrayal in the Western media. Nonetheless, 

Muslim women do want to have the same legal rights as men, to vote without the influence of 

family, to work at any job they are qualified for, and even to serve in the highest level of 

government. Saudi women also wanted the right to drive, which they were granted later in 2017 

during the period of this study. Being forbidden from such practices is not related to Islamic 

values; while Islam has restrictions regarding women’s private lives and public appearance, it 

does not discriminate between men and women in other public practices and maintains equal 

rights for both genders. Islam emphasises that all people are equal before God; women and 

men have the same religious obligations (The Holy Qur’an: At-Taubah {The Repentance: 9: 

71}). The Holy Qur’an is the ultimate source of authority and credibility for understanding and 

reflecting the true image of Islam; therefore, I will give evidence from this source about the 

status of women and their rights in Islam.  

1.1.1 The rights of women in Islam 
 

The rights of women in the Qur’an and Islamic law have been preserved since the beginning 

of Islam (Engineer 2004). In the pre-Islamic era, the Jahiliyah “period of ignorance”, they 

buried women alive because they were ashamed of them. Prophet Mohammad denounced and 

totally rejected this practice. Engineer (2004, p. 2) asserted that, similarly, women were totally 

denied any rights; they were treated like goods and could be inherited from one man to another 

and were also enslaved. Islam corrected these values via the Quran and the prophet’s teachings, 



 

 
 

5 

which ordered men to respect and care for women. It also showed that women are equal to 

men; they are all humans and deserve the right to live and not be mistreated. 

In the Quran, Islam indicated that all humans are equal. Indeed, a verse in the Hujurat 

(Chambers) Sura states ‘God does not consider anyone to be superior on the basis of gender, 

colour, social status or wealth; instead, such judgments are based on piety and obedience to 

God:  

( رٌیبِخَ مٌیلِعَ Nََّا َّنإِۚ  مُْكاَقْتَأ Nَِّاَ دنعِ مُْكمَرَكَْأ َّنإِۚ  اوُفرَاَعَتلِ لَئِاَبَقوَ اًبوُعُش مُْكاَنلَْعجَوَ ىَٰثنُأوَ رٍكََذ نمِّ مُكاَنقَْلخَ اَّنإِ سُاَّنلا اھَُّیَأ اَی ) 

 ( تارجحلا ةروس : 94 :13)  

Which is translated as:  

O mankind, indeed we have created you from male and female and made you peoples and 

tribes that you may know one another. Indeed, the most noble of you in the sight of Allah is 

the most righteous of you. Indeed, Allah is Knowing and Acquainted (The Holy Qur’an: 

Hujurat {The Champers: 49: 13}). 2 

In fact, the Quran places an equal obligation on men and women regarding the Islamic political 

system in the form of commanding Ma’ruf (good) and forbidding Munkar (evil). This 

fundamental political obligation is gender neutral and can be applied to public rights, as both 

genders are expected to follow this demand. Surah At-Taubah (The Repentance) says: 

َ ةاكََّزلا نَوُتؤُْیوََ ةلاََّصلا نَومُیقُِیوَ رِكَنمُلْا نِعَ نَوْھَنَْیوَ فِورُعْمَلْاِب نَورُمُْأَی ۚ ضٍعَْب ءُاَیلِوَْأ مْھُضُعَْب تُاَنمِؤْمُلْاوَ نَوُنمِؤْمُلْاوَ(

َلوُأ ُۚ ھَلوسُرَوََ َّ� نَوُعیطُِیوَ )مٌیكِحَ زٌیزِعََ َّ� َّنِإ ُۗ َّ� مُھُمُحَرَْیسَ كَِئٰ  

( ةبوتلا ةروس  :9: 71) 

This is translated as: 

 
2 All the Quran translation provided in this thesis are from Sahih International translation available in 
https://www.kalamullah.com/Books/Quran%20-%20Saheeh%20International%20Translation%20.pdf 
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The believing men and believing women are allies of one another. They enjoin what is 

right and forbid what is wrong and establish prayer and give zakāh3 and obey God and 

His Messenger. Those - God will have mercy upon them. Indeed, God is Exalted in Might 

and Wise. (The Holy Qur’an: At-Taubah {The Repentance: 9: 71}) 

This verse proves that Islam commands Muslim women, as it commands men, to be concerned 

with and engaged in ordering people to do what is right and prohibits them from doing what is 

wrong. It generalises the roles expected from both men and women to participate in public 

roles that require applying God’s orders. This verse shows that women are permitted and 

encouraged to engage in public life, including participation in politics. Muhibbu-din (2019) 

also argues that that there is no religious text in Islam preventing women from exercising 

political rights (p.47). He adds that over 1,400 years ago, Muslim women, like men, were 

granted political rights, being judges and Muftis in legal issues; they also gave allegiance to 

the Caliph, and pledged loyalty to the Islamic ruler in a way similar to Western voting (ibid., 

p.49).  

This shows that some restrictions put upon women may be related to extremism rather than to 

Islam. This highlights the need to achieve a balance between Islamic rules and modernisation 

to combat extremism. As the actions of extremists have distorted the actual image of Islam, 

leading to stereotypical perceptions of Muslims, most of the deprivation of public rights Saudi 

women suffer from are associated with religious extremism and social restraints (Ansary 2008). 

As explained in this section, Islamic laws and teachings do not forbid Saudi women from public 

participation, as their roles were recognised as an influential element of Saudi society. 

1.1.2 The position of women in the Saudi Arabian public domain  
 

Social and cultural restraints have limited women’s participation in developing the Saudi 

community due to the obstacles females have encountered in seeking knowledge and 

employment. The process of modernisation has faced many challenges, and Fatany (2013, 

p.14) has identified six major challenges to progress: combatting terrorism, confronting 

extremism, confronting the hard-line position against women, reforming the judiciary, 

 
3 Zakāh is one of the five pillars of Islam, a form of payment Muslims are obliged to pay annually to charity, 
accounting customarily for 2.5% of the individual’s total wealth. It is considered a way to purify one's income 
and wealth from sometimes worldly, impure ways of acquisition. 
 
 



 

 
 

7 

implementing social and economic reform, and upgrading the educational system.  All these 

challenges had to be faced and are still being addressed by the government as we will discuss 

at the end of this thesis. In 2009, King Abdullah Bin Abdul-Aziz initiated a political reform 

movement to tackle these issues. This process included the bold steps of reshuffling the 

government by promoting reformers and firing controversial officials, including the 

conservative head of the religious police and the country's most senior judge. The King began 

by creating a national rehabilitation program to combat terrorism and fight extremism.  

 

Female roles started gaining public recognition in 2006, when the government took a major 

step towards supporting women’s role in society by making identification cards mandatory, 

despite the rejection of Ulema ‘religious scholars’, who opposed the inclusion of women’s 

photos on their ID card, even though they had their photos in their passports. In 2009, a female 

deputy minister, Dr Norah AlFaiz, was given responsibility for female education; this was the 

highest position allocated to a woman up until that point. In 2011, the King, in his speech in 

the SCC, openly defied the hardliners criticising their position and granting women political 

rights. Saudi women were previously restricted to working in certain fields, such as medicine, 

nursing, administration, and teaching, where they had their private space separate from men. 

However, gradually, they were allowed to start engaging with the public; in 2011, women were 

granted permission to work in retail stores - first in lingerie stores, to sell to their fellow women, 

thus replacing foreign men who had previously occupied these positions. Currently, women 

work in all types of retail stores, accessed by both men and women, and their numbers are 

expected to increase in time.  

 

A further step towards reform was taken in September 2011 when King Abdullah issued a 

Royal decree to finally grant women the right to run and vote in municipal elections and 

become official members of the SSC. For the SSC, an amendment was made to article 3 of the 

Shura law saying:  

 

The Shura Council shall be composed of a President and 150 members, selected by the 

King from among scholars, experts and specialists. The representation of women shall 

not be less than 20% of the number of members. Their rights, duties and all their affairs 

shall be determined by Royal decree.  
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In 2013, 30 women took their seats on the formerly all-male SSC. These women joined the 6th 

round of the SSC, a body that review reports from the government and presents 

recommendations to the King on policy issues. Regarding municipal elections, women started 

voting in 2015. Previously, KSA had been the only country in the world that had not granted 

women suffrage. Therefore, this decision was a significant victory for women in a country 

where they were not allowed to drive and had to have a male chaperone with them in public at 

all times. Regarding international participation, in 2012, KSA lifted the ban forbidding women 

from competing in the Olympic Games and sent three athletes to London, as significant step 

that was opposed by conservative clerics. All these advances in women’s rights emphasise the 

importance of studying their first political representation in a male-dominated field. 

 

In 2015, King Salman became the new King of KSA and followed in the footsteps of his late 

brother King Abdullah, and a new vision was offered by the King’s son, the young crown 

prince Mohammad Bin Salman. In 2016, he introduced a new vision of the country called 

‘Saudi Vision 2030’. This vision is directed towards changing the direction of the Saudi 

economy from being an oil-based economy to making it a global investment powerhouse. This 

vision came with several reforms in the Saudi system, the most recent being lifting the ban on 

women driving. This decision was accompanied with the opening of the Global Centre for 

Combatting Extremist Ideology (GCCEI) in Riyadh in September 2017.	Following this event, 

King Salman issued a Royal decree to lift the ban against women driving, thus allowing them 

to drive in June 2018. This was a significant change in the situation in Saudi, as it was the only 

country in the world that had banned women from driving. More changes have happened 

engaging Saudi females in the international political scene, as in 2019, Princess Reema Bint 

Sultan Al-Saud was appointed the first female Saudi Ambassador to the USA. All these 

changes have been due to the modernisation steps made by the government, which will result 

in many more changes in the future. Saudi society is going through a process of change, and 

women’s situation is expected to develop over time in accordance with the government’s plans 

and vision. 

The question of whether females have the same opportunities in their career path with respect 

to their male counterparts is not only a Saudi but a global concern (Khayat 2006, p.251). 

Internationally, it has taken women some time and only gradual steps to obtain equal rights 

with men in public roles. Nowadays, women’s status has improved in most cultures, and the 

situation is generally different from those times when women were treated as inferior to men 
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or denied the right even to express themselves. Now, women can freely speak in public, and 

they have shown their capabilities in the public arena. Saudi female roles in the past were 

traditionally viewed as not being engaged in the public arena; their role was chiefly confined 

to domestic and limited roles that conformed to the Kingdom’s sex segregation laws (Le 

Renard 2008). These laws have set a challenging task for Saudi women even though they have 

successfully managed to live within the sex segregation policy and maintained the government 

law by creating their own private ‘women only’ space where they can practise everything they 

cannot do in public and feel comfortable being on their own for example in schools, 

universities, government offices, gyms, and some shops (Le Renard 2008).  

In decision-making positions, women must now live up to the expectations of both the King 

and the whole country, especially Saudi women, whom they represent. They are expected to 

outline the challenges that have slowed progress and identify the policies that have undermined 

female roles in society and their contributions to society’s welfare (Fatany, 2013). The 

inclusion of women in the SSC promises to bring some changes in Saudi society, as they might 

be expected to develop new policies to improve women’s position in society and to speak on 

behalf of oppressed and underprivileged women. They will also be able to confront and address 

the challenges that hinder women’s progress in general, including the reluctance to support 

women in leadership positions, the ‘legal guardianship’ rule, the strict culture of segregation 

within society, and the discriminatory policies and the opposition to women driving at that time 

(Fatany, 2013, p.43). Female Shura councillors might arguably be expected to address women's 

issues and motivate women to become active citizens who can help society advance and 

prosper.  

The selected members were carefully picked by the King from different specialities to express 

Saudi women’s needs. They are among the elite Saudi women who have had a widely 

recognised influence on the Saudi nation as a whole. They expressed their awareness of their 

role in an interview with the NY Times (2013) where Dr Khawla Al-Kuraya, a professor of 

pathology, and director at the King Fahad National Centre for Children’s Cancer and Research, 

commented: “This enormous, rapid and noteworthy progress means Saudi society and its 

governing body are finally ready to acknowledge and respect women’s voices and their rights”. 

Dr. Kuraya is one of the 30 women appointed to the Council, and her comment reveals her 

realization of the role they have in reflecting the voices of Saudi women. Granting women, a 
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position in the SCC has shown a major recognition of their capabilities and qualifications. It is 

a political decision aimed at changing the negative attitudes of society towards them. 

 

It will be interesting to see how they present their voices and become proactive citizens as 

newcomers to the Council. Of special interest to this thesis is an exploration of whether the 

SSC has followed the international norms of gender in politics. As many researchers, like 

Hansen (1997), Childs (2002; 2004), and Bird (2005) have claimed, females in political 

positions “stress somewhat different issues than do their male counterparts, including several 

of particular concern to women: education, family leave, childcare, and abortion rights” 

(Hansen 1997, p.87). To give a more linguistic scope to the analysis of gender difference, this 

thesis aims to examine the micro linguistic elements employed in political debates, like 

questions and pronouns, and link them to the macro elements as a means to describe the use of 

‘rhetorical’ tools in discourse persuasion and argumentation. 

1.2  The Saudi Political System 
 

KSA is an absolute monarchy with some religious influence in the wider political system. The 

King is the head of the government and has full political power over the region; his official 

title is the Custodian of the Two Holy Mosques (demonstrating the importance of religion in 

Saudi society). The Saudi royal family is called AlSaud, and this is where the name of the 

country came from. Decisions are mainly made on the basis of consultation among the senior 

princes of the royal family, the “Royal court”, and the religious establishment; a group of 

Islamic scholars led by the Al ash-Sheikh, who gathers with senior ulema’s and studies the 

laws of the country in relation to religion, they influence almost every aspect of social life as 

they are closely tied to the political agenda of the House of AL Saud (Korany and Hillal 

Dessouki 2009, p.358). The Allegiance Council comprises members from the royal family and 

is responsible for determining the new King and Crown Prince. The Qur'an, the basis of Islamic 

law (Shari'a) and the Sunnah, “the verbally transmitted record of the teachings, deeds and 

sayings, silent permissions (or disapprovals) of the Islamic prophet Muhammad” 

(Encyclopaedia Britannica, 2018) both serve to form the country’s constitution. All citizens of 
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full age have a right to attend, meet, and petition the King directly through the traditional tribal 

meeting known as the Majlis4. 

1.2.1 The background of Saudi Shura Council  
 

Political parties play no role in the SSC, unlike other parliamentary systems. The SSC has 

limited powers; its main role is drafting and constructing laws and examining the annual reports 

submitted by state ministries and agencies. It also has the power to propose laws to the King 

and cabinet, but it cannot pass or enforce laws, which is a power reserved solely for the King, 

given the nature of KSA as an absolute monarchy. The Saudi parliamentary system is unique 

and manufactured to fit the Kingdom’s political system. The Consultative Assembly is called 

Majlis AsShura; it has 150 members who are appointed by the King, as there is no election. 

Members are selected from different professional fields and experiences, which can add to the 

Council. The Council operates on the basis of its 14 committees; each committee is assigned 

issues related to its own specialism.  

 

The SSC is part of the Saudi legislative body, which includes public opinion having different 

representatives from various fields of Saudi society. AlMuhanna (2005) says that the Saudi 

ruler: 

Should consult his people, because Allah ordered His Prophet to consult the Muslims 

by saying: 'and consult them in the affairs.' This order was directed to the Prophet, who 

was supported by revelations from Allah, and should apply to the ruler who must follow 

his footsteps. (p. 46)  

Majlis (as in Majlis AsShura) is a term derived from the verb ‘to sit’ and is commonly used to 

refer to a place in a home where guests are entertained (much like the British English ‘sitting 

room’). However, it has – by semantic extension – developed a sense that relates to the notion 

of a ‘Council’. It is a term that is used in other Muslim countries (including non-Arabic-

speaking ones) to refer to the national parliament, e.g., Majlis-al-Umma (the Kuwaiti 

Parliament), Majlis-e-Shoora (the Pakistani Parliament), and Türkiye Büyük Millet 

Meclisi(The Grand National Assembly of Turkey).This semantic extension is not unique to 

 
4 The Majlis was defined by Alrasheed (2002, p.81-82) as “the traditional meeting known in Arabia for centuries. 
In Saudi those meetings are held weekly in the palace. This gathering, in theory, is open for everyone, but in 
practice, only those who have business to discuss or a request to make are expected to attend. The King sits in 
the Majlis with his brother, the royal family members, tribal shaykhs and men of authority, and they meet the 
public”. 
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Majlis, of course, with members of the House of Commons (and elsewhere) taking a seat and 

a parliament which is in session being described as a sitting one. The other part of the Council 

title is the noun ىروش  (shura), which means "consultation" and refers to (among other things) 

a topic in Islamic law or sharia, which is the religious law derived from the holy Quran in the 

verse (whose affairs are a matter of counsel) ( مْھَُنیَْب ىرَوشُ مْھُرُمَْأوَ ) “Surah: Ash-Shûra, verse 38 

and Prophet Mohammad’s sayings; it is the basic law applied in Muslim countries. This reveals 

the strong religious connotations of the word “Shura”, as it is linked to the Islamic base of the 

Saudi constitution, which places importance on the notion of consultation.  

Shura (consultation) in KSA has passed through several stages since the arrival of the late King 

Abdul-Aziz into Mecca in 1924. He called for the application of Shura at that early period. 

King Abdul-Aziz made Shura the foundation of his government to fulfil the divine order by 

applying Shariah (Islamic Jurisprudence) and Shura as parts of it. He intended to establish an 

Islamic Shura state applying Shariah as it is prescribed in the Qur'an and authentic Sunnah. 

The process of modernizing the Saudi Shura started in the late King Fahd’s reign when he 

issued the new Majlis Ash-Shura Law in 27/8/1421 H (23/11/2000) to replace the old one 

issued in 1347 H (1926) giving members more rights and authority. In January 2013, during 

the reign of King Abdullah Bin Abdul-Aziz, Saudi females joined the Council for the first time 

as part of the country’s move towards national reform and modernisation. 

1.2.2 Women joining the Saudi Shura Council 

One of the country’s initial reform movements towards modernization was by granting Saudi 

women the right to participate in politics starting with the SSC. Their entry was gradual; in 

2006, six women were nominated to the Council and selected by the President to act as part-

time consultants when their input was needed to sit and discuss international and internal 

matters of the Kingdom. There is no recorded session of their participation, but this led to the 

greater step of having them as permanent full-time members in 2013.  

At the time when females were granted the right to be part of the Saudi decision-making 

process, it was considered a mark of immense progress in a conservative and religious country 

where rights were limited, as discussed in the previous section (1.2). Giving women the 

opportunity in a public forum in which their voices could be heard in the Council’s weekly 

meetings was considered one of the greatest steps towards modernising Saudi (Fatany, 2013). 

Nonetheless, KSA remains committed to its regulations in women’s position against a mixed 
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workplace, especially in the government. The women remain segregated within the Council, 

with their own seating area and separate doors within the same room. However, women can 

join any of the Council’s committees including economic, family, and foreign affairs, 

according to their speciality and interests. 

When females were invited to join, several policies had to be amended to match the joining of 

a new gender that needed their own rights and needs with compliance to Sharia and Saudi law. 

As reported by Asharq Al-Awsat Online (2013): 

“The first amendment was to article 3 regarding the composition of the SSC the 150 

members are chosen by the King from among scholars, experts, and specialists, with 

women comprising no less than 20 percent. The members’ rights and obligations and 

all their affairs are defined by a royal decree. The second amendment was to article 

22, first, each of the ad hoc committees constitutes a number of members defined by 

the Council, but it should not be less than five. The Council chooses these members 

and names the head of the committee and his/her deputy, taking into consideration the 

committees' needs, the specialization of the members, and women’s participation in 

the committees. Second, the Council can form among its members special committees 

to study a particular subject, and each committee has the right to form among its 

members one or more branch committees to study a specific aspect. Third, women in 

their membership of the SSC enjoy complete membership rights and abide by the 

obligations and responsibilities as well as assuming the relevant tasks. Fourth, in 

confirmation of what was stated in the preamble of the decree by ‘the King and his 

cabinet’, women members commit to the principles of Islamic Shariah without any 

breach whatsoever and wear a proper hijab (veil), taking into account the following 

stipulations: 

 

1: Reserving a place for women to sit, as well as her own gate for entry and exit to the 

main Council Chamber, and everything related to her affairs to ensure independence 

from men. 

 

2: Reserving places for women, fully independent from places reserved for men, to 

include offices for them and for employees with required equipment and services, and 

space for prayer. 
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Fifth, this decree is to be delivered to specialized parties for adoption and 

implementation.”  

I go into more detail about the accommodations made to the setting of the SSC to facilitate 

women joining in chapter 4 (on the parliamentary discursive practices). 

1.3  Aims and research questions 
 

Moving on from the social and political information provided as a context for this study, I 

outline in this section the overarching themes of the thesis and the research questions to be 

explored. Investigating the Council’s discourse will show that how people use language plays 

a crucial role in their representation. Any political action is prepared, accompanied, controlled, 

and influenced by language (Schäffner 1996, p.210), and therefore, it will be interesting to see 

whether the addition of women has created a new dynamic in the Council and how they tend 

to present themselves as newcomers. The scholarly interest around women in male-dominated 

institutions in the public sphere, specifically from researchers in the fields of politics, gender 

studies, and linguistics, helps to build an overall picture of what has stayed the same and what 

has changed for women in politics in recent decades. The Council has never been studied from 

a linguistic perspective before; therefore, this study will be the first to examine the language of 

the Council and so contributes to knowledge by exploring gender and the first Saudi females’ 

participation. I divide the research questions into overarching and specific questions for each 

analysis chapter. 

 

This research aimed to undertake a discourse analysis of the SSC for the first time. The 

challenge here was that there were no previous studies of the linguistic features of the Council; 

therefore, the Council’s language was observed generally in the first instance. My intention 

was to examine the differences between male and female speakers of the Council by looking 

at their argumentation and persuasion techniques. The overarching research questions I was 

asking in regard to the debates of the SSC were as follows: 

 

1.1. To what extent do male and female members differ in their use of rhetorical proofs 

during Council debates?  

1.2. To what extent do females conform to the male norms of the Council?  
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1.3.  To what extent do female members present themselves as newcomers in the Saudi 

Shura Council?  

 

To address these questions, I chose to analyse the discourse of the SSC and to focus particularly 

on the use of pronouns and questions by members of the community of practice. I analyse the 

rhetorical language used in the political discourse of the Arabic speeches delivered by both 

male and female speakers to identify gender differences. I provide the answer to these questions 

in the final chapter (Chapter 9).  

1.4 Theoretical background 
 
The theoretical basis of this thesis provides the underpinning for the discourse analysis of the 

Council’s debates, firstly in a general way, since the discourse of the SSC has never been 

studied before and then in a more detailed way. There is a strong connection between the 

macrostructure and micro-structure of the Council’s proceedings which was investigated in this 

thesis. This in turn led to identifying the general language of the Council, then moving to more 

details about the pragmatic tools which were used as rhetorical devices in the Council debates. 

The framework implemented in this study utilizes many views and theories like rhetoric, 

discourse analysis, gender and pragmatics to support the analysis of the Council discourse. In 

recent years, there has been considerable focus on parliamentary discourse in the West (see 

Chapter 2 section 2.2). Political language is designed in a way to achieve certain goals such as 

convincing the target audience to accept the ideas, beliefs and points of view of the speaker. It 

may ask the audience to carry out certain actions such as supporting particular policies 

proposed by the speaker, or joining some initiatives, inter alia. Fairclough and Fairclough 

(2013) asserted that argumentation, and practical argumentation, in particular, is an integral 

part of any political discourse analysis. They maintained that this type of argumentation can be 

either for or against a particular issue in mind, and this in turn can lead to making decisions 

(Fairclough and Fairclough, 2013, p. 1). Therefore, focusing on argumentation and persuasion 

will give a comprehensive understanding of the political agenda of the speaker. The main goal 

for the debates in the Council is to reach a decision regarding the agendas under discussion. In 

order for the other members to accept the decision an argument needs to be persuasive. 

Rhetorical analysis is one of the major tools adopted in this thesis. It is a method for analyses 

which investigates the persuasive techniques used in discourse. By and large, it can be defined 
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as the arts of discourse and specifically ‘the art of persuasive discourse’ (Cockcroft and 

Cockcroft, 1992, p. 3) will be discussed in section 3.4. 

 

At this point it would be right to stress that the investigation into the SSC discourse does not 

concern itself with the Critical Discourse Analysis (CDA) agenda. The task which many CDA 

analysts set themselves is to: ‘produce and convey critical knowledge that enables human 

beings to emancipate themselves from forms of domination through self-reflection’ (Wodak & 

Meyer, 2009, p.7). Even though CDA is considered with issues of gender, the gender approach 

of this thesis mainly focuses on comparing and describing the language use between both 

genders and explaining the differences in language use. This work share Wilson’s view that 

when it comes to the language used by politicians: 

 

[t]he question that is interesting from the linguistic point of view is how did they do 

it, not whether they should have done it or not. In classic terms, we are interested in 

describing what happened, not in prescribing what should happen. In order to 

understand what politicians, do with language it is important to understand what it is 

possible to do with language in general. 

(Wilson, 1990, p.15) 

 

This thesis seeks ‘to provide a linguistic account of actual political talk’ (Wilson, 1990, p.16) 

by focussing on describing what members (both males and females) seek to achieve through 

their linguistic choices. It describes and compares how and why members use these tools to 

present their argument in order to achieve particular communicative gaols through their debates 

in the council.  

 

The focus of this thesis is on the role which gender plays in the discourse of the Saudi Shura 

Council – this is a legitimate question to explore given the recent introduction of female 

members, and studies discussed in Chapter 2 which have shown the importance of gender 

identity in parliamentarians’ oral contributions in Western parliaments. In the past years as 

explained in section (1.2) the Saudi society can be described as a patriarchal society. 

Patriarchy is defined by Walby (1989, p.214) as a system of social structures, and practices in 

which men dominate, oppress and exploit women. She identified six structures, only two 

structures of patriarchy are important for this thesis ‘the patriarchal state’ and ‘the patriarchal 

culture’. The patriarchal state; is defined as the way state controls the access of women to 
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state resources and power as part of the patriarchal society, when women are not part of the 

decision-making process means they have less power in the state (Walby, 1989, p.224). Saudi 

women were excluded from politics and decision making positions by the state, but these 

rules were relaxed and modernised with time, adding women to the Council in 2013 is 

considered one of the initial steps, followed by much more positions like ambassadors, 

ministers, etc. and rights like guardianship, driving, etc. The patriarchal culture; is defined as 

a set of discourses which are institutionally rooted, rather than as ideology which is either 

free-floating or economically determined (Walby, 1989, p.227). Which means these 

structures are determined more by culture as in Saudi the segregation rules in education and 

workplace are related to social norms and religion, therefore, these rules were reinforced by 

the state. Again, these structured are gradually being relaxed in Saudi, they still exist, but 

with less power than the before (see section 1.2).  

 

Another point to consider in the analysis of this thesis is the term gender (over sex). It is 

preferred in this thesis (and in many studies exploring linguistic differences between males 

and females), following West &amp; Zimmerman (1987) in which it is argued that linguistic 

performance is not simply about the essential biological differences between men and 

women, but is more to do with the roles which men and women are expected to play in wider 

society. In other words, when people talk, they are often ‘doing gender’ – i.e. performing 

attitudes which are acceptable to the category assigned by one’s sex. So, sex is defined as 

something ascribed by biology; anatomy, hormones and physiology while gender is an 

achieved status linked to culture and human behaviour rather than biology (West and 

Zimmerman ,1987, p.125). Sauntson (2020, p.1) defines gender as something dynamic, active 

and sometimes a site of struggle. 

 

I argue that in the Council gender identity may be performed precisely because the female 

members are newcomers who were admitted to the Council on the basis of their sex. That 

having been said, I do not simply consider female members’ contributions as being produced 

in a particular way just because they are women. Whilst this is the crucial factor which 

decided upon their admission to the Council, it is not the only aspect to their identity. The 

notion of intersectionality needs to be considered (see Crenshaw, 1989). Intersectionality is 

the idea that aspects of our identity are intertwined and inseparable. In discussing the 

position of African American women in society, Crenshaw (1989) argues that their 

experiences cannot be understood as being ‘black’ and ‘women’, but rather must be 
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considered as ‘black women’ – as such feminist and antiracist politics must consider the 

interactions between these two fundamental aspects of people’s identities. 

 

So, whilst the focus of the thesis is to consider differences in the linguistic performance of 

male and female speakers in the SSC, I do not see this from an essentialist perspective, rather 

I recognise that the rhetorical patterns drawn upon may not be because a council member is a 

woman, but that this may be incidental. Other features of her identity may be at play: for 

instance, her profession, her academic background, the region which she represents, etc. A 

number of these aspects are adduced when it comes to the discussion of individual examples 

from speeches made in the SSC. However, the wider context of Saudi women reflecting 

their newfound voice publicly for the first time in a patriarchal workplace cannot be ignored 

or forgotten. Since politics has been a patriarchal; male dominated environment, which would 

naturally lead to the assumption that men have power over women based on their long 

experience in the field, it will, therefore, be interesting to see if female speakers are 

influenced by the male-dominated Council or they would develop their own gender identity, 

in other words, do they ‘do gender’ by following female norms, or do they ‘do gender’ by 

following the established male norms of the council? 

 

This study is data driven – that is to say, I started with no pre-conceived ideas about which 

linguistic features would be ultimately investigated, instead I took a bottom-up approach to see 

what the recurrent patterns were in the talk of male and females’ members of the council were, 

and then explored those in extensive details. The ‘Parliamentary Debates’ were analysed using 

concepts from discourse analysis, pragmatics and rhetoric. 

 

In analysing the data, I identified qualitative and quantitative differences in the linguistic 

choices made by male and female speakers. The quantitative study allowed me to see whether 

there were recurrent patterns in the use of questions and pronouns, which helped to answer 

the overarching research questions. It also pointed to directions for further closer analysis of a 

qualitative nature. The qualitative approach analysed the discourse of the Council adopting a 

pragma-rhetorical direction looking at the macro and micro elements affecting the speaker’s 

debates.  
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1.5 Thesis structure 
 
This thesis represents in detail the findings from a linguistic study which investigated language 

and gender in the Saudi Shura Council. This section outlines how the structure and the content 

of all the chapters in the thesis are organized. It shows the steps taken in this study, how it 

progressed from the literature to the analysis to the findings and how each chapter informed 

the others. It describes how the research evolved starting from Western literature in 

parliamentary discourse to defining the linguistic grounds of the Saudi parliamentary discourse. 

The thesis is divided into nine chapters, including the introductory chapter.  

 

Chapter 1, the current chapter, introduces the motivation behind this thesis. This thesis uses a 

bottom up research, starting by presenting the socio-economic and political background of the 

region, then addressing my aims and overarching research questions ‘RQ’s’. It briefly provides 

an overview of the background research whilst presenting some background information which 

motivates and justifies this research. It moves from general to specific background, addressing 

the position of women in general then in Saudi then the Saudi situation and finally giving an 

overview of the Saudi political system leading to the Shura Council. 

 

Chapter 2 discusses relevant literature on parliamentary discourse, women in parliament and 

Arabic political discourse. It reviews the theoretical approaches that were applied in this study. 

I start by justifying why I am using Western parliamentary studies on the SSC, by comparing 

the Council with Western parliaments. Then I explore parliamentary discourse in general and 

the approaches taken towards studying parliamentary discourse. Then I discuss my other 

motivation for this study, which is gender in parliament, from the literature I refer to the unique 

features found in females’ parliamentary participation. After discussing parliamentary 

discourse and gender in the West, I will try to bridge the gap in the Arabic literature by 

discussing Arabic political discourse. The Arabic studies do not include parliamentary or 

gender comparison studies, however the literature review revealed features and approaches that 

can be undertaken for the analysis in this thesis. Then I move to more specific background 

concerning Saudi political discourse. Finally, in this chapter I address the other gap which is 

linguistic studies about Saudi women discourse as previous studies have only focused on the 

sociolinguistic practices. However, they may contribute to the findings of this study.  All these 

studies will help fill the gap in knowledge. 
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Chapter 3 outlines the methodology of the thesis. It moves from the literature discussed in 

chapters 2 and 3 to the methodological approaches taken in relation to this study. It outlines 

the methodology of the thesis starting with macro linguistic structure then moving to a more 

detailed investigation of particular structures with its own methods of analysis for the two 

linguistic phenomena that each have their own dedicated literature and methodology (chapters 

5 and 7). I here discuss the theoretical framework for the project as a whole – both theoretically 

and methodologically, this study draws on discourse analysis, pragma-rhetoric and corpus 

linguistics approaches. I describe how I built the corpus and moved from data collection to data 

selection. I then give a brief description of the speakers and their background as this will 

influence their discourse. 

 

Chapter 4 provides an overview of the discursive and linguistic practices of the SSC. It starts 

by describing the Council, its name and defines its system and role in Saudi government. All 

the background information provided will lead to describing the activity frames of the council; 

special-temporal, participation and interaction frames will be identified and described. Each 

frame describes a particular affective aspect of the Council. The Spatial-temporal frame 

describes the setting of the council and where the members sit and the organization relating to 

where the debates take place. The participant frame in the SSC defines the forms of address 

used among the members and reveals the members’ roles and their audiences. The most 

essential part of this thesis is concerned with the interaction frame of the Council where it 

describes the ritualized opening and closing of the sessions followed in the council, and how 

turn taking and interruptions are managed within the Council. Discussion time where most of 

the debates happen is described with its rules and what is presented during that time. The 

chapter ends by introducing parliamentary meta-discourse practices. This directs the rest of the 

thesis towards the study of pronouns and questions which appear to be basic everyday linguistic 

units but are employed by members in a wider more complex rhetorical role.   

 

Chapter 5 starts by defining pronouns in grammar-based and discourse-based studies followed 

by a comparison of the form of pronouns in Arabic and English. The second section surveys 

previous studies about 1st person plural and singular pronouns and links them to political 

discourse, parliamentary discourse and gender. Theoretical concepts related to pronouns 

concerning identity and positioning are reviewed. Moving from the literature, this chapter has 
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specific dedicated RQ’s (2.1-3) that will be presented. The analytical framework for the 

quantitative and qualitative analysis is explained in detail, presenting different approaches for 

each first-person pronoun (singular & plural). This method is applied in the analysis of 

pronouns in chapter 6. Finally, the methodology taken towards the analysis of pronouns is 

discussed in detail. 

 

Chapter 6 focuses on the quantitative and qualitative analysis of occurrences of pronouns in 

males and females’ discourse. I then discuss the findings in relation to the RQ’s and literature 

presented in chapter 5. 

 

Chapter 7 focuses on the role of questions, with a literature review and an account of the 

theoretical underpinning for the study.  Questions were identified in the macro-analysis as an 

important aspect of Council discourse, along with pronouns (Chapters 5 and 6). Questions as a 

linguistic unit are defined and then the form of questions in Arabic is described. The literature 

discussing the function of questions is introduced to direct towards the choice of questions to 

be investigated in the data. For further explanation about questions and their possible 

motivations are presented to give a better analysis in order to compensate for the fact that these 

questions do not get a direct answer. Literature related to question and gender, power, 

persuasion and parliament are discussed. Then the research questions for this chapter are 

introduced and followed by the methodology that will be applied in the analysis at the chapter 

that follows. 

 

Chapter 8 focuses on the quantitative and qualitative analysis of occurrences of questions in 

males and females’ discourse. I then discuss the findings in relation to the RQ’s and literature 

presented in chapter 7. 

 

Chapter 9 presents the conclusions, summarizing the outcomes of the results outlined in the 

previous chapters and then re-addressing the overarching and specific RQ’s by making links 

to the literature. This discussion takes into consideration the finding of the two linguistic 

phenomena and links them to gender and rhetoric studies. The limitations and 

recommendations of this study are discussed in detail. The concluding chapter thus provides 

insights into the contribution to knowledge and the implications for further research in the field 

that could be taken into consideration in the future.
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Chapter 2 Literature Review 
 
 
 

Introduction 
 

This chapter discusses the literature related to the investigation of language and gender in the 

SSC. Since the topic of this study has not been investigated previously, a number of 

approaches, texts, and contextual analyses are drawn from the extant literature to shed light 

on the SSC discourse and then link it to language and gender. It starts by identifying the 

general approach of this thesis, then moves on to explain the theoretical approach adopted for 

the analysis of parliamentary discourse and other elements related to language and gender. 

Then, studies about Arabic political discourse are discussed to identify the gap this research 

aims to fill. To the best of my knowledge, studies on Saudi parliamentary discourse have not 

included a linguistic perspective, or consideration of Saudi women’s political representation. 

Studies done on Western parliamentary discourse provide a lead in this direction which has to 

be adjusted for the Saudi context. The Arabic situation is presented through studies 

conducted in the Arab world about political discourse in general. Then a microscopic 

investigation is undertaken of Saudi political discourse, women in Saudi, and studies about 

their language in relation to gender. A comprehensive overview of the literature concerning 

political discourse, parliamentary discourse, Arabic political discourse, Saudi politics, and 

Saudi women’s use of language is presented to underpin the direction of this thesis.  

2.1 Parliamentary discourse 
 

Since this thesis is interested in the discourse of the SSC, it is first important to explore what 

has been meant by the term ‘discourse’ and how parliamentary discourse has been analysed.  

Discourse is a form of social action and interaction (Van Dijk 1997:20). Discourse and politics 

are interrelated in the sense that language is used by politicians as a tool to achieve their goals 

and to influence and persuade their audience.  Political discourse analysis can be treated as a 

sub-category of discourse in general and can be based on two criteria: functional and thematic 

(Schäffner, 1996). It is mainly concerned with investigating the language used in the political 

arena, such as debates, speeches, interviews, and hearings. Political language is designed to 
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achieve certain goals, such as convincing the target audience to accept the ideas, beliefs, and 

points of view of the speaker. Parliamentary discourse is a sub-genre of political discourse; 

Van Dijk (1997, p.20) argues that ‘discourse in parliament is only political when it is overtly 

part of, and functional within the parliamentary debates, if it is for the record’.  

One way of investigating political discourse is by adopting a pragmatic approach; for example, 

Wilson’s (1990) investigation adopted a pragmatic approach to analysis by excluding the 

nonverbal cues, such as gesture, posture, facial expression, and the like, and focused instead 

on the role of verbal devices. Pragmatics is generally defined as the study of language usage 

(Levinson 1983, p. 5). In our sense, we are dealing with discourse and conversational analysis. 

Levinson (1983) argued that pragmatics is the study of aspects of discourse structure while 

Wilson’s (1990) approach was mainly concerned with describing the micro-structure of 

political talk limited to presupposition, pronominal, self-reference, metaphors, and question 

strategies. He found that applying a pragmatic approach to political talk can produce a larger 

body of insights into the nature of the discourse beyond its simple linguistic meaning. His work 

indicates the need to restrict the study to certain linguistic elements regarding the analysis of 

political talk and provides support for the direction of this thesis, as it is limited to describing 

two linguistic devices, namely, pronouns (Chapters 5 & 6) and questions (Chapters 7 & 8). 

Chilton’s (2004) study examined the micro-structure of language in the British parliament, 

focusing on individuals’ interaction. His investigation highlighted the importance of 

understanding the macrostructure of institutional rules and procedures (see chapter 4) before 

applying any discursive analysis to the micropatterns. The main focus of his chapter on 

parliamentary language was on the interactions that occur during question time. Understanding 

the function of political discourse from a pragmatic perspective and looking at the effective 

linguistic tools used in question and debating time has formed the base for this thesis and 

directed the research towards investigating the micro level of language, as it is an effective 

persuasive tool that affects the speakers’ discourse. Jones (1994, p.5) stated that ‘at the micro 

level we use a variety of techniques to get our own way: persuasion, rational argument, 

irrational strategies, threats, entreaties, bribes, manipulation anything we think will work’. 

Chilton (2004: p.92) viewed the emphasis on the micro-structure of language as primarily and 

politically significant in showing the interaction among individuals and argued that these 

interactions give rise to the macro goals of the discourse. The aim of this thesis is to examine 
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the micro-structure of the language used by members as a means and technique for persuasion 

in their debates. 

One of the leading scholars who have investigated parliamentary discourse is Ilie (2003a, 

2003b, 2006, 2009, 2010a, 2010b, 2013, 2015a, 2015b, 2015c and 2018). She has explored 

parliamentary discourse from a pragmatic and rhetorical perspective and has highlighted the 

linguistic and rhetorical dimensions of parliamentary discourse, focusing on macro and micro-

level investigations of parliamentary debating procedures, parliamentary question–answer 

patterns, and politeness principles and argumentation strategies across parliaments. She has 

explored parliaments as the most dynamic political institutions of democratic societies and as 

representing a traditional setting for open, confrontational dialogue among elected members of 

the citizenry (Ilie 2015c, p.1). Her work emphasises the importance of understanding the macro 

level of parliamentary discourse, and the rules and constraints which operate there, as these 

influence the examination of the micro linguistic tools employed by members as a rhetorical 

device. Ilie’s analysis and methodologies were superficial as she failed to dedicate her work to 

a certain approach. Her papers and work seemed experimental, they were incomplete and didn’t 

connect to each other. This was reflected in her analysis as she did not present a clear step by 

step approach that can be applied to the study of parliamentary discourse. She presented many 

methods and possible ways of analysing parliamentary discourse, but she failed to carry on and 

fully define and explain the application of a specific method. However, it’s undeniable that that 

reading her work gave me inspiration and lead me to my analysis as her direction and analytical 

techniques inspired and motivated this thesis. It just needed adding more layers through using 

other studies and evidence to complete her views and create a clear and approachable form of 

analysis.  

 

One of the first things that Ilie has drawn particular attention to is the macro-level of debates 

by publishing several papers on parliamentary debates (2003, 2006, 2010b, 2018), showing 

that there are three discourse frames: spatial-temporal, participant, and interaction. The 

importance and influential nature of these frames is reflected in the fact that they were applied 

in Fetzer’s (2013) collection. The chapters in this edited volume explored the pragmatics of 

political discourse by examining the macro structure of discourse in relation to political 

discourse. Furthermore, in her book, Saftoiu (2013) applied the spatial-temporal frames to her 

analysis of the Romanian Parliament. Her study found that seating ‘space’ has an effect on the 

debates, as the British House of Commons seating raises confrontation while in the Romanian 
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parliament, MPs are seated in a semi-circular form, all facing a central area where the President 

of the Chamber sits together with the vice-presidents and two secretaries. In this setting, the 

main speaker goes to the rostrum and delivers his/ her speech or makes interventions, if 

previously announced by the President of the Chamber. This means that interaction within the 

Romanian Parliament is conventional and is regulated by a set of rules included in various 

official documents. Her analysis of forms of address and activities during parliamentary 

sessions revealed that MPs use various forms of address to construct a set of identities, social 

and professional, and then act according to them during their debates. This proves that although 

communication in the Parliament looks more like a sequence of monologues, each of the 

monologues “reveals the constant presence of the speaker’s dialogic attitude” (Ionescu-

Ruxăndoiu 2012, p.152). This emphasises the significance of analysing individual members’ 

discourse as each has a rhetorical motivation. We will see later that this lack of interactivity is 

a feature of discourse in the SSC.   

 

Ionescu-Ruxăndoiu (2012) called such a direction towards the study of political discourse the 

pragma-rhetorical approach combining both pragmatic and rhetorical studies as they emphasize 

both the micro and macro-structure of parliamentary discourse. Her volume about 

parliamentary discourse across cultures includes a selection of papers that discuss studies on 

European parliaments with a focus on the Romanian parliament in particular. The authors in 

this volume commonly deal with parliaments as communities of practice and of discourse, and, 

in order to do so, they are inspired by institutional interactionism, by historical conceptualism 

and contextualism, and by linguistic pragmatics and rhetoric. The pragma-rhetorical approach 

was used to examine the micro-structure of elements such as surtout “above all” and the use of 

si “if” in French in European Union Parliament debates. Although in the chapter about this 

approach the writers did not directly refer to Ionescu-Ruxăndoiu’s pragma-rhetorical approach 

directly, the methodology of applying this approach was discussed in the introduction of the 

book where she described the macro-structural level through observing multileveled elements 

as in: 

 

The general organization of the discourse: opening and closing sequences; basic 

sequences; dialogical sequences; local adjustments. The degree of 

observing/violating the institutional norms and constraints. The general orientation 

of the discourse towards consensus or confrontation; relative weight and forms of 
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agreement and disagreement; possibilities and forms of mediation. The relative 

weight and forms of expressing rationality and emotion in the discourse structure. 

The general structure of argumentation.  

Ionescu-Ruxăndoiu (2012, p.11) 

 

She viewed the micro-structural level from a pragmatic perspective, as it accounts for speech 

acts, actional and interactional discourse aspects, as well as aspects concerning the 

argumentative dimension. Some of these aspects are speech acts (direct and indirect acts; forms 

of indirectness), deixis (mainly, designations for the speaker and the addressees), the implicit; 

forms and strategies of implication; the split of the speaker’s voice: polyphony and 

multivocality (applies to pronouns in chapter 8); politeness/ impoliteness strategies (on 

record/off record strategies); and meta-communicative forms. Regarding basic actional 

aspects, it focuses on address forms and other forms, forms of reaction from the audience and 

dialogic strategies while regarding basic interactional aspects, the micro-level aspect of 

argumentation includes sources and types of arguments, argumentative strategies, fallacies, and 

argumentative connectives. 

 

A more thorough approach to the study of parliamentary discourse is a pragma-rhetorical 

approach applied by Ilie (2018), who applied it to political discourse analysis from a gender 

perspective by comparing Clinton and Obama during a political interview and from a 

parliamentary perspective by looking at parliamentary questions in the UK House of 

Commons. Our concern at this point is how she applied it to parliamentary discourse, as she 

looked at the metadiscourse framing strategies in question-answer sequencing, as has been 

illustrated with a case study based on the questioning and answering practices during a PMQs 

session in the UK parliament featuring an adversarial encounter between the Prime Minister 

Gordon Brown and the leader of the Opposition David Cameron. The findings show that, unlike 

the questioning strategies in courtroom interaction, which are meant to elicit specific answers 

and to rule out unsuitable ones, parliamentary questioning strategies (Ilie 1999), especially 

during PMQs, are not intended to elicit particular answers but rather to score points by 

criticizing, accusing, embarrassing, and/or challenging the respondent/the Prime Minister to 

make uncomfortable, damaging, or self-revealing declarations (see chapter 6 on questions). By 

applying a pragma-rhetorical approach, she targeted the emergence and co-construction of 

meaningful interpersonal communicative interaction. Ilie supported this approach, as she 
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recognised it to be fine-grained and multi-layered; pragmatics have been complemented by the 

analytical tools of rhetoric (rhetorical appeals, persuasive argumentation mechanisms) to better 

address the challenges of political discourse genres that tend to target a wide and diverse 

audience and therefore have to display increasing heterogeneity and multiple goal-settings (Ilie 

2018, p.113). Her study is a good example of the application of the pragma-rhetorical approach 

on parliamentary studies, however her application will not be followed in this thesis as each 

political establishment is different and the SSC is unlike any other. Nonetheless, her study 

motivated the direction of this thesis as will be discussed in Chapter 3.  

 

All these studies have served as models for the present study introducing the combination of 

pragmatics and discourse in discourse analysis studies, as they feed into the overall 

understanding of the discourse direction and goal.  

2.2 Language and gender in talk 
 
Following on from the previous section where I described language practices in the parliament, 

I here comment and expand on how these practices can be seen in relation to gender. As this 

thesis is concerned with gender, it compares male and female speakers’ linguistic tools. In the 

present time, gender has moved from being studied as a (a priori) characteristic of the speaker 

(that was somehow reflected and translated into language) to a fluid and dynamic dimension 

that is shaped or constructed by and in language (Litosseliti & Sunderland, 2002). It is 

suggested that men and women use language differently for different means and in order to 

answer RQ 1.1 ‘To what extent do male and female members differ in their use of rhetorical 

proofs during Council debates?’ and RQ 1.3 To what extent do female members present 

themselves as newcomers in the Saudi Shura Council? (see Chapter 1, section 1.3), we need a 

comprehensive view about the causes for such differences and whether there is as big a 

difference as the previous literature on language and gender has claimed. Cameron (1996) 

described gender as “an extraordinary intricate and multi-layered phenomenon – unstable, 

contested, intimately bound up with other social divisions” (1996, p. 33). However, Wodak 

(1997) made the point that notwithstanding the outside context, the study of gender must be 

strictly related to the social and cultural construction of men and women. Women in Saudi, like 

women in the rest of the world, have suffered from cultural constraints, which have led to their 

late inclusion in the political field (see section 1.1). We might expect such a situation to cause 

(male) dominance over females as in Zimmerman and West (1975), Fishman (1983), Spender 



 

 
 

28 

(1980), and Tannen (1993), who all argued that men, through language and in different ways 

(e.g., interruptions), tended to dominate women. 

  

Women in the workforce and especially in politics are expected to conform to the male norms 

of professional behaviour (Tannen, 1990), and this may be the case in the SSC. According to 

Tannen (1990, p.77), women and men have different speech styles; she defines them as 

"rapport-talk" and "report-talk" respectively. "Rapport-talk” for women means that 

conversations in private settings involve language for intimacy and to create social 

connections, while for men, conversations are for information, and thus involve "report-talk" 

(ibid., 1990, p.77). Pennebaker (2011) explained this in a simple way: women talk more about 

people, and men talk more about objects and things. While a large number of studies have dealt 

with parliamentary discourse in general and gender in particular, analysing females’ linguistic 

behaviour in a public male-dominated setting will give a better understanding of the 

expectations of how Saudi women will act as newcomers in the political domain.  

2.3 Women and Parliament 
 
Rather than dwelling on the long history of studies on language and gender at large, in 

reviewing the literature, I want to favour studies which have explored the effect of gender in 

parliamentary language practices, since this is naturally closer to the focus of the thesis. 

Regarding the UK House of Commons, one of the oldest parliamentary institutions in the 

world, Walsh argued that in the period 1945-1983, elected women mainly seemed to “have 

internalized prevailing masculinist discursive norms, rather than seeking to challenge them” 

(2001, p. 67). Meanwhile, in the US, Yu’s (2013) corpus study of Congressional speeches from 

the 101st to the 110th Congress 1989–2008 set out to examine gender differences in language 

use in the setting of political debates. Her study was superficial and mainly relied on the trend 

analysis of certain linguistic features, rather than going into details about their uses and context. 

But noteworthy, and praiseworthy about the paper is the sheer size of the corpus which she 

interrogates. Yu found that females did not conform to the male norms of the congress. As 

women used longer words and fewer pronouns, which are suggested as a characteristic of 

masculine language (Biber et al., 1998; Koppel et al., 2003). Congresswomen also used fewer 

articles and more emotion words in all five emotion subcategories (positive feeling, optimism, 

anxiety, anger, and sadness), which is consistent with the findings of previous studies on 

stereotypical feminine language characteristics (Haas 1979, Mullany 2007). The trend analysis 
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further discovered that all of the differential patterns that have exhibited more than a small 

effect have actually remained consistent over the past 20 years, regardless of the topics of 

debate and the number of Congresswomen in the House. Female legislators seem to have 

formed a unique style that combines female characteristics and professional expectations and 

that conforms to some masculine language forms. This study also found a new pattern of gender 

difference that has not been reported in the literature: female legislators used more possessive 

first-person pronouns (our and my), while males used more nominative ones (we and I). This 

means that females in the congressional field have favored possessive forms over first-person 

pronouns. What we don’t get in her study is an exploration of how these pronouns are used.  A 

detailed exploration of the context is missing. Whilst her findings about first person pronouns 

can support this thesis, it will be interesting to see if the case is the same in the SSC.  

Shaw (2000) examined gender and turn taking in parliamentary settings. In her study of the 

British House of Commons, she states that “political debates are speech events which 

foreground issues of power and the `floor', and allow the opportunity of assessing the ways in 

which the gender of participants affects their construction as more or less powerful participants 

in debates” (Shaw, 2000: p.401). Male speakers tend to make illegal interventions and break 

the rules more frequently in their parliamentary debates than women do, which gives them 

control over the floor. This shows that male speakers have different norms of interaction from 

those of female speakers in the parliament, which leads to the finding that male and female 

members belong to the same “community of practice”, but on different terms according to 

gender. Thus, her study shows that there are different norms of interaction between male and 

female speakers, which is something this research investigates.  

Christie (2003) explored the realization of gender in parliamentary debate through the analysis 

of the different ways in which male and female MPs use politeness resources within their 

practice. She suggested that the concern about the voice of others being heard and valued may 

be related to a broader pattern in parliamentary debate than the data she had examined had 

brought to light. She indicated that one way in which gender is realized in this practice is 

through a female MPs’ clear concern to observe the transactional norms of brevity, 

informativeness, and relevance in parliamentary discourse through their choice of language, 

which is also apparent in their limited use of apologies compared to male MPs in the study.  In 

turn, this concern may be related to a pattern found by Eckert and McConnell-Ginet (1995), 

the findings of which suggested:  
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“an extension of the generalization that women have to do much more than men simply 

to maintain their place in the standard language market […] women may have to use 

linguistic extremes in order to solidify their place, wherever it might be.” 

(Eckert & McConnell-Ginet 1999, p.195-6)  

This is in accordance with Wodak (2003), who, in her study of the EU parliament, hypothesizes 

that women “have to justify their existence [...] and often they have to compete with 

conservative stereotypes, whereas men are spared this kind of legitimization pressure” (p.688). 

She found that the MEPs interviewed constructed themselves as having one of three types of 

habitus, i.e., ‘assertive activist’, ‘expert’ and (making a) ‘positive difference’. While insisting 

on the intersectionality of MEP identities – e.g., national, political, and gender, Wodak (2003) 

argues that gender (as a social construct) may well affect the linguistic practices used by men 

and women to describe their political role in a gendered space. In addressing this issue, Christie 

(2003) argues that debate data give evidence that the community exists as a practice and that 

women can be viewed as apprentice members. In chapters 6 and 8 of this thesis, I will explore 

the roles female Shura members tend to inhabit during debates.  

In a later article, Shaw (2006) analyses the ‘female voice’ and women’s transgression of rules. 

Her findings support what she argued in 2000, namely, that women tend to adhere to the rules 

more than do their male counterparts, who use transgressing rules to wield power in the lower 

Chamber of the UK parliament (the House of Commons). Interestingly, this adherence to the 

rules (e.g., parliamentary language) is connected to women’s attitude in consciously objecting 

to male practices, as women also believe that this will give them an advantage as powerful 

‘core’ members of the CoP. Shaw’s arguments on women and rule breaking suggest, on the 

one hand, that there is a gender differential in participation in parliament but also that women, 

as a group of politicians, are viewed as ‘interlopers’, and therefore, they tend to behave 

differently from the ‘other’ gender group (male politicians), as they may observe themselves 

as outsiders.   

In comparing the language behaviour of men and women parliamentarians, Ilie examines 

strategies of (mis)using forms of address in the UK and Swedish parliaments to undermine 

political opponents and to achieve different goals, e.g. exercising power (Ilie, 2010a, 2013; see 

5.2.7 for a review). Similarly, in an investigation into the use of metaphors used by male and 

female British parliamentarians, Charteris-Black (2009) argues that men use more metaphors 
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as part of experienced and skilled politicians’ rhetoric, thereby signalling themselves as both 

new and old practitioners of ‘political’ language in the parliament.  

 

Formato (2014), on the other hand, discusses gender construction in the Italian parliament, by 

looking at address forms, such as Noi ‘we’ first person plural pronouns (see chapter 7), and 

violence metaphors in parliamentary debates on violence against women. Formato’s research 

analysis suggests that the ‘male’ norm is still used when speakers address or attract the attention 

of female politicians, as masculine unmarked forms are still used to address female delegates, 

e.g., Signor Ministro. Female address forms are mostly used by females to address each other 

(p.339). This reveals that there is a gender difference concerning the address forms used among 

the members in the Italian parliament. 

 

These studies demonstrate that there are some fruitful avenues to explore when it comes to 

comparing the linguistic practices of male and female Council members in the SSC. 

Particularly focusing on rhetorical devices and the use of pronouns, both of which we will 

return to later in this thesis. 

 

2.3.1 Women act for women 
 

One of the main characteristics that has appeared in the investigation of gender difference in 

parliament is that women act to represent women. Female MPs often identify a set of issues 

that they regard as ‘women’s issues’ (Hansen 1997; Childs 2002; Bird’s 2005), and they 

express a readiness to ‘act for’ women (Childs 2004). Survey analysis has shown that female 

MPs, in comparison to their male colleagues, share a greater concern for women’s interests 

(Norris 2000; Lovenduski and Norris 2003). 

 

Lovenduski and Norris (2003), analysing women’s participation in the UK parliament, discuss 

the substantial contribution that female MPs make in both the frontstage and back-stage of the 

Parliament. The rise of female MPs increases the chance of changing the proportion of female 

and male MPs and contributes to modifying the parliamentary culture over time. In addition, 

female MPs specifically tend to work on topics such as sex equality in politics and in other 

fields, such as family-related matters and issues concerning women at different stages of their 

life. 
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Confirming this, Bird’s (2005) study into oral and written questions found that the sex of the 

questioner was a predictor when it came to whether the question related to ‘women’, ‘men’ or 

‘gender’. Her study was limited to looking at these words and identifying the themes in 

which these words were used rather than looking at the context of their discourse, which does 

not tell us much about their linguistic performance. However, her findings were useful for the 

analysis of this thesis, she found that women were more likely to ask questions about gender-

related issues is. Questioners also shared an understanding of the main issues that affected 

women: employment, domestic violence, political representation, and health were most 

frequently addressed. These questions support the finding that women MPs recognize and 

identify with ‘women’s issues’ (Bochel and Briggs 2000; Childs 2002). Similar findings 

emerge from Catalano (2009), as female politicians were more willing to raise issues related 

to ‘women’ and/or ‘gender’ than were their male counterparts. However, she failed to tell us 

anything about what the female politicians had to say, and it does not explore the content of 

their contribution whether females were supportive of other women or not. So, it is only 

useful up to a point. What we need are more studies focussed on the linguistic performance of 

men and women, not just the frequency with which they use certain words in their speeches. 

 

One may wonder why women would engage in such topics, taking a broader perspective on 

the topic of women and politics. True (2013, p. 357) proposes that women’s current 

participation in public life and involvement in gender-awareness issues does not necessarily 

solve the deep-rooted inequality in women’s economic and social status. However, women still 

act for women and speak on their behalf by addressing their issues in their debates, as it may 

reflect their feeling of injustice and the need to reach a solution. It was interesting to explore 

whether female SSC members felt under still greater pressure to advocate for women in Saudi 

Arabia. 

 

2.3.2 Gender sexism in parliament 
 

Moving on to consider the potential for sexism in language use, Sunderland (2004) reports the 

challenges feminist linguists have faced in the past to achieve gender-inclusive language, 

amongst which is the embedded sexism prevalent in (early) English grammar books (17th-18th 

centuries but also later), e.g., male firstness and use of the generic ‘he’. More recently, reforms 

have aimed at reducing women’s invisibility in language as well as in society, e.g., through 
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discouraging the use of generic terms (chairman), redefining asymmetries to balance address 

terms (Mr and Miss/Mrs) and promoting fairer descriptions of generic and address forms (e.g., 

Ms, see 5.2.1) in dictionaries and grammar books. As Walsh (2001, p.70) has found, during 

that period, women suffered from instances of verbal sexual harassment as one of obstacles 

that female parliamentarians encountered in the Lower Chamber of the UK parliament. 

One of the studies that focused on sexism in parliamentary discourse is by Ilie (2018), who 

examined the discrimination and sexism that women face in the UK parliament. She focused 

on the multi-level analysis looking at three recurrent strategies: objectifying women MPs 

through fixation on personal appearance rather than professional performance (e.g., making 

trivialising comments about women’s hair and style of dress); patronizing women MPs through 

the use of derogatory forms of address (e.g., directly addressing them by the terms of 

endearment “honey”, “dear”, “woman”); and stigmatizing women MPs through abusive and 

discriminatory labelling (e.g., ascribing to them stereotypically insulting names). Her findings 

reveal that women are still challenged in the parliamentary platform and are still treated as 

newcomers and that their institutional legitimacy is still called into question. At the same, she 

found that with time, women are becoming more solidly established in parliament and are 

increasingly in a position to react to gender discrimination and sexist behaviour.  

In this section, I have reviewed previous key studies on female and male parliamentarians. I 

have shown that there is a complex relation between gender(ed) practices and roles in the 

workplace and how male and female MPs tend to use language, both the differences and the 

similarities. This forms part of the investigation of the language phenomena (RQ 1.1-1.3, 2.1-

2.3, 3.1-3.3) and the construction of gender in the parliament by groups of male and female 

speakers (overarching RQ).  

2.4 Arabic political discourse 

Regarding research on political discourse and parliamentary language, the focus so far in this 

thesis has been on Western political institutions. However, in this section, I shed light on 

studies analysing Arabic political discourse in particular and illustrate the common features of 

this discourse to examine the similarities and differences between the Arabic and the English 

political speeches. There is a significant gap in the literature in relation to Middle Eastern 

parliamentary language, especially in relation to political speeches given by women. Amaireh’s 

(2013) study, “A Rhetorical Analysis of the English Speeches of Queen Rania of Jordan”, 
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sought to remedy this. To my knowledge, this is the only investigation devoted to the speeches 

of a female Arabic public figure. Political speeches more generally have received considerable 

attention in rhetorical analysis; some Arabic studies have analysed the rhetoric of key political 

figures. Both Al-Hammed (1991) and Shunnaq (2000) analysed the political speeches delivered 

by the late Egyptian President Gamal Abdul Nassir while Mahadin (1995) and Nusir (1998) 

analysed the speeches of the late King Hussein of Jordan, and Al-Osaimi (2000) analysed the 

persuasive techniques of the speeches of the late Faisal ibn Abd al-Aziz, King of Saudi Arabia 

from 1964 until 1975. In addition, El-Zu’bi (2000) analysed the speeches of Prince Hassan bin 

Talal of Jordan, and Al-Rawabdeh (2005) analysed the speeches of King Abdullah II of Jordan. 

Abdel-Moety (2015) analysed president El-Sisi’s inaugural speech using rhetorical analysis 

while, similarly, Aboraas (2017) has analysed the rhetorical means used by the former Saudi 

Minister of Foreign Affairs Adel Al-Jubair. These speeches were characterised in terms of 

rhetorical analysis. All these studies have provided insight into some collective characteristics 

of Arabic political discourse.  

 

2.4.1 Arabic rhetoric 

Every culture shapes rhetoric to its own cultural means, which means that different cultures 

have different rhetorical tendencies (Kaplan, 1966, p.1). This is referred to as the “contrastive 

rhetoric” hypothesis. It could be argued that the term ‘culture’ is a vague concept and must be 

analysed in terms of variables. Previously, scholars in the field of linguistics have tended to 

classify culture as the influences on a person associated with the region that he or she derives 

from, such as in Japanese culture, US culture, or French culture. However, his notion has been 

criticized as “homogenous, and as all-encompassing systems of rules or norms that 

substantially determine personal behaviour” (Atkinson, 1999, p.626).  

The cultural identity of an individual can also be influenced by other subcultural factors than 

merely the demographic culture in which he or she resides, like family background, regional 

background within the home country, socioeconomic class, religious culture, the culture of the 

education system in his or her country, and influence from other larger regional cultures outside 

of the individual’s home region (Atkinson,1999, p. 626; Kaplan, 1966, p. 3).  
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2.4.2 Arabic oratory history 

Greek philosophy played an important role in the formation of Arab and Muslim culture 

(Hamod, 1963, p.97), especially during the region of the caliph Al-Ma’mun (ruled 813-33), as 

he encouraged massive translation of Greek logic and philosophy into Arabic. Thanks to Bait 

AlHikmah5 , which Al-ma’mun founded around 830 CE, Aristotle’s Organon was translated 

into Arabic in 840 CE. However, the Arabs did far more than merely translate Aristotle’s 

works: "They studied it, considered it, reconciled its paganism with their own monotheism, and 

transmitted both the original texts and their responses to those scholars who followed” 

(Borrowman, 2008, p. 346). In addition, AlOsaimi (2008) found that Arabs, like the Greeks, 

are oral people; therefore, they rely more heavily on oral than written persuasion. 

AlOsaimi (2008) uses the words ‘Muslim’ and ‘Arab’ interchangeably in describing rhetoric, 

as he believed that they complement each other. He describes Arabic rhetoric as Islamic, 

though others have criticized this usage, as it limits Islamic oratory to Friday sermons rather 

than everyday oratory. However, Islam is a religion that encompasses all aspects of Muslim 

life, combining state with religion. Thus, mosques are multifunctional institutions, being not 

only places for worship but also places for education, for consultation, and for religious as well 

as political debates. Friday sermons link life to religion, as they have a social and political 

content: “Its a manifestation of the importance of rhetoric and persuasion in Islam, every Friday 

a rhetorical situation is created and consequently a rhetorical discourse is invited”(Al-Osaimi, 

2008, p.17). He explains that the connection between Islamic and Western rhetoric goes back 

to Mehren (1853), who was the first to bring Muslim rhetoric to the attention of western writers. 

Arabic Islamic rhetorical tradition is very similar to the western system of rhetoric in one 

important way: they are both built on the ideas of persuasion (Merriam 1974, p.43-49).  

Nonetheless, the characteristics of rhetoric from Islamic tradition differ from the Aristotelian 

view concerning enthymematic argument; thus, an argument was viewed as probable by 

Aristotle while Muslim theologians believed it was certain. This goes back to Muslim 

theologians believing that absolute knowledge is conveyed through the Glorious Qur’an and 

prophetic traditions. It is the source of certainty, as being uncertain means questioning the truth 

of religion. Hamod (1963, p.97) suggested that Muslim rhetorical theory is unique, as it is 

basically a style-centred theory in which the major emphasis is on embellished and ornate 

 
5 Meaning ‘The House of Wisdom’ an academic centre for learning and transmission of classical wisdom in 
Baghdad, Iraq. 
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language rather than content. He also suggested that all arguments based on the Quran and the 

Sunnah are persuasive devices among Muslims, whereas non-Muslims find logical and 

dialectical arguments more effective (ibid., p.98).  

2.4.3 The characteristics of Arabic speeches 

The main objective of this section is to investigate the characteristics of Arabic political 

speeches in particular. It also compares them to English speeches in order to consider the 

similarities and the differences between the two types. The characteristics of Arabic speeches, 

as several studies have revealed, are similar to those of other western studies but have some 

distinctive features that are linked to the Arabic culture and religion. A brief outline of the 

common features of Arabic political speeches is presented, as the speeches analysed in this 

study are in the Arabic language. Knowing the characteristics of Arabic political speeches 

allows me to investigate the members’ style in their debates and to examine whether they are 

influenced by the Arabic stylistic features of political language or whether they develop their 

own distinctive style. 

2.4.3.1 Emotiveness  

Emotiveness helps the speakers appeal to the audience’s emotions; the speeches may reflect 

feelings like happiness, sadness, excitement, and even disappointment through the use of 

particular words that stir the audience’s emotions. The rhetorical studies carried out by Al-

Hammed (1991), Mahadin(1995), Nusir (1998), Al-Osaimi (2000), El-Zu’bi (2002), and 

Amaireh (2013) reveal that Arabic political speeches are highly emotive and rely on vocabulary 

designed to elicit strong emotional reactions from the audience.  

2.4.3.2  Repetition  

Politicians frequently use repetition to emphasize their points and hammer home their ideas. 

Indeed, repetition can make a speech more memorable; there is a strong connection between 

repetition and memory, as through repetition, the audience relies on memory, while the speaker 

recalls the audience’s attention and directs them to a previous point, he / she has explained. 

This phenomenon is dominant in political speeches in general and in Arabic political speeches 

in particular. A great deal of research has centred on the phenomenon of repetition in Arabic 

political speeches. AlHammed (1991), Nusir (1998), Shunnaq (2000), AlOsaimi (2000), 
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ElZu’bi (2002), and Amaireh (2013)  studied Arabic political speeches and observed that 

repetition was frequently found in their discourse as a persuasive device to influence the 

audience and convince them of the speaker’s point of view. This may be because the Quran 

also has a lot of repetition; therefore, it can be said that this characteristic is borrowed from the 

Quran.  

2.4.3.3 Religious References  

Religious expressions and images are pervasive in Arab political speeches in general and are 

used to strengthen the speaker’s argument. Chilton (2004, p. 173-193) identified the role of 

religion in political discourse as it appeared in US political speeches as ‘Bush’ and Muslim 

discourse ‘Bin Laden’. Indeed, some US presidents, like Clinton and Bush, have used religious 

language in their speeches. In comparison, a closer examination of Arabic political speeches 

reveals that more frequent recourse to religious resources is made in these speeches than in 

English ones. This feature was evident in all the studies of Arabic political speeches. Arabic 

orators tend to quote verses from the Holy Qur’an and Sunnah (Prophet Mohammad’s sayings) 

in order to be more persuasive. This characteristic was revealed in the research by AlHammed 

(1991), AlOsaimi (2000), Shunnaq (2000), El-Zu’bi (2002), AlRawabdeh (2005), Amaireh’s 

(2013), Abdel-Moety (2015), and Aboraas (2017).The reason for the use of the Holy Qur’an 

and the Sayings of the Prophet Mohammad is that they are viewed as the ultimate sources of 

credibility in the Arab and the Muslim worlds. The vast majority of Arabs are religious people 

who adhere to their faith. Therefore, if any orator wants to approach them, he /she should argue 

based on these Holy resources.  

2.4.4 Saudi political discourse 

When it comes to Saudi political discourse, not much research can be found but one of the 

leading studies that has affected this research is AlOsaimi (2008), who examined speeches by 

King Faisal Al-Saud when he was the king of Saudi Arabia from 1964 until 1975. He sheds 

light on the fact that persuasive techniques can be culturally specific since each culture has 

different values and perceptions which will be drawn upon to influence their discourse 

(AlOsaimi, 2008 p. 251). This is supported by what he has found in Al-Faisal speeches 

regarding the means of persuasion in Saudi culture. He linked Arab oratory to Islamic rhetoric 

in general, as the results of the study show that King Faisal’s speeches were conditioned by his 

Islamic faith, as he combined liturgical and political language effectively. In his arguments, he 
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was greatly influenced by the Quran and Prophetic traditions. He tended to quote verses from 

the Holy Qur’an and the Sunnah of the Prophet Mohammad to support his arguments and make 

them more persuasive. Such a finding shows the strong connection between religion and 

politics. The King also used others means of persuasion, such as logical, emotional, and ethical 

appeals. This suggests the applicability of the Aristotelian method to non-western discourse. 

As such, the application of rhetorical practices will be explored in the analysis chapters of this 

thesis.  

In a more recent study of Saudi politics, Aboraas (2017) presented a case study of speeches the 

former Saudi Minister of Foreign Affairs Adel Al-Jubair made in 2016 and 2017. Aboraas used 

CDA to reveal the use of analogy and argumentation as the persuasive techniques employed in 

this discourse. His analysis covered notions of reiteration, modality, register, intertextuality, 

topics, presupposition and implicature, pronominal distribution, and nominalization. He found 

that in order to be persuasive, Al-Jubair used a cohesive and connected style to deliver his 

ideas. He also made his speeches have greater impact through using metaphors as he made 

cross-references between the two divine texts, namely, the Quran and the Bible. Furthermore, 

nominalization is a technique used to maintain detachment from positions Saudi might be 

blamed for and to create curiosity on the part of the audiences. The persuasive styles like 

reiteration, intertextuality, and register are clear language signals which are aimed at 

persuading people of Al-Jubair's presentation points. Al-Jubair's use of modality helped him 

achieve success in the sense that he was optimistic in his notes. He believed that his pronominal 

distributions were composed and effective. In all the speeches, he used pronouns like we, I, 

our, and us to indicate authority and responsibility in general and show political power, that is, 

the power of taking decisions. Furthermore, these pronouns produce an atmosphere of group 

solidarity and political unity, giving a feeling of closeness between Al-Jubair and his audience. 

Aboraas (2017) argues that the nominalization and passivisation adds depth of Al-Jubair's 

discourse. The researcher has shown clear bias towards his admiration of Aljubair oratory style 

and concludes that he has a unique rhetorical style to the point that he recommended that it 

should be taught. 

These studies discussing Saudi politics were relevant; being concerned with rhetorical analysis, 

this thesis takes the same direction and these studies give an overview of the Saudi political 

practices in light of rhetoric.  
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2.4.4.1 Saudi women situation and language studies 

AlGhathami (2013) examined the gender identity of Saudi females in single and mixed gender 

interaction by looking at the linguistic gender identity markers through examining mixed and 

single gender recorded conversations and the use of questionnaires. She examined involvement 

style like using minimal responses, hedging, assuming group membership by using given 

names, and using questions. An interesting finding is that she found that there is a shift in 

gender identity when women adopt male norms of speaking in mixed-sex conversation because 

there was a decrease in the number of instances of topic development and minimal responses. 

In addition, there was a decrease in interruptions and a higher number of questions. Most of 

the interruptions by women in mixed-sex conversation were for the purpose of maintaining 

their turn or for providing related details that required urgent presentation. As in West and 

Zimmerman’s (1983) study, which showed that men neglect women’s right to speak or to finish 

their turn, therefore women may feel the need to take a turn and interrupt. There was a reduction 

in turn-taking violations in mixed-sex conversations due to changes in the function and form. 

Women used this less in the presence of men, as most of their violations were to take a turn in 

the conversation, to change a topic, to reintroduce a topic that was not completed, or to engage 

in side talk with other female members in the conversation, ignoring the main conversation that 

was taking place. 

 

She also found that hesitation was not found to be a linguistic strategy amongst Saudi women 

and that men had to change topics to get the attention of women because men were not 

interested in most topics. Similar to what West and Zimmerman (1983) found that when men 

communicate with women, they seem to interrupt more and provide less support to the topic 

under investigation as a result of their lack of interest. 

 

Whilst the studies presented here have focused on everyday talk, we will be able to see if any 

of these patterns which emerged as mixed-sex interaction spill over into a more formal 

institutional setting. 

Conclusion 
All the studies discussed helped shape the direction of this study and show that parliamentary 
discourse can be covered from different multidisciplinary and cross-cultural approaches. The 
studies presented highlight the importance of linking the macro structure to the microstructure 
of the language of the parliament, especially in the SSC since it has not been studied from a 
linguistic perspective before. It also emphasizes the role of rhetoric in the Arabic culture, as it 



 

 
 

40 

became part of Arabic oratory and so is worth investigating its modern form. As such, I will 
provide a description of the general discourse structure of the Council before undertaking a 
microanalysis of members’ talk. This allows an exploration of the style of talk female SSC 
members adopt, which the literature would predict as being in some ways distinctive from male 
members’ talk. We would especially expect to find differences in the topics of questions, 
pronoun use, and rhetorical strategies members engage in based on the previous findings. From 
the Arabic rhetorical studies, we can see that the approaches of rhetorical analysis and Arabic 
political discourse are strongly linked. This shows the universality of Aristotle’s rhetoric as it 
applies to the analysis of non-Western discourse. 
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Chapter 3 Methodology and Data 
 
 
 

Introduction  
 
The aim of this chapter is to outline the macrostructure of this thesis and also explain in detail 

how the selected data have been carefully chosen to fulfil the goals of the analysis. The first 

political representation for Saudi women in the Kingdom is the leading motivation for this 

study. There has been a lack of work on Saudi Parliamentary discourse from a linguistic 

perspective. This chapter moves us from the literature reviewed in chapter 2, to the general 

overall methods chosen in order to establish the direction of this thesis. Then a more detailed 

methodologies for the micro-structure of this thesis will be presented in Chapters 5 and 7 for 

the analysis of ‘questions and pronouns’ in this thesis and its intersection with gender in the 

SSC. In the first part of this chapter, I present how my thesis is informed by relevant approaches 

employed to analyse data in terms of discourse analysis, highlighting the theories and methods 

that I use for this study. Secondly, I introduce the objectives of this research. Thirdly, I present 

the data, i.e. the transcriptions of parliamentary debates, and provide a rationale for this choice 

that further contribute to the rationale of the project as a whole. I describe how the set of 

parliamentary debates was chosen, the reasons why and what challenges this has entailed. I 

also provide an overview of speakers’ details (gender, profession) in an attempt to provide as 

much information as possible on the contextual and situational factors that are relevant to this 

investigation of language in relation to gender in the SSC.  

3.1  From literature to methods (researching the Council discourse) 
 

This thesis aims to conduct a discourse analysis of the debates undertaken in the SSC as the 

approaches towards the analysis of the data for this study were adopted from the studies 

discussed in chapter 2. The main method adopted for the analysis of this thesis is a pragma-

rhetoric approach applied by Ionescu-Ruxăndoiu (2012) and Ilie (2018) on the study of 

parliamentary discourse (discussed in chapter 2). Larrazabal and Koorta (2002) has explained 

that is a cognitive approach to both pragmatics and rhetoric, as they combine two kinds of 

intentions; communicative ‘pragmatic’ and persuasive ‘rhetoric’ intentions.  
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The main concerns of the rhetoric of political discourse (Charteris-Black 2005, Amaireh 2013, 

Ilie 2016b) and of the pragmatics of political discourse (Wilson 1990, Chilton 2004, Ilie 2015b) 

point in the same direction: political rhetoric focuses on the person-specific and situation-based 

persuasion techniques and argumentation strategies of politicians, while the pragmatics of 

political discourse focuses on deconstructing and reconstructing genre-specific mechanisms of 

deliberation, adversariality and power struggle underpinning discursive practices in political 

institutions. 

 

3.1.1 Pragmatics 

Pragmatic analysis is concerned with the communicative intention of the speaker (Larrazabal 

and Koorta 2002, Ilie 2010b; 2018) based on the work of Austin’s (1962) speech acts, Grice’s 

(1969, 1989) maxims and Searle’s (1969) developed speech act theory. Pragmatic analysis 

examines the shifting aspects of meaning construction, transfer, deconstruction and 

reconstruction of language by focusing on the interpretation of context-sensitive 

multifunctional elements like utterances, ambiguities and misunderstandings (Ilie, 2018, p.90). 

It is concerned with mapping the ways in which the meaning(s) of utterances change in relation 

to the context of use, the time and goal of the interaction and the roles and relationships between 

the interlocutors (Ilie, 2018, p.90).  

The studies reviewed in chapter 2 reveal that every parliament has its own norms which 

distinguish their linguistic practices from other parliaments. Therefore, we need to focus on 

many social, personal and political factors that govern members’ interactions, as they affect 

their linguistic choices and the thoughts they present through discourse.  From a pragmatic 

perspective, parliamentary discourse practices display distinctive institutional, interactional 

and interpersonal complexity through their multi-level instantiations of a particularly impactful 

political discourse genre (Ilie, 2018, p.103). The community of practice approach discussed in 

relation to gender and parliamentary discourse in section 2.3 can be extended to the wider 

context of parliamentary practices.  At this point in accordance with Ilie’s (2018, p.103) view, 

members of a parliament belong to the same community of practice where there are supposed 

to perform in accordance with institutional conventions by acting and interacting with each 

other both in adversarial and in collaborative ways (e.g. to advance opposite standpoints, to 

attack political opponents, to negotiate solutions, and to reach commonly agreed goals). She 

emphasised the fact that the appropriateness, relevance and impact of the MPs’ speech acts 
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embedded in micro elements such as question-answer sequences can provide important clues 

about their underlying reasons, motivations and goals. 

 
Connecting the macro and micro-structure analyses was encouraged by many researchers like 

Wilson’s (1990), Chilton (2004), Ilie (2003, 2006,2009, 2010a, 2010b) and Fetzer (2013) all 

of whom encouraged a pragmatic approach towards the study of parliamentary discourse. 

Combining the general description of the Council debates and going through the transcribed 

corpora has led to the selection of particular linguistic elements to be analysed according to 

their reoccurrence and their effect on the argument. Therefore, the focus from a pragmatic 

perspective was triggered from the macro function of the Council discourse. Under 

investigation in this thesis are the micro-structure of questions and pronouns.   

 

3.1.2 Rhetoric 

 

The notion of rhetoric is ancient; it was developed as early as the first decades of the fifth-

century B.C. in Greece (Richards, 2008, p. 1). Rhetoric is an art, which focused on how to use 

language in an effective and persuasive way. It is also the study of it use. Aristotle has defined 

rhetoric as “the art of discovering all the available means of persuasion in any given case”. He 

viewed rhetoric as an art that is composed of macro level principles, which must be applied 

flexibly depending on the relationship among speaker, audience and occasion. Rhetoric is a 

method of analysing discourse and investigating the persuasive techniques used in this 

discourse. It includes both speech and writing. This thesis applies rhetorical discourse analysis 

to analyse parliamentary discourse debates and its persuasive nature, it is concerned with 

oratory, as the aim of politics is to persuade, seek the support of people, excite them, or claim 

reform though political speeches. This approach was inspired by Western parliamentary and 

Arabic political discourse studies discussed in Chapter 2.  

 

Political rhetoric, examines “common ways in which techniques of persuasion operate in 

political life; how argumentation strategies are employed to shape judgements” (Martin 2013, 

p.1). Rhetorical Political Analysis; is a study of political language, ideology, and strategy, 

showing the benefits of utilizing concepts from rhetoric for the analysis of political language 

(Ilie, 2018, p.87). Parliamentary debates are meant to achieve a number of institutionally 

specific purposes, namely position-claiming, persuading, negotiating, and agenda-setting and 

opinion building (Ilie, 2006, p.193). Rhetoric reinforce the persuasive intention of the speaker 
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(Larrazabal and Koorta, 2002) therefore, it is an important part of parliamentary debates as 

member’s debates revolve around focused discussions about government policies and eliciting 

clarifications about reports from committees and ministries.  

 

Ilie’s (2018) has discussed the rhetorical approach in political discourse in relation to rhetorical 

genres and artistic proofs. She referred to three rhetorical genres; the deliberative, the forensic 

and the epideictic genres. She defined each as: 

 
“1-The deliberative genre: typically, manifest in oratorical discourse whose target is 

an audience that has to make a decision by evaluating the advantages and 

disadvantages of a future course of action. 

2-The forensic genre:  recognisable in the rhetorical framing of actual involvement 

and accountability concerning past actions and interactions. 

3-The epideictic genre: particularly focused on the discursively framed image and 

personal profile of a public person, political leader, etc.” 

(Ilie, 2018, p.94) 
 

Ilie identified parliamentary discourse practices as basically belonging to the deliberative genre 

of political rhetoric, and to a lesser extent to forensic and epideictic genres (Ilie, 2018, p.104). 

Its main function is targeting an audience that is asked to make a decision by evaluating the 

advantages and disadvantages of a future course of action (Ilie, 2018, p.104).  

The other way of applying rhetorical analysis as followed by Ilie and others such as Andersen 

(2008), Charteris-Black (2014) and Formato (2014) is classical artistic proofs; they reflect on 

the speaker’s persuasive intentions through the language they use in their debates. Despite the 

fact that the Aristotelian’s classification of rhetoric was introduced hundreds of years ago, it is 

still being used as the theoretical framework for analyzing political language in modern times.  

In order to gain a better understanding of these proofs, their origin needs to be identified as 

they came from Aristotle’s rhetoric (1984) which is divided into five canons: Invention, 

Arrangement, Style, Delivery and Memory. This thesis is interested in speaker’s persuasive 

intention which is connected to invention; the process of developing and reforming your 

arguments, it has a strong connection with persuasion as it includes the three artistic proofs. 
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Aristotle identified three proofs with each having a different appealing force; appealing to the 

character of the speaker ‘ethos’, appealing to emotions ‘pathos’ and appealing to argument or 

reasoning ‘logos’. These proofs are of importance to my analysis as they will be used to justify 

speakers’ intentions in choosing particular linguistic tools in their discourse. 

 

Ethos, meaning “moral, showing moral character”. It is about establishing the speaker’s 

character and credibility through his/her ethical appeal – so it points towards the speaker rather 

than the audience. Ethos relates to speakers’ personalities and characters; they try to show their 

trustworthiness and reliability, which are reflected through communication (in Aristotle 1984, 

p. 2155). The audience is usually affected by the personality of the speaker and the image they 

have about this speaker in their minds.  

Aristotle asserted that people trust ethical and credible people more than others, and this type 

of personality is more likely to persuade the target audience than others. It is the persona of the 

speaker or the constructed identity created for rhetorical purposes (Sloane, 2001, p. 267) one 

must establish a premise for the argument in order to gain credibility.  

 

In its modern usage in rhetorical studies, ethos has a broader sense than the Aristotelian 

definition; it is the group of values and ethics that individuals or a community hold which are 

reflected in their language, their actions and their social standing (Cockcroft and Cockcroft, 

1992, p. 19). It is about the communicator’s collective identity, which is multidimensional; it 

encompasses: family, origin, nationality, social status, personal characteristics and previous 

sayings and doings (Gunderson, 2009, p. 296). For example, King Salman’s nationality is a 

Saudi citizen, the current King of the Kingdom of Saudi Arabia and the head of the government, 

his family, his speeches, his personal traits, his religious upbringing, his likes and dislikes of 

people and aspirations represent a substantial part of his ethos. Aristotle strongly believed that 

the speech itself should reflect the speakers’ credibility, not any prior knowledge of their 

history before they start speaking. On the other hand, and contrary to Aristotle, Wilson (1990), 

Cockcroft and Cockcroft (1992), AlOsaimi (2000) and Amaireh (2013) asserted that the 

previous image of the speaker is extremely important in enhancing persuasion; they believed 

that the audience is mainly influenced by the preconceived image of the speaker.  

 

Modern rhetoricians have suggested that ethos has two parts: personality and stance. The first 

part of ethos is personality or the personal image of the communicator, which includes: dress, 

lifestyle, political charisma (voice, language) and appearance (Cockcroft and Cockcroft, 1992, 
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p. 20). The second dimension of ethos is stance, which can be defined as the position or the 

attitude of the person in relation to the self, topic and to the audience. The stance towards the 

topic is the way communicators involve themselves in the issues they address (Cockcroft and 

Cockcroft, 1992, p. 20). A communicator’s stance can be consistent or inconsistent; he or she 

might / might not be committed to facing the demands of certain issues. Finally, the stance of 

the communicators towards the audience is achieved by the identification between the sender 

and the receiver, and the sender tries to use language that is familiar and close to the audience 

(Cockcroft and Cockcroft, 1992, p. 25).  

 

Pathos, is the appeal to emotions or passions. Aristotle used this to express awakening emotion 

(pathos) in the audience so as to induce them to make the desired judgment (Aristotle, 1984. 

p.119). There are various ways that language can be used in order to move the audience and 

stir their emotions. Human-beings have a myriad of emotions which speakers can arouse in the 

audience such as: anger, calmness, friendship, kindness, unkindness, enmity, pity, pride, 

shame, love, hate, hope, fear, envy, greed, aggression, vengefulness, indignation, scorn, 

admiration, jealousy and generosity as Aristotle said in his Rhetoric (Aristotle, 1984, p. 2194-

2213). Aristotle concentrated on the direct ways of appealing to the audience and stirring their 

emotions; however, there are other ways that can be used to move the audience and arouse their 

emotions. In addition to the direct arousing of the audience’s emotions, there are indirect ways 

such as telling stories, quoting speeches or religious books, or asking rhetorical questions, all 

these linguistic tools may contribute to affecting the audience’s emotions, and these and others 

will be discussed in the analysis chapters 6 and 8.  

 

Telling stories is a strategy speakers’ use to arouse people’s emotions as demonstrated in the 

survey of literature on the features of political speeches. There is a great deal of research 

centred on the importance of storytelling in Western political speeches, especially those 

delivered in presidential campaigns where it had an effect on arousing the audience’s emotions 

and convincing them of their points of view (Holloway 1987, Jamieson 1990, Gardner 2006, 

Andersen 2008). This feature also appeared in Amaireh’s (2013) research in which she found 

that Queen Rania used this strategy to appeal to her audience and relate to them. Stories are not 

just told to entertain; they have essential functions in life; people tell stories in order to 

communicate and sustain social relationships.  
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AlOsaimi (2000) also found that the late King Faisal sought to arouse the audience’s emotions 

by directly appealing to their feelings; he appealed to different emotions of courage, 

confidence, love, friendship, enmity, shame, benevolence, pity and calmness. As speakers may 

try to stimulate different feelings like hope, concern or consciousness in the audience to 

persuade them to do something or agree with their views. Using tools like stories and inclusive 

pronouns can engage the audience as will be discussed in the analysis chapters.  

Logos is the third part of Invention, is about using logic and reasoning to convince the audience 

of the speaker’s / writer’s argument (Aristotle, Rhetoric, in Aristotle 1984, p. 2155).  It depends 

on basing an argument on reason to persuade an audience though logic, as one must give logical 

reasoning to support an argument. An argument can be defined as interrelated claims and 

supporting reasons to reinforce the stance or the position of the arguer (Toulmin, 1958, p. 1, 

Toulmin, Rieke, & Janik, 1984, p. 13). Arguments from reason (logical arguments) have some 

advantages, namely that they require some form of data or evidence and so are more difficult 

to manipulate or to counter. Arguments can either be inductive from specific to general or 

deductive from a general principle to a specific case in hand (Jonsen and Toulmin, 1988). 

Speakers producing a logical argument, use reasoning and sound evidence like numbers and 

quotation of reports in order to convince their audience. The speakers should consider the 

audience when structuring their argument, so as to know what types of proofs they need to use 

to convince them. 

There are different types of arguments according to the classical and modern classification. 

Toulmin (1952, 2003) has suggested different types of arguments that targets the persuasive 

intentions like; an argument from past time circumstances, arguing by quoting authoritative 

people, an argument from consequences, an argument from cause to effect and vice versa, an 

argument from statistics, an argument from analogy and other more frequent types of 

arguments used in order to convince the addressee(s) of the speakers’/ writers’ points of view.  

  

After presenting the classification of rhetoric, we can see that the proofs presented can apply 

to any context of conversation. As Aristotle and Quintilian recognised that different contexts 

required different methods of persuasion: influencing political decisions would not require the 

same methods as teaching or lecturing. Therefore, rhetoric involves identifying, analysing and 

understanding the full range of the means of persuasion, and working out which are appropriate 

in particular circumstances (Charteries-Black, 2014, p.5). These proofs can be used in 
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parliamentary discourse analysis as suggested by Ilie (2010b, p.61), the discourse of MPs “is 

meant to call into question the opponents’ ethos, i.e. political credibility and moral profile, 

while enhancing their own ethos in an attempt to strike a balance between logos, i.e. logical 

reasoning, and pathos, i.e. emotion eliciting force.” These proofs can be used to analyse a 

speaker’s means of persuasion. The next section will highlight the relationship between 

rhetoric and pragmatics as the political domain is where rhetoric is enhanced and constitutes 

an indispensable element in this field. 

 

3.1.3 Pragma-Rhetorical Approach 

 
Pragmatics and rhetoric complement each other and so conducting an analysis of the micro and 

macro-structure of the debates in the SSC applying both approaches gives rise to a pragma-

rhetorical approach. This approach has been applied to the cross-cultural pragma-rhetorical 

analysis of parliamentary insults (Ilie 2004), strategies of refutation in public speech (Ilie 2009) 

and to gendering election campaign interviews (Ilie 2011). A clear application of this approach 

on parliamentary discourse was proposed by Ionescu-Ruxăndoiu (2012) and Ilie (2018) who 

identified the different micro and macro elements that can be examined in parliamentary 

discourse (see section 2.1). In this section a general overview of this approach will be discussed 

to identify its role and contribution to parliamentary discourse analysis.  

 

A connection between rhetoric and pragmatics was identified by Leech (1983, p.15). He was 

the first one to characterize the approach to pragmatics as “rhetorical”, in so far as it focuses 

on a goal-oriented speech situation. Modern theories have connected pragmatics to discourse 

when they defined rhetoric as “situated discourse” (Bitzer 1999, p.215) which makes all forms 

of human discourse rhetorical, as being produced in a particular situation. The combination of 

pragmatics and rhetoric as an analytical approach was suggested by Dascal and Gross (1999); 

marrying an ancient discipline such as rhetoric with a new discipline such as pragmatics 

resulted in a specific interdisciplinary theoretical and methodological framework for discourse 

analysis, combining pragmatics and rhetorical analysis. 

 

One way to apply this approach is through adopting Larrazabal and Koorta’s (2002) view 

which suggested that this approach helps in fulfilling the communication intention ‘pragmatics’ 

and then the persuasive intention ‘rhetoric’ to achieve a successful persuasive-communicative 

action. These two approaches display differences in analytical focus, the theoretical 
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orientations of rhetoric and pragmatics complement each other in various ways. The overlap 

and integration between these two approaches, with particular emphasis on their use, motivated 

their application on the analysis of political discourse genres and practices. Both pragmatics 

and rhetoric are concerned with discursive and extra-discursive strategies that enable the 

negotiation and re-negotiation of context-situated meaning, and the co-performance of 

interpersonal and institutional relationships in terms of intentions and expectations (Ilie, 2018, 

p.88). 

 

 Integrating the two approaches involves joining a rhetorical perspectivisation of pragmatic 

analysis and a pragmatic systematisation of rhetorical enquiry. The cross-fertilization of 

pragmatics and rhetoric makes perfect sense if we keep in mind that pragmatics focuses on 

language as it is used by human beings, whereas rhetoric focuses on human beings as they use 

language (Ilie, 2018, p.113). Ilie (2018, p.95) suggests that this approach combines 

‘juxtaposing a pragmatic analysis of context-shaped interactions from the perspective of 

Gricean maxims with a rhetorical analysis from the perspective of rhetorical appeals of logos, 

ethos and pathos’.  

 

What we can take from this description of the approach and the two studies that applied this on 

parliamentary discourse, is that each study had a different view towards the application of this 

approach as each institution has its own distinctive structure and rules that influence their 

debates and linguistic choices. This approach fits the direction of the present analysis as it 

emphasizes the effect of the institutional rules and procedures on the Council’s discursive 

practices. It reveals that the pragmatic, argumentative and rhetorical dimensions of any 

discourse are organically interwoven in the communicative reality. It is meant to restore the 

genuine convergence of the effects produced on each dimension as a result of a basic unifying 

function (the persuasive function, for the political discourse).  

 

Applying a pragma-rhetoric approach requires a multi-levelled description of the 

communicative processes in the SSC. Parliamentary discourse is contextually relevant as it 

helps shape the mind of the recipients; other members as well as others as in the case of the 

SSC the Council of Ministers and the Kings see Figure 1and the public at large (Van Dijk, 

2000, p.78). To provide a general understanding of the discourse context the socio-political 

situation of the Saudi context was presented in chapter 1. The speaker’s professional 

background is also presented in the data section 3.3. as this will be an influential factor 
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embedded in their persuasive and communicative intentions. Later in chapter 4 a macro 

investigation will include the application of Ilie’s (2003a, 2003b, 2006) parliamentary activity 

framework. The activity framework was applied to describe the discursive practices of the 

Council which includes; the role of the Council, forms of address, session’s opening and 

closing, the rules and regulation governing the SSC’s discursive practices. After defining these 

macro elements, the micro linguistic elements that were used strategically by members in their 

debates are identified and the focus is directed towards questions and pronouns. The analysis 

of these linguistic elements included reference to the speaker’s communicative and persuasive 

intentions. Integrating a pragma-rhetorical approach will develop a better understanding of the 

multi-level processes and forms of political discourse practices reflecting on participants’ 

knowledge, beliefs and emotions, as well as in their interpersonal relations.  

 

Pragmatics defines the speaker’s intention as questions and pronouns are used strategically in 

discursive practices, in a way that influences the general structure of the argument. By contrast, 

rhetorical analysis considers the main macro levels involved in the process of persuading the 

audience. It interprets the same forms in relation to their contribution reflected in construing a 

certain image of the speaker and the process of influencing the reaction of the audience in a 

deliberate function. 

 

In this chapter, I hope to have demonstrated the complementary nature of pragmatics and 

rhetoric and the contribution each makes to the analysis of discourse in the SSC, and 

specifically the micro-elements under investigation namely questions and pronouns. 

3.2 Research objectives  
 

In this section I will identify the objectives of this research to create a better understanding of 

the goals of this thesis and what it seeks to explore and find: 

 

1- A general understanding of the SSC discursive practices.  

2- The way male and female speakers operate in the same community of practice. 

3- Explore gender difference in the debates of the council. 

4- Explore the pragmatic devices members employ to achieve their communicative goals. 

5- Discuss the micro-pragmatic form and the function of question and pronouns. 
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6- Analyse the macro-effect of these micro-linguistic elements as they are used as persuasive 

rhetorical devices influencing member’s discourse and debates. 

 

3.3 The dataset: SSC sessions 
 

In this section, I describe the dataset and how I have collected the parliamentary debates 

discussing the challenges I have faced when transcribing the Council’s videos (3.3.1). In 3.3.2, 

I discuss the process of data selection.  

 

Saudi Arabia is the birthplace of Islam and home to Islam's two holy mosques, located in Mecca 

and Medina. The official language of the Kingdom is Arabic, Arabic has many dialects and 

using the Standard Classical Arabic is not practiced often as it is the language of the Holy 

Quran. The language of official discourse is Modern Standard Arabic (MSA) and is the H 

(High) variety as it serves for a high function; public pronouncements are publicly broadcasted 

and need to be formal and easily understood by the public, in contrast to the L (Low) variety 

which is used at home and in the private sphere (Romaine, 2000).  

 

Parliamentary debates, namely the data I analyse, can be seen as a sub-genre of parliamentary 

discourse (other sub-genres are oral/written questions or reports of themed committees). Each 

debate in the SSC, as in other countries, is “a formal discussion on a particular topic which is 

strictly controlled by an institutional set of rules and presided over by the Speaker of the House” 

(Ilie, 2006, p. 193).   

 

The data collected for this study need to serve the interest of the investigation of a social 

phenomenon (women in a traditionally male environment) in a micro context (the language 

used) within a macro context (the Saudi context). The fact that most parliaments have 

established their presence on the web makes the legislative process and parliamentary 

proceedings more transparent and subject to public scrutiny. The website of the SSC was my 

main source of the sessions and materials needed for the analysis of the council discourse – I 

consulted (https://www.shura.gov.sa/wps/wcm/connect/ShuraArabic/internet 

/Audio+and+Video/Council+Sessions/) in order to find data. The site has searchable databases 

of committee reports, records, hearings, votes, CV’s and other parliamentary documents which 

were surveyed to understand the macro structure of the council. In this website, parliamentary 
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debates are available in the form of video recordings. The recordings are in Arabic, but the 

website has an English parallel version that provides translation for some general videos, albeit 

not for the recorded weekly sessions.  Once I verified the availability of the data online for the 

public, I chose to use these datasets for my research.  

3.3.1 Data collection of the parliamentary debates  

 
The first step I had to take to start the analysis for this thesis was create my own dataset. In 

analysing the corpus of parliamentary debates, I took into consideration the limitations of the 

videos on the website, as they were not transcribed and that I had to personally pick and 

transcribe each session. In this sub-section I will explain this process in detail. The data is not 

transcribed and physically available like the Hansard Official Report of the proceedings of the 

United Kingdom (UK) Parliament (which itself is not a verbatim record of the language used). 

The transcription of the Council’s spoken discourse needs to be carried out manually which 

makes the process of creating and developing a searchable dataset lengthy. But it has the 

advantage of being a transcript which more accurately reflects what is actually said in the 

Council. Shaw (2018) highlighted the risks of relying on the Official Reports of The British 

House of Commons- and so the process of transcription seeks to avoid similar pitfalls. 

 

This study examines semi-spontaneous political discourse; a discourse partly pre-written as 

speakers ask for their turn to speak before the session and can be partly improvised by speakers. 

The sessions are broadcast on radio and television, as well as reported in the press and 

specialised publications. The data collection process started by checking the Council’s website 

for the session’s availability. I found a video archive for the period I want to focus on which is 

the 6th round, the point at which females joined the SSC from 2013 to 2017. The sessions 

available online are in Arabic with 70 sessions for each year, they vary in length from 20 to 60 

minutes per meeting. In order to collect the debates and build my own corpus (with the aim of 

addressing the RQs) I selected a representative sample based on the amount of female 

participation extended over a period of time; to be able to evaluate their contribution. My main 

goal is having a sufficient data of females discourse by choosing sessions where they have 

participated the most, to have a comparable amount to the male discourse, as the females are 

only 30 out of 150 members and their participation may not appear in some sessions.  Those 

sessions which had no female participation were excluded. 
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 I picked 16 sessions 4 for each year, with a diachronic consideration by taking sessions from 

the beginning, the middle and the end of the year. This has applied to all sessions, however not 

for the 3rd year sessions as the available sessions were from the end of the year see Appendix 

A. Once the sessions were chosen, the transcription process started. Since my focus is on 

analysing conversations of video recordings, my transcription will follow the standard 

interactional sociolinguistic format developed by Gumperz (1982), focusing on the utterances 

produced and matters related to turn-taking. Marked by minutes and members’ names, I have 

kept repetition, hedges and informal regional dialectal uses which are excluded from the 

official Hansard records. But for my analysis purposes I excluded phonetic elements such as 

intonation. The total of the 16 transcribed sessions reached 716 minutes/ 11.93 hours, 76,096 

words excluding the beginning ‘introductory music’ and the end ‘credits’ of the videos, the 

main focus was on the spoken discourse starting and ending with the president of the council. 

The word count has included members’ names to identify their turns for the general dataset.  

 

From the data collected the discursive practices provided a general overview of the Council 

discourse, which built the basis of this research (see chapter 5). It revealed that parliamentary 

discourse is organised; this professional workplace for example has no random talk, no casual 

intervention, and no disruptive language use. The Council discourse appeared unsurprisingly 

normative, with guided rules and ritualized openings and closings which will be explained 

further in chapter 5.  

 

3.3.2 Data selection for the analysis  

 

In this section I will discuss the process that came after data collection, which is data selection, 

how the data was divided and processed for analysis purposes. After collecting my data and 

examining the council discourse, a macro structure of the Council discourse was built. Some 

micro elements have emerged from the data and proved to play a rhetorical role in members’ 

participation during the sessions when they give their comments and feedback. For example, 

questions have appeared in my data without having an official questions time and they also did 

not receive an answer. This prompted the investigation of questions carried out in chapters 6 

& 7. The investigation of pronouns is popular in political discourse and has proved to be 

effective as it revealed the speaker’s position. This will be discussed in chapters 8 & 9. In order 
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to conduct a sufficient analysis for these micro elements the data was concentrated to focus on 

the debates only. 

 

This means excluding the sessions opening and closing, turn giving by the president of the 

council and the committee members’ presentation of reports as they do not contain any 

argumentative elements. This method was also applied by Formato (2014) in her analysis of 

the Italian parliamentary debates. The talk from the president of the Council and the Secretary 

General are ritualistic and are there to maintain order as giving turns, reading and casting votes. 

Also, the transcription of the Committee chair presenting their recommendation was excluded, 

as their participation did not contain any debating factors. These participations were to regulate 

the debates and obtain coherence during the sessions, in this case it was better to disregard 

them as including them would disrupt the goal of the analysis. The analysis of the linguistic 

elements of the debates was limited to members’ debates regarding the presented 

recommendations and agendas. A separate word file was made for each session focusing on 

debates only. The corpus I will analyse is drawn from the file containing all the parliamentary 

selected extracts in a word file in chronological order. The first step was to divide the 

parliamentary debates according to years then I divided member’s contributions according to 

the gender of the speakers in order to create two text files, one containing the female corpus 

and the other the male one excluding their names and turns to have an accurate word count. 

The file for the male’s discourse contained 35,305 words and the file for female’s discourse 

contained 9,689 words created for the purpose of comparison. The data is used to conduct the 

analysis of the main linguistic elements of this research as in finding questions from the context 

and the pronouns from the corpora, a detailed methodology will be presented in each chapter 

(chapters 6 ‘questions’) & 8 ‘pronouns’). As a result, the examples introduced in this thesis 

stem from my transcriptions of the sessions and translations provided for the purposes of 

explanation and exemplification. 

 

3.3.3 Glossing and translations  

 

In this section, I briefly explain how I operate on the translations and the glossing of the 

excerpts extracted from the female and male corpora. In the two analysis chapters (Chapter 7 

for questions and Chapter 9 for pronouns), I have inserted the excerpts in Arabic and provided 

English translations beneath: both appear indented and, the original extract, also in italics; the 
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linguistic phenomenon under investigation is underlined. The aim is to keep the English 

translations as faithful to the original as possible as the examples used in this study were 

selected in a way that accounts, as closely as possible, for both the content as well as the form 

of the spoken words. The translation is literal for the most part as long as the meanings can be 

inferred from the context and provide a clear translation for readers who do not speak Arabic.  

In cases where there is a need for clarification or further information to make the text 

comprehensible, such additions were added immediately following the translations as 

footnotes. This is done in an effort to show the content and the form of the Arabic source text 

as is to facilitate the discussion as much as possible. Additions to the translation to improve the 

connectivity and cohesion of the translation were added in text using square brackets. The 

original transcribed data contained spoken discourse features like repetition, hesitation, fillers 

and corrections; these elements were not included in the translation. A clean translation has 

been used to serve the goal of the analysis rather than focusing on spoken discourse features. 

Arabic names are hard to identify in regards to gender, therefore, members’ gender is marked 

by a (M) for male speakers and (F) for female speakers. 

 

3.3.4 The speakers  

 
In this section, I present a detailed overview of the speakers in the corpus whose language I 

analyse. In the previous sections I focused on what the dataset includes and reasons why it is 

worth investigating. The aim of this section is to describe the speakers in detail, those speakers 

are the ones who appeared in the transcbried sessions. They were selected based on their 

participation in the sessions, there is no bias towards particular speakers as those are the ones 

that participated in the debates in my data. I will provide tables with the numbers of female and 

male politicians in the corpora (see Table 1). I will also provide background information about 

the speakers which will be useful in the analysis chapters 7 and 9 (see Table 2).  

 

Table 1 Participants and Participation 

Male/female Participants Number of Participations Word count 
male 85 out of 120 181 35,305 
female 15 out of 30 35 9,689 
Total  100 out of 150 216 44,994 
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In terms of gender, the total number of male politicians is 80% while female politicians only 

occupy 20% representing only a small percentage of the whole council. However, in my data 

collection I sought to gather female participation as much as possible. As table 1 reveals, 70% 

of the male speakers participated in my data while 50% of female speakers participated. The 

data collated from these speakers present a satisfactory number of members with 66.6 % of 

total of speakers participating. The male speaker corpus is higher in the total number of words 

than that of female politicians; by dividing the total number of words by the number of speakers 

and the number of their participation as in the table above – the male politicians tend to speak 

more (with an average of 415.35 words per member, while female politicians had an average 

of 276.82 words per member).  

 

I will argue later, that members’ background plays a significant role in their participation. 

Therefore, in table 2, I show the speakers mentioned in the examples presented in this thesis 

with a description of their speciality and qualification. This affects their address forms and 

became an influential part in their debates. It is useful to have their backgrounds identified as 

they contributed further to the qualitative analysis and to my understanding of the extra- as 

well as the linguistic context.  

 

 

Table 2 Speaker's background 

# Name Gender  Profession  Speciality Qualification 
1 Dr. Abdul Aziz Al-

Srani 
M Dean of Taibah 

University  
Science PhD 

2 Dr. Abdulaziz Al-
Otaishan  

M Board member for 
realestate companies 

Engineer PhD 

3 Dr. Abdullah Al-
Muneef 

M  Head of Al-Muneef 
Office for financial and 
administrative 
consulting  

Accounting PhD 

4 General Pilot 
Abdullah Al-
Saadoun 

M previous Airforce Military MA 

5 Dr. Ahmed Al-Zaili M Faculty member 
inKingSaud University 

History PhD 

6 Dr. Amal Al-
Shaman 

F Consultanat in Asshura Education Prof 

7 Dr. Dalal al-Harbi F Faculty member in 
PNU journalist and 
researcher  

History Prof 
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8 Dr. Fahad Bin 
Jumah 

M Economics writer in 
Riyadh newspaper 

Economy  

9 Dr. Faleh Al-Seghir M General supervisor for 
the network 
ALSUNNAH.ORG 

Religious 
scholar 

Prof 

10 Dr. Fardous Al-
Saleh 

F Previous faculty 
member in PNU 

Nuclear 
physics 

PhD 

11 Dr. Fatima Al-Qarni F Fcaulty member in 
Princess Noura Bint 
Abdel-Rahman 
University 

Education  PhD 

12 lutinant pilot Hamad 
Al-Hassoun 

M previous Airforce Military/ 
engineer 

  

13 Dr. Hatim Al-
Marzouqi 

M Deputy education 
Minister for 
Universities, Research 
and Innovation 

Architectural 
engineer 

PhD 

14 Dr. Hayat Sindi F Visiting scholar at 
Harvard University 

Medical 
Scientist 

PhD 

15 Dr. Khader Al-
Qurashi 

M Previous deputy 
education Minister in 
the Ministry of 
education 

Education PhD 

16 Mr. Khalifa Al-
Dosari 

M Member of many 
boards including the 
Municipal Council in 
the Eastern Province 

NA NA 

17 Dr. Khawla Al-
kuraie 

F King Fiasal Specialist 
Hospital and research 
centre 

Medical 
doctor 

Prof 

18 Dr. Lubna Al-
Ansary 

F Faculty member in 
King Saud University 

Medical 
doctor 

Prof 

19 Dr. Mansour Al-
Kuraidis 

M Member of the national 
committee of 
agriculture in the 
Council of Saudi 
Chambers 

Agriculture PhD 

20 Dr. Mastourah Al-
Shammari 

F Member of the Arab 
parliament 

Education PhD 

21 Mr. Mohammad Al-
Ruhaili 

M Finance and Auditing 
positions 

Business 
management 

MA level 

22 Dr. Mona Al-
Mushait 

F Associate professor at 
King Khalid University 
and Hospital 

Medicine PhD 

23 Dr. Nasser Al-
Dawod 

M Deputy minister of the 
Ministry of Interior 

Education PhD 

24 Dr. Nasser Al-
Mousa 

M Consultant in the 
Ministry of Education 

Education PhD 

 Dr.Nawaf Al Al-
Faghm 

M Assistant of Security 
Affairs in Emirate of 
the province of Jazan 

Security 
‘military’ 

Phd 

25 Dr. Nasser Al-
Shahrani 

M Vice-President of the 
Human Rights 
Commission 

Finance, 
Management 
and law 

PhD 
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26 Dr. Salwa Al-
Hazzaa 

F King Fiasal Specialist 
Hospital and research 
centre 

Medical 
doctor 

Prof 

27 Dr. Sultan Al-Sultan M Faculty member in 
AlQassim University 

Civil 
engineer 

PhD 

28 Dr. Tariq Fadaq M Faculty member in 
King Abdulaziz 
University 

Urban 
planning 

PhD 

29 Dr. Wafa Taibah F Faculty member in 
King Saud University 

Education PhD 

30 Dr. Zeinab Abu 
Talib 

F Faculty member in   
King Saud University 

Medical 
doctor 

PhD 

31 Dr.Zuhair Al-Harthi M Journalist, Member of 
Boards  

Philosophy PhD 

32 Dr.Fayez Al-Shehri M  Faculty member in 
King Fahad Security 
College.  

Electronic 
media 

PhD6 

 

To sum up, in analysing the member’s debates, it is interesting to note that their professional 

background has played a role in making the argument persuasive.  

3.4 Final remarks  
 

The aims of this chapter were to discuss different theories and methodologies that have been 

widely used in the analysis of language and gender and how they may apply to my research, in 

order to answer the RQs. By using discourse analysis, corpus linguistics and by seeing them 

through a micro lens, I investigate a specific set of parliamentary debates and two groups of 

speakers (female and male) in order to present a small, yet representative, picture of the Saudi 

political domain. In this chapter, I presented the theoretical framework I use a combination of 

discourse analysis, pragma-rhetoric methods to support my qualitative findings. I also use 

corpus linguistics methods for building and working on the corpora of the debates, to provide 

quantitative results that’s support the qualitative discussions.  

 

I was required to make specific choices in the selection of the debates as I wanted to create a 

comparable dataset.  The data chosen were meant to address the RQs and to provide a solid 

dataset for the analysis of the linguistic phenomena questions and pronouns used by groups of 

female and male speakers. 

 

 
6 In the tables these are the member’s real name, and this is ethically acceptable as this information is 
publically available online along with their CV’s on the SSC website.  
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Chapter 4 The Discursive Practices of the Saudi 
Shura Council 
 
 
 

Introduction 

This chapter sets out to explore the linguistic practices in relation to the Council’s norms and 

rules. The role of talk in an assembly forming part of the legislative process in a Middle Eastern 

absolute monarchy has not yet been scrutinized, whilst the discourse norms of Western 

parliaments democracies have been previously explored (see sections 2.1, Chapter 2). 

Parliamentary studies are mostly directed towards one parliament, the U.K. Parliament, which 

has drawn considerable attention and continues to be much explored. This interest likely 

emerges from its status as the oldest institution of its kind and its maintenance of a great deal 

of its institutional and discursive rituals. Parliamentary discourse has expanded to study other 

parliaments and has recently become an interdisciplinary concern. Whereas research from 

social and political sciences primarily focuses on the explanation of facts and interpretation of 

issues, political events and socio-political processes, linguistic research has used social and 

political sciences to discover the multi-levelness of institutional language, as language helps 

us realize politicians’ political position. The interdependence between language-shaped facts 

and reality-prompted language prompt ritualization and change in political talk (Ilie, 2006, 

p.188).  

This chapter aims to define the parliamentary practices of the Council as a means to uncover 

the first layer of the discursive structure of the council. These practices which form part of the 

parliamentary norms are worth investigating since they connect the SSC’s political, cultural 

and religious effect on its interactional frames. The chapter will provide an overview of the 

Council context, including the distinctive openings and closings of parliamentary activities 

through ritualistic, liturgical language; the forms of address which focus heavily on the role the 

member has outside of the Council and which make use of honorifics; and the absence of roles 

like questioner/respondent which are common in Western parliaments. Understanding the 

whole picture of the Council’s operational procedure will provide the motivation for the use of 

certain linguistic elements employed by the members. This chapter will explain the role of the 

SSC in the Saudi political system (section 4.1), then apply Ilie’s (2003a, 2003b, 2006) 
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parliamentary activity framework in section (4.2) by exploring the spatial-temporal (4.2.1), 

participant (4.2.2) and interaction frames (4.2.3) of the SSC. 

4.1 The Role of the SSC  

The name, origin and general history of the Council were introduced in section 1.2., Chapter 

1. This section will explain the role of the Council in more detail. Members of the SSC have 

no political affiliations (indeed, party politics is absent from the Kingdom); all members follow 

the King’s orders as expected in an absolute monarchy and the basic laws of the Kingdom. 

Members work as the formal advisory body of Saudi Arabia; they are appointed by the King 

according to their suitability from different specialities and different parts of the region. It 

consists of 150 members, 120 males and 30 females. The Council operates on the basis of its 

14 committees; each committee is assigned with issues regarding its own speciality. They 

operate on different affairs from Islamic, judicial, social, economy, security, health, 

transportation and human rights, for instance. Just as with ad-hoc select committees in the U.K. 

parliament, some specialised committees may be established to deal with issues related to a 

particular matter that need an investigation and do not have an assigned committee. Committee 

members meet privately to discuss and provide solutions to the issues they have in hand, and 

then committee heads bring their report back to the whole council with their recommendations 

during the official aired meetings. At this point, the report is up for discussion by other 

members who are not from the subcommittee to offer their views. It is these sessions which 

form the dataset in this thesis. The president of the Council (roughly equivalent to the Speaker 

of the House of Commons) asks members to vote on the matters presented and subsequent to 

this a report is sent to the Council of Ministers. If the King agrees with the decisions made by 

the SSC and the Council of Ministers, he issues a royal decree as in the process displayed in 

the figure below.  
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Figure 1 The process of adopting legislation laws in the SSC 

This figure presents the process of introducing laws in the Kingdom of Saudi Arabia (adapted 
and translated from the original Arabic found at: 
[https://www.shura.gov.sa/wps/wcm/connect/ShuraArabic/internet/Site+Map/] (date 
accessed: 20/4/2018) 
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This reveals that the Consultative Assembly known as SSC has limited powers; their main role 

is drafting and construing laws, as well as examining annual reports referred to it by state 

ministries and agencies. It also has the power to propose laws to the King and cabinet, but it 

cannot pass or enforce laws which is a power reserved solely for the King, given the nature of 

Saudi Arabia as an absolute monarchy.  

 

When it comes to rules and regulations of the council, they are stated in the council website, 

but there is no record of the rhetorical features of the Council like Erskine May’s Treatise on 

the law, privileges, proceedings and usage of Parliament (Limon and McKay 1997). Erskine 

May’s treatise represents a code of behavior that regulates the various forms of parliamentary 

interaction in the U.K. Parliament. The Council’s rhetorical features are to be observed from 

what appears from the recordings and are not formally stated. In what follows, I will examine 

what effect the rules stated in this system has on the forms of talk in the Council and how this 

creates differences from what one usually finds in the Western systems described through 

applying Ilie’s (2006) parliamentary activity frames. 

4.2 The SSC activity frames 
 
Ilie (2003b) examines deliberation in parliament in regards to certain activity frames. As Ilie 

(2017, p.311) states, the main goal of this process is to negotiate a political solution for 

problems that affect people’s everyday lives. The aim of applying these frames is to highlight 

the linguistic practices of the SSC discourse by investigating all related aspects or spatial-

temporal, participant and interaction frames. 

 

Ilie (2003b) develops the notion of the activity frame for parliamentary discourse, in order to 

capture the major characteristics of parliamentary discourse practices. In order to understand 

the parliamentary discourse of the Council, institutional norms and strategies need to be 

highlighted and identified. It is useful to account three main types of institutional frames, 

namely spatial-temporal frame, which considers, i.e. the physical environment of 

parliamentary institutions and participant positioning in space and time; participant frame, 

which regards the roles and identities of parliamentary agents, as well as speaker-addressee 

and speaker-audience relationship; and finally, interaction frame, which regards the 

institutional structuring and functions of various activity types that are carried out in 
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parliament. Applying this categorization will build an understanding of the Council’s linguistic 

interactions.  

 

4.2.1 Spatial-temporal frame in the SSC 

 

 
Image 1 Overview of the Council setting.                                                        Image 2 Group photo of 6th round members7 

Of the council’s setting which is quite impressive and extravagant, O’Brien (2011) has 

described it saying: 

 “Who visits the Shura Council is immediately overwhelmed not only by its state-of- 

the art architectural design combining the originality of Islamic and Western styles 

but by its modern technological infrastructure which includes computer screens at 

members' desks, electronic voting with fingerprint identification, televised plenary and 

committee proceedings, and large press rooms and public galleries.” 

 

The physical setting of the SSC is similar to the EU parliament, with the members of the 

Council sitting in a round plenary sitting organised in an alphabetical order see image 1. There 

is a reserved place for female members to sit grouped in the right side of the Council, as well 

as having their own gate for entry and exit in the main Council Chamber, and dedicated office 

space, etc. to ensure separation from men see image 2. This reflects the segregation laws in 

place in the Kingdom.  The President’s Chair faces the members, he has his own bench sitting 

on top. The Secretary-general, who attends all the meetings and is responsible for taking the 

minutes and announcing the schedule and agenda of the sessions to the members, sits next to 

 
7 See appendix B for copyright clearance as these photos are obtain from the SSC directly. 
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the President on the bench (similar to the clerks in the U.K House of Commons) below him. 

On the left of the President there is a despatch box where the committee heads come up and 

present their agendas facing other members. The public are allocated a balcony above the 

council overlooking the members under them, there are two separate balconies one of them is 

dedicated to female attendees and the other for guests and press. A much wider audience of 

TV-viewers have nowadays the possibility to watch the parliamentary sessions that are 

telecasted every week on Saudi television and available online at the Shura website. But in this 

case, the audience’s viewing perspective is restricted to the specific filming angles chosen by 

parliamentary TV-camerapersons when foregrounding or backgrounding certain persons, 

interactions, etc. 

 

Councillors speak from their chairs; they usually do not stand to provide their contributions. 

Only committee heads sometimes get up and come to the dispatch box to present their 

recommendations in front of the council. Important time-related constraints should also be 

considered in connection with the temporal frame, as the SSC makes clear stipulations on 

contributions in this regard. Articles 15-17 of the session law state that contributions should be 

no longer than 5 minutes, are at the invitation of the Chairman following a written request to 

speak, and expressly forbid interruptions.  Since the comments are prepared in advance most 

participants do not use the full 5 minutes. This awareness of time leads members to state that 

they will be brief such as by saying “I will be brief/ رصتخاب   or راصتخاب ”, or offering apologies 

for the length of their comments as in saying “apologies for taking too long / ةلاطلإا '&ع اوفع ”.  

In cases where members go over 5 minutes, a beeping sound plays and they can be interrupted 

and cut off by the Speaker. 

 

4.2.2 Participant frame in the SSC 

 

In regard to the participant frame, Ilie (2015c, 2010, 2006) notes that in all parliaments, 

members enact specific roles and identities, the participants are mainly interacting with the 

audiences. In the SSC members are involved in a co-performance which is meant to address 

and engage an audience of members as active participants, who are expected to contribute 

explicit forms of audience-feedback, e.g. questions, responses, debating and even affect a wider 

non-present audience than other parliaments as they need to convince the King, their fellow 

members and the people.  



 

 
 

65 

4.2.2.1 The SSC forms of address 
 

The SSC address forms are subject to influences from cultural “honorifics”, profession and 

religion. Ilie (2010, 2006) and Shaw (2000) both explore the idea that parliamentary address 

forms are subject to a complex interplay of socio-cultural constraint and a struggle for power. 

Ilie (2010) examines the rules controlling parliamentary forms of address and unravelled the 

overall effect and significance of the institutional activity in which the MPs engage, as they are 

meant to pursue their own agendas and undermine the positions of political opponents, as well 

as to challenge institutional role distribution and hierarchical authority. She also highlights the 

institutionalized relationships (social distance, and dominance) between MPs, the extent to 

which MPs share a common set of cultural expectations with respect to the social activity and 

the speech events that they are carrying out. Ilie (2010) identifies parliamentary forms as 

‘ritualistic’ forms of address as they are constitutive and therefore discourse-integrated. She 

identifies a relatively restricted and well-defined range of parliamentary forms of address that 

equally apply to naming behaviours in the SSC as they do in the House of Commons where 

she undertakes her investigation. Within the SSC, the most common address forms fall into the 

following categories:  

 

1-Gender specific titles like (sister ‘okht’ تخا  / brother ’akh’  (   خا
 2-Gender-neutral titles like (colleagues ‘zumala’a’  or brothers “in Arabic can be used to 

address both genders” ‘ekhwa’ ةوخا )  

 3- Institutional titles (e.g. Prime Minister, Foreign Secretary) It can be (Ma’ali /  or ( يلاعم

(sa’adat/  .the difference of these two titles will be explained later ,(  ةداعس

 4- Personal names (i.e. first and/or last name of the addressee) - this differs from the House 

of Commons where naming is an activity restricted to the Speaker. 

 

The councillors are not normally addressed by their first names, but usually by their official 

position title + first name+ last name. Most importantly, MPs are addressed and address each 

other in the 3rd person singular through the intermediary, the president of the council, who acts 

as a moderator. Interestingly, the only parliamentary participant officially addressed in the 2nd 

person is the president or Deputy Speaker the address form is (“Maali alraes/ سیئرلا يلاعم  ” / 

“Your excellency the president”). In regards to gender titles, Arabic is a grammatical gender 

language, where gendered differences are obvious in the address form chosen. 
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The data suggests that there are other address forms which would not necessarily fit into Ilie’s 

categorisations of parliamentary forms of address.  Instead, they might be categorized as 

honorific titles:   

 

“Honorifics are derived from outputs of politeness strategies where these directly or 

indirectly convey a status deferential between speaker and addressee or referent, where 

they indirectly convey such a status deferential, as in French Tu/ Vous pronouns do via 

the general strategy of pluralizing in order to impersonalize” 

 (Brown and Levinson, 1978, p.183) 

 

Arabic is identified as a language which has a complex system of honorifics as well as, 

Japanese, Mudurese and Hindi; English, on the other hand, has no complex system of 

honorifics, but there are few cases of compound honorifics; e.g. professor doctor, dear sir, etc. 

(Richard et al., 1985, p.131). In Saudi Arabia like any Arabic country honorifics are applied to 

titles of profession like (your Excellency the president, his royal highness). These forms are 

used for people who have higher status in the council, which reveals something about 

politeness and convey a status deferential between speaker and addressee or referent.  Irvine 

(1995, p.1) points out that “linguistic honorifics are forms of speech that signal social 

deference, through conventionalized understandings of some aspects, of the form/meaning 

relationship”.  

 

In regard to institutional titles the President of the Council uses different forms in addressing 

the councilors. There is a necessary distinction that needs to be pointed out as members are 

addressed either (Ma’ali / /or (sa’adat ( يلاعم  they are both translated to the English “Your ,(  ةداعس

Excellency”. Honorifics help us identify the difference between the two Arabic titles (Mali 

/ /and (sa’adat ( يلاعم  as they are used to distinguish members based on their position in ,(  ةداعس

the government. The SSC (Mali /  title is given to someone in a high position such as a ( يلاعم

ministerial position or someone on the so called ‘excellent grade’; the highest grade in 

government jobs in Saudi Arabia. It is a title given to someone in a senior position like 

university rectors, presidents of commissions and some ambassadors; in the military it is equal 

to the position of a minister and to Lieutenant General who also occupies the excellent grade. 

The term (sa’adat/  is used to refer to anyone who is in grade 15 in the governmental (  ةداعس

grading scale which is given to people who occupy senior positions in the governmental jobs 

like ministries and commissions; the highest of 15 grades and is above the excellent grade, in 
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the military scale it includes Major Generals. These titles are used to refer to each individual 

on formal occasions and in writing, so they are practiced in a way for all members to recognize 

their fellow members’ positions. 

 

There is an interplay between honorifics and professional identity in institutional titles, in 

which professional titles are regarded as institutional titles and are combined with institutional 

titles in addressing members. In regard to identity it can be a way of revealing members’ 

professional roles in the Council through their address forms. As they are addressed in the 

Council as the following: 

 
• The title (Sumo Alameer/ ریملأا ومس  ) ‘The Royal Highness prince’ for the prince who 

belongs to the Royal family “Al Saud”. There is only one Prince in this round. 

• The title Doctor (masculine ‘Doctor/ روتكد ’/ feminine ‘Doctorah/ ةروتكد ’) for a PhD holder 

or a physician. 

•  The title (Shaikh/ خیش ) or (Fadilah/ ةلیضف   )[chief] is given to someone in a religious 

position.  

• The title (Mohandas/ سدنھم ) for an engineer. 

•  The title (masculine ‘Ustadh/  ,equal to ‘Mr’ in English (’ ةذاتسأ /feminine ‘Ustadhah /’ ذاتسأ 

in the Council it is usually given to anyone who doesn’t have a distinctive institutional 

title either an MA or BA holder. 

•  The title Lieutenant (Liwa/ ءاول ) military position. 

•  The title pilot (Tayyar/ رایط ) air force position. 

 
Sometimes the titles appear as compound honorifics like (liwa Tayyar/ رایط  ءاول  ) “Lieutenant 

Pilot” and (Somo Alameer AlDoctor/ روتكدلا ریملأا ومس ) “His Highness the Prince Doctor”. We 

can see that these institutional/professional titles reinforce Zimmerman’s (1998) situated 

identities, they are explicitly conferred by the context of communication, as they come into 

play with a particular type of situation. These address forms combine institutional address 

forms with professional titles such as engineer, pilot or doctor. This reveals that professional 

titles are equally important as institutional titles, which plays a role in their debates in the 

Council. As those identities become relevant when a member is addressed as doctor and he/she 

engages in a discussion regarding health issues of the country we realise that he/she is a medical 

doctor, which boosts their argument as it comes from a professional background. This also 

links to their position in the Council as they are picked as their titles show that they come from 
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different professional backgrounds to share their knowledge, give feedback and suggest 

recommendations. The same would appear with a Shaikh talking about issues concerning 

religion and Shariah, this qualifies him to talk about matters concerning religion. The Council 

religious identity appears in the Islamic address forms which are the gender neutral and specific 

titles ‘sister ‘okht’ تخا , brother ’akh’ ’and brothers ‘ekhwa   خا ةوخا .’ All these titles give a wider 

view about the context about the context as they reveal the speakers’ background from their 

professional titles, which influences the audience judgement of their participation as it is 

coming from an expert.  

 

4.2.2.2 Members’ roles and audiences 
 

In order to explore members’ roles ‘President, deputy president, Committee Chair, Shura 

member’ Ilie’s (2006) institutional interaction view can be applied to the SSC, councilors 

debating reveals a role shift between the councilor’s public roles as a representative of the 

people and as members of the government who were picked to serve the King. As a result of 

the increasing mediatization of parliamentary proceedings, the councilors perform a major part 

of their work in “the public eye”. Ilie (2017, p.316) considered Goffman's (1981) notion of 

footing in order to identify the participation roles which parliamentarians can take up. Those 

roles are; Direct participants (speaker and addressees directly involved in the dialogue), side 

participants (present, but not directly involved in the dialogue) and overhearers (passive 

observers, onlookers). These equally apply to the SSC, where members’ discussion roles can 

be linked to their parliamentary roles as direct participants (Council members), moderator 

(President of the Council) and side-participant (fellow Council members). In Parliamentary 

discourse we have a more multi-layered audience due to the broadcasted sessions, Ilie (2017, 

p.316) added the category of overhearers then divided them to bystanders “insiders” (reporters, 

political journalist and occasional visitors) who are located in the visitors’ gallery, and 

eavesdroppers “outsiders” (TV-viewers).  

 

However, Ilie’s categorization of TV viewers as eavesdroppers is, I believe, mistaken. This is 

a category which Goffman introduced to acknowledge hearers who the speaker had no 

knowledge were listening (i.e.. They were unratified overhearers). TV viewers are known by 

the Council members to be listening, as such they should be treated as ratified overhearers.  
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4.2.3 Interaction frame in the SSC 

 
Ilie (2006) introduced this category to describe the interaction between the members in the 

parliament which is convention-based and rule-regulated. Parliamentary debates are an 

organized discursive process, they are well-regulated individual and group confrontations. The 

debates display a collective undertaking as national important matters are being discussed in a 

joint performance regulated by institutional laws. Some of the most salient parliamentary 

interaction frames categorized by Ilie will be applied to the SSC discourse; the opening and 

closing of sessions, turn-taking and talk-monitoring rules, interruptions and question answer 

patterns “replaced by discussion time”. 

 

4.2.3.1 The openings and closings of SSC sessions 
 
Proceedings in the Council are officially opened and closed by the president of the council, 

who also intervenes whenever the debates rules are not properly followed. The President opens 

the session by praising Allah and his prophet, then states the session number and date, after 

which he asks the secretary general to announce the agenda. The president then decides which 

agenda items to discuss and calls the Chairman of the committee to read their comments and 

offer their recommendations. The councilors also play a role in this if they have proposed a 

particular motion, they outline his/her view of why the council should adopt their motion. 

 

At the beginning of every round, every four years, the members are assigned to their duties 

after a royal decree, and this is broadcast on Saudi television. There is an annual royal speech 

delivered at the opening session of the SSC by the King, or whomever he may ask to deputize. 

The speech focuses on the domestic and foreign policy of the state. On that occasion the King 

gives a speech in the Council in front of attendees from the members of the Council and 

government heads e.g. Ministers, Preachers, and Province Princes etc. This speech is similar 

to the Queen’s speech, which is a reminder of times when the King or Queen actually chose 

the legislation to be debated in Parliament. The speech details the government’s policies, future 

plan and also reminds members of their responsibilities and their duties that should be 

performed for the benefit of the public and in accordance with the government’s laws and 

policies.   
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There are no rules or guides about the opening and closing of the sessions. However, since 

Islamic legislation is the main guidance of Saudi politics, openings of the sessions can be 

characterised as ritualistic and are uniquely marked by liturgical language as shown below: 

 

 (1) 

 و میحرلا نمحرلا الله مسب ھتاكربو الله ةمحرو مكیلع ملاسلا :خیشلا لا نمحرلادبع .د ىروشلا سلجم سیئر
 ةیداعلا سلجملا ةسلج حتفت ھقیفوت و الله نوعب ھبحص و ةلآ ىلع و الله لوسر ىلع ملاسلا و ةلاصلا و Ê دمحلا
.لضفت نیملأا يلاعم ه 1437-4-29 قفاوملا نینثلاا مویلا اذھل  

 

President of the SSC Dr.Abdullah Al Sheikh: alsalam alykum w rahamt allh w 1 

barakatuh (Islamic greeting) “Peace, mercy and blessings of God” In the name of 2 

Allah the Most Gracious, the Most Merciful. Alhamdullelah (Thanking God) And 3 

prayer and peace be upon the Messenger of Allah and his companions 4 

“supplicating God’s messenger Muhammed peace be upon him” and with the help 5 

of God Almighty we start the regular meeting of the Council for this day Monday, 6 

04/29/1437 AH,  his excellency the secretary of the Council go ahead.   7 

 

The president always starts with the Islamic greeting ( ھتاكرب و الله ةمحر و مكیلع ملاسلا/ alsalam 

alykum w rahamt allh w barakatuh), which is an Islamic norm, practised among Muslims in 

their daily lives. Then he opens the session with the Islamic phrase ( میحرلا نمحرلا الله مسب / In the 

name of Allah the Most Gracious, the Most Merciful) this phrase appears at the beginning of 

Surahs in the Quran and is a preferable opening statement in Islam. It’s preferable when you 

start anything like an action “eating, studying” or writing, tomention the name of God first as 

it appears in formal official letters and opening of meetings e.g. universities, seminars or 

work. Then he supplicates God’s messenger Muhammed peace be upon him which is a 

marker of Sunni Muslims. This kind of use appears in religious preaching as well, preachers 

use this kind of speech opening and closing in their preaching’s. This conforms to Chilton’s 

(2004, p.174) suggestion that religious belief systems have a role in political discourse, as it 

reveals the strong connection between political discourse and Islamic tradition. The President 

ends the sessions when he announces that this is the end of the session and thanks the council 

as in saying, “the meeting is adjourned/ -تعفر ةسلجلا تھتنا ”, at this point there are no religious 

references
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4.2.3.2 Turn-taking, talk-monitoring rules and Interruptions 
 

According to the Saudi Shura law concerning the powers of the president, vice president, and 

secretary general. Article 3: 

 

“The president shall open and adjourn Council sessions, manage and participate in 

discussions, give the floor, determine the discussion topic, draw the speaker's attention to 

time limit and subject matter of discussion, end discussion, and put matters to a vote. The 

president shall do whatever is deemed appropriate and sufficient to maintain order during 

sessions.”  

 

Members in the council are not expected to have direct conversation with each other, but rather 

address the council at large. It is the president of the council who ensures orderly contributions 

and the observance of parliamentary rules. There is an order moving the conversation between 

the speaker, secretary general and the councilors. The turn-taking structure of parliamentary 

interaction shows that linguistic constraints are paralleled by institutional constraints. The 

president is in charge of monitoring speaker selection and turn assignment. He can also 

interrupt members if they pass the time restriction which is 5 minutes and also if they discuss 

something inappropriate or irrelevant to the topic offered to discussion. As such, in the SSC 

there is no such thing as an “authorised” interruption and unauthorized interruptions which are 

common in the UK House of Common are wholly absent in the SSC. The President of the 

Council does not allow members to intervene on one another. As such, talk in the SSC can be 

characterized as predominantly monologic, with references made within those monologues to 

contributions from earlier in the session (i.e.  there is some level of intertextuality, in place of 

dialogicity) Speakers may be interrupted by the President of the Council if they say something 

inappropriate or for passing the time restriction as a beeping sound is released to indicate they 

have passed their 5-minute restriction, see below. 

 

(2) 

 يف ھنامأ عمتجملا ةحص نأ يلوقب يتلخادم متخأ.....)قئاقد ٥ دحلا يدعت دعب( :يراصنلأا ينبل.د :5:52 
 ةریقف لود و ادنك و ایلارتسا لثم ةروطتم لود ھل انتقبس دق و اعدب سیل و يویح و ينطو بلطم و مكقانعا
=ةجاحلا[ سما يف نحن و يلودلا بكرلا نع فللا ذختن اذاملف اھریغ و ایبماز لثم  
 

= ةروتكد ای بیط[: ىروشلا سلجم سیئر  :11:35 
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 طاقسلإ لاب تیوصتلا لمأ نكل و مكرارق رارقلاو مكل يأرلا ؟ لوحتلا و مزحلا نمز يف[ =  :أ .ل.د11:35 :

 .سیئرلا يلاعم اركش ةصاخ ةنجل للاخ نم ىرخأ ةصرف حرتقملا اذھ ءاطعأ و ةنجللا ةیصوت

 
5:52: Dr. Lubna Al-Ansary (F): (passed 5 minutes limit)…I conclude my statement 1 

by saying that the health of the community is entrusted in our hands, and it is a 2 

national and vital demand, not a pretence. We have been preceded by developed 3 

countries such as Australia, Canada and poor countries such as Zambia and others. 4 

Why should we take the international backing and we are in desperate [need = 5 

 

11:35: President of SSC: [Ok Doctor = 6 

 

11:35: Dr.Lubna Al-Ansary (F): [In a time of rigidity and transformation? It is your 7 

decision and your decision, but I hope to vote without dropping the Committee's 8 

recommendation and give this proposal another chance through a special 9 

committee. Thank you, your Excellency the President. 10 

 

4.2.3.3 Discussion time 
 

The SSC discourse appears only in discussion time as members offer their recommendations, 

address their questions and express their views either by criticizing or supporting the reports. 

Question time is an important part of many parliaments; however, the SSC does not have an 

official question time like Western parliaments. That said, members use their monologues to 

ask questions when the president offers the agenda for discussion, during discussion time. 

When committee heads offer their recommendations and present the annual financial reports 

of the government for the first time, the President of the Council invites members to give their 

comments and their views about the recommendations offered. The questions asked by 

members still correspond to Franklin and Norton’s (1993) identification of the goals of 

parliamentary questions as oral questions are asked primarily when the MP considers some 

publicity is desirable. Whereas written questions are asked when the primary goal is to obtain 

information, this is the case in the SSC as member’s can ask questions and send their 

contributions before prior to the session. Whilst not having a specific Questions-Answer time, 

I would still argue that the use of questions is face-threatening, as is argued by Pérez de Ayala 

(2001, p.147), Question time reveals a high frequency of face-threatening acts which is 
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counterbalanced by a wide range of politeness strategies in the U.K Parliament. The example 

highlights how (face-threatening) questions appeal in the monologues of SSC members: 

 

(3) 

 نا ضقانتلا ھجو لا ما ؟اھعم ةضقانتم ةیناثلا لھ ىلولأا ةیصوتلا انیرقا اذإ فیضأ نكل :ریغصلا حلاف.د
 ىلع علطتت مل يھو ةیلاملا ایازملا ةعجارمب يصوت ةنجللا فیك ةیلاملا ایازملا ةعجارمب يصوت ةیناثلا
؟لاصا ةینازیملا  

 
Dr.Faleh Al-Seghir: I would like to add if we accept the first recommendation, 1 

doesn’t it contradict with the second one or not? The contradiction is that the 2 

second recommendation recommends reviewing the financial benefits. How does 3 

the committee recommend reviewing the financial benefits, when it hasn’t even 4 

reviewed the original budget? 5 

 

The questions addressed in the SSC do not form adjacency pairs as in ‘question time’ in other 

parliaments. Members may not get a direct answer to their questions. They do not require or 

receive an immediate answer, but they are still used as a rhetorical tool for the purpose of 

argumentation and persuasion. It still fills the purpose proposed by Ilie’s (2006, p.20) 

“Parliamentary questioning strategies are not intended to elicit particular answers like 

rhetorical questions that might be used to embarrass and/or to challenge the respondent to make 

them uncomfortable or reveal declarations”. As questions can be used as a way to attack or 

praise the reports and may involve information that is already known: ‘Few members would 

run the risk of asking such a question without knowing the likely answer” (Franklin and Norton 

1993: 112). An example of a rhetorical question is given in (4) below, where the speaker is not 

seeking an answer, but criticizing a social issue which is begging in the streets. The speaker 

disagrees with the Council and thinks that this issue needs to be criminalized. 

 

(4) 

 عفدی يذلا نم مرجی يذلا نم مرجت لا ةرھاظ هذھ نأ لوقنل دوعن ىروشلا سلجم يف اننأ فیكف :ينارھشلا رصان.د
 لعفی نم برجن مل اذا مرجم لعف سیل اذھ نا لاقی مث دیدشلا فسلأل نولغتسی رورملا ةراشا ماما تاریغص تایتفب
؟ مرجی نمف لافطلأا و تایتفلاب هذھ لثم  
 

Dr. Nasser Al-Shahrani: So how do we in the Shura Council come and say that this 1 

phenomenon is not criminalized who should we criminalize? young girls are 2 
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unfortunately exploited. who places them [beginning] in front of traffic signals8? 3 

and then say that this is not a criminal act, if we do not criminalize those who do 4 

such a thing to girls and children who do we criminalize? 5 

 

This question raises a lot of criticism against the Council’s views towards street-begging. He 

also appeals to members’ humanitarian nature in suggesting that child abuse is involved in this 

case, where children are used for begging to get sympathy from people. While they are actually 

monopolized and controlled from a bigger organization that collects this money and uses them 

for illegal practices. This shows that questions are addressed even when there is no official 

question time. In chapter 6, I will return to explore the rhetorical uses to which wider questions 

are put in the contributions made by male and female SSC members. 

 

Other practices can be presented during discussion time as Councillors display different forms 

of debating. Councillors can make challenging and accusatory remarks as in the following 

extract by a female member who criticizes the treatment of women in the medical field and 

accuses it of being narrow and unfair. 

 

(5) 

 نأكو باجنلأا ةلحرم يف ةأرملا ىلا رظنت ةماعلا ةیفیقثتلاو ةیعامتجلاا ةرظنلا ریبك دح ىلا : ينرقلا ةمطاف.د
جتنم ردصم لاعف نوكت نأ اھب يدؤت يتلا ةلحرملا لفغی مث  هذھب ریبعتلا حص نا دیج جاتنلإل عنصم طقف   ةأرملا

.ةغللا  
 

Dr.Fatima Al-Qarni: To some extent the social and educational outlook looks at 1 

the woman in the stage of procreation as if the woman is only a factory of 2 

production and then forgets the stage that led to her being a really good source of 3 

production, if it’s appropriate to say in such a language. 4 

 

They also might employ countering, defensive and ironical, remarks about the suggestions and 

the reports presented as in this example below the speaker criticizes the low salary of retirees, 

as it is unreasonable and unacceptable in his view. 

 

 
8 Young children are used by human traffickers who place them in front of traffic lights to beg for money when 
the cars stop. They stand in the hot weather under the sun and look in bad conditions to get people’s 
sympathy.  
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(6) 

 نیدعاق انحاو ریال 2000 انیب شیعی دحاو لوقعم وم ةیلوؤسملاب ساسحا اندنع نوكی مزلا :يرسودلا ةفیلخ.أ
.نولبقت مكنا دقتعأ لا و ةناما ةدشب و ضفرا ضفرا  انأ لا ھیلع جرفتن  

 

Mr. Khalifa Al-Dosari: We must have a sense of responsibility it’s not 1 

reasonable that one lives with 2000 Sr salary and we are sitting here watching 2 

him I object and strongly object honestly, I do not think you accept this either.  3 

 

Discussion time is the time where members get to offer their recommendation, criticize and 

question reports as seen in the examples given, it compensates for question time in other 

parliaments. This example also reveals how members express their opinion and position 

through the use of pronouns. 

 

4.2.3.4 The SSC metadiscourse 
 

From the examples (1-6) mentioned above, we can see that members linguistic choices support 

their argument. Ilie’s (2006) in her survey of parliamentary discourse has described these tools 

as metadiscourse; “a term generally used to indicate a shift in discourse levels, by means of 

which the speaker’s multi-level messages are being conveyed alongside, above and/or beyond 

the unfolding discourse” (Ilie’s, 2006, p. 190). She also emphasized their role in debates as it 

is used to highlight the co-occurrence and confrontation of competing ideological and personal 

representations, on the one hand, and the discursive interplay between the participants’ 

interpersonal and institutional voices, on the other.  She investigated several metadiscursive 

strategies in the British parliamentary discourse: metadiscursive argumentation through the use 

and misuse of clichés (Ilie, 2000), metadiscursive attribution, reporting and quoting strategies 

(Ilie, 2003a), and metadiscursive parentheticals (Ilie 2003b). Ilie (2018, p.113) later finds that 

these metadiscourse devices often intended to enable multiple audiences (specifically 

addressed MPs, listening MPs, journalists, parliamentary reporters, general public, TV 

viewers) to identify significant shifts and overlaps between the MPs’ and Prime Minister’s 

institutional, personal, and interpersonal levels of discourse during their adversarial 

interactions. 

 

These metadiscursive devices can be rhetorically structured as communicative and 

interactional strategies used by speakers to signal, highlight, mitigate, or cancel parts of their 
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ongoing discourse and their varying relevance to different addressees and/or audience 

members. After surveying the general discourse of the Council some metadiscoursal features 

have appeared in the SSC debates. Like the use of questions as signaled in excerpts 5.4-3 we 

can see that these questions have carried meanings beyond their form, this will be explained 

further in chapter 7. Pronouns have also proven to play a similar role as in excerpt 5.6, this will 

be discussed in more detail in chapter 9. All these micro-linguistic tools carry meaning which 

goes beyond their basic linguistic use, in a way that influences the whole discursive process. 

 

4.3 Final remarks 
 
This chapter described the discursive practices and the general linguistic features of the SSC. 

From its practices the SSC proves to be the closest representation to a democratic parliament. 

Its role is limited to being a consultative body selected by the King rather than an executive 

body. It is a legislative assembly that is rule governed and highly influenced by the country’s 

monarchy and religious laws as well as its wider culture. The purpose of this chapter was 

designed to give an overall understanding of the operation of the institution, through applying 

Ilie’s parliamentary discourses frame. The analysis reveals that the council displays its own 

individual institutional norms/procedures and discourse practices that distinguish it from 

Western parliaments. This corresponds to Ilie’s assertion (2015, p.6) that each individual 

parliament exhibits its own oratorical preferences and specific debating styles. One of its most 

distinctive features of the SSC is not having an official question time like other parliaments 

and this influences the discursive practices, which are mostly monologic rather than dialogic. 

The clear cultural-specific feature of state-supported religion and honorifics appears in the 

Council’s norms and form of address. Religion plays a semantic and pragmatic role in the 

Council’s discourse, it appeared in the opening/ closing of the sessions, marking the member’s 

address forms like using title Sheikh. The uniqueness of the council does not affect members’ 

roles as they still perform similar roles to other parliaments by drafting and construing laws, as 

well as examining and criticising annual reports by state ministries and agencies. It also has the 

power to propose laws to the King and cabinet, but it cannot pass or enforce laws which is a 

power reserved solely for the King. This does distinguish their role from legislators found in 

other parliaments. This suggests an additional rhetorical purpose of members’ speeches, they 

do not only need to persuade their fellow members like other parliaments, and they need to 

convince the King and his cabinet for their recommendations to be accepted. 
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 This chapter demonstrates that the macro structure of the SSC as a consultative assembly for 

an absolute monarchy influences the ways in which business is conducted and that members 

have developed their own linguistic norms to operate effectively under the circumstances. This 

chapter has provided an overview of the Council’s macro linguistic practices which will inform 

the rest of this thesis focusing on the metadiscursive function of the micro elements, questions 

and pronouns, in the SSC. 
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Chapter 5 Questions: literature review and 
methodology 
 
 
 

Introduction 
 

As mentioned in the previous chapter, one of the prototypical forms of parliamentary discourse 

is ‘Question Time’ in the U.K. Parliament, ‘Question Period’ in the Canadian Parliament, 

‘Frågestund’ in the Swedish Riksdag, ‘Questions au Gouvernement’ in the French Parliament, 

‘Heure des questions’ in the Belgian Parliament, to name but a few. This questioning procedure 

was introduced in the European Parliament in 1973. Apart from oral questions, all these 

parliaments allow for questions tabled for written answers. The SSC does not have a specific 

question time, but members are invited to discuss the recommendation and reports during 

discussion time as noted in section 4.2.3, chapter 4.  

 

However, that does not mean that questions are not asked or responded to; the nature of the 

questions often imply their own answers and, if they needed an answer, for the most part they 

do not get an immediate answer. The main aim of parliamentary discourse is to inform and 

persuade, questions thus play a central role in the political process. It is important to 

acknowledge the fact that questions have as effective a role in parliamentary debates as they 

do in social interactions (Kearsley, 1976). They also perform a multitude of rhetorical functions 

that go beyond mere factual information gathering (Kearsley, 1976). While the informational 

component of questions has been well-studied in the context of question-answering situations, 

there is relatively little work addressing the rhetorical and social role of these basic dialogic 

units. One domain where questions have a particularly salient rhetorical role is in political 

discourse. They can be used as part of an argument, for persuading, convincing, and 

encouraging others to accept ideas and positions they did not have before. Another factor that 

will also be considered in our analysis of questions is gender. Since females joined the council 

in 2013 now is a pertinent time to examine whether there are any gender differences in their 

debates.  

 

This chapter is divided to two main parts; the first will review the literature about questions 

and the persuasive power of questions, then discuss questions in parliamentary discourse 
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specifically and identify the gap in the literature of gender and parliamentary questions, with 

literature about gender and questions in different fields. The second part, will set the 

methodological framework for the investigation of questions in the Council by presenting the 

form of questions in Arabic, then looking at ways to analyse the corpora which leads to the 

framework presented for the analysis (5.2.4). 

5.1 Literature review  
 

In this section I critically examine literature on questions with a specific focus on their function 

and uses. The aim is to provide sufficient and valid grounds to conduct an analysis of questions 

in the parliamentary debate’s dataset. The analysis of questions in the Council will encounter 

some obstacles, like them not receiving an answer, a feature often used to define the act of 

questioning. To overcome this, I consider studies that focus on the grammatical form of 

questions, as well as studies from different orientations, i.e. where questions are seen in terms 

of persuasion, politics and gender. 

 

I start by defining what is a question? (6.1.1). I go on to discuss the persuasive power of a 

question in 6.1.2. Then I review studies that discuss the function of questions in parliamentary 

discourse (6.1.3). After presenting the effect of questions in parliamentary discourse I try to fill 

the gap in gender and parliamentary questions through the discussion of women and gender in 

different types of literature (6.1.4) to give an overview and understanding of how and why 

women use questions in their discourse, so I can employ their view in my own analysis of the 

use of questions by females in the Council. 

 

5.1.1 Questions definition and identification 

 

Ilie (2015a) claims that no real communication can take place without questions; they are an 

essential part of communication. The study of questions was relegated from rhetoric and 

philosophy to grammar and linguistics, sciences that have long been committed to exploring 

the forms and functions of different kinds of questions, posed in various circumstances and for 

varying purposes (Ilie 2015a, p.1258). From a semantic point of view, a question is defined as 

a request for information. However, from a pragmatic point of view a question may be used 

not only to ask for information but also to press for action. It may be pragmatically defined as 

a request or demand that the respondent make commitments to propositions of a sort requested 



 

 
 

80 

by the question (Walton 1989, p.5).  Questions are considered as communicative acts, ‘their 

concepts are pragmatic rather than semantic because they relate a speaker and an intended 

hearer in dialogue as a kind of action performed by the speaker and directed to the hearer’ (Van 

Eemeren and Grootendorst 1984, p.19). 

 

Questions are known to be used by people in authority, thus the question of questions has drawn 

the attention of many researchers, who have investigated their role in institutional discourse 

(Ilie 1990, 2015a, 2015b). A question has been defined in many ways: questions exhibit a 

primarily answer-eliciting function as a question can be defined as a request for information 

(Hargie et al., 1987). Questions can be identified from their syntactic form, and the word 

includes that category with interrogatives which share characteristic subject-verb inversion, 

that is, polar (or yes/no) interrogative, disjunctive (or alternative) interrogative, tagged 

declaratives, and Wh-interrogatives (Archer 2005, p.24). Of course, this is true for English, but 

I will return in the methodology to explore how best to define questions in Arabic. As Walton 

has pointed out, "real cases of question-answer dialogue exist as real cultural and institutional 

practices" (1989 p.11). Questions are usually defined in relation to the answer based on the 

idea of dialogue. However, this is not the case in the Saudi Shura Council as questions do not 

receive an immediate answer. Questions can be examined based on their elicitation function as 

will be explained in section 1.3. From a linguistic perspective, questions are usually associated 

with interrogative function as they need an answer. But this is not the case for all questions, as 

in rhetorical questions instead of asking for information from the hearer or addressee, the 

speaker is making statements and “does not expect an answer” (Wang 2014, p.42). Rhetorical 

questions, in a variety of forms, are crucial in the Shura Council. 

 

Parliamentary questions can be considered as speech acts (Ilie 2010). Speech acts are defined 

as “… the basic or minimal units of linguistic communication” (Searle 1969, p.16).   According 

to Searle (1969, p.24), a speech act involves three different facets which make up the complete 

speech act: “utterance act” (uttering words); “propositional act” (referring and predicating); 

and “illocutionary act” (e.g., stating, commanding, or requesting).  A question is a request 

performed by the speaker. It is a speech act involving a request for information that impose a 

representative act such as replies. There are two types of questions: direct and indirect. The 

simple kind belongs to the direct speech act. A speech act is an act which constitutes a matching 

of structure (e.g., a declarative) and a communicative function (assertion). On the other hand, 

there are other types of questions which can be indirect speech acts where structure and speech 
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function are not matched (Yule, 2000, p. 54-55). We consider these to be indirect questions. 

Rhetorical questions are considered as indirect speech acts, since they are acts performed as 

assertive and directive utterance, making statements that take the form of questions.  

 

Austin (1962) drew a threefold distinction between different kinds of speech acts: locutionary 

acts, illocutionary acts and perlocutionary acts. Oishi (2006 P.3-4) defined these, suggesting 

that: 

 

 “locutionary acts include phonetic acts, phatic acts, and rhetic acts. Phonetic acts 

are acts of pronouncing sounds, phatic acts are acts of uttering words or sentences in 

accordance with the phonological and syntactic rules of the language to which they 

belong, and rhetic acts are acts of uttering a sentence with sense and more or less 

definite reference. Perlocutionary acts are, on the other hand, acts attributed to the 

effect of uttering a sentence” 

Oishi (2006 P.3-4) 

 

When it comes to illocutionary acts Searle (1975) defined all questions as having an 

illocutionary force: they are acts performed in saying something in its real, intended meaning 

which is what the speaker really means, they are direct. This feature can be applied to assertive, 

directives, and declarative statements. But according to the pragmatic approach to questions, a 

rhetorical question can be described as having the illocutionary force of a question (as 

convincing or persuading since it comes in the form of a question, but doesn’t need an answer), 

as well as the perlocutionary effect of a statement (as accepting or rejecting) (Ene, 1983a; 

1983b). Ilie (2009) describes a question as a speech act that gets someone to do or to realize 

something following on from the illocutionary act. Rhetorical questions are designed to elicit 

an action or reaction rather than information. In this study, we will examine the form and the 

function of questions from the translated discourse of the SSC. In our case since we are dealing 

with translated texts, we will identify questions from the Arabic text which will identified later 

in section 5.2.2. 
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5.1.2 Questions and persuasion 

 

There has been a focus in previous work on the persuasive power of rhetorical questions. Wang 

(2014; p.42-43) discusses the persuasive power of asking rhetorical questions by looking at the 

work of Howard (1990) and Ilie (1999). Howard (1990) conducted four experiments to 

examine the effects of asking rhetorical questions on message processing and persuasion, 

finding that the results of the experiments confirmed the view that rhetorical questions elicit 

judgments on the topic of the request when they are received and that the availability of relevant 

information when a judgment is first requested is a critical factor in determining whether 

message persuasion takes place or not. On the other hand, Ilie (1999) examined materials from 

talk shows, proposing a pragmatic framework for the interpretation of the discursive and 

argumentative functions of non-standard questions. Her investigation involves three types of 

argumentative non-standard questions: expository questions; rhetorical questions; and echo 

questions. She concludes that among the three types, rhetorical questions are more 

argumentative, because they imply that the speaker is firmly committed to their implied answer. 

Therefore, rhetorical questions are viewed as a persuasive device. As rhetorical questions 

appeal to emotions ‘pathos’ (Amaireh, 2013), Lara et. al. (2016) also agree that emotions are 

an argumentative device widely used by parliamentarians. They argue that the use of feelings 

and emotion as a strategy helps the MP to: (a) strengthen his/her speech. (b) Persuade the 

addressee. (c) Ensure a successful argumentative battle (Amaireh, 2013; p.130). All these 

studies demonstrate the rhetorical function of questions as they appeal to ethos, pathos and 

logos (see chapter 3, section 3.2), something that will be integrated in the qualitative analysis 

of the examples in chapter 7.  

 

5.1.3 The function of questions in parliaments 

 

According to Ilie (2015b, p.207), parliamentary questions are mainly used to get the 

government’s position on the record, to put pressure on ministers, to make a constituency point, 

to research an issue in depth and to help with the local campaign. Particularly significant was 

the following testimony about Question Time ‘QT’ and Prime Minister’s Questions ‘PMQs’ 

made by one MP: “It is one of the few areas where, as a back-bench MP, you can have a direct 

impact” (Ilie 2006; p.335) this reflects the importance of question time in parliamentary 

debates. The first study conducted into parliamentary question time was about the UK House 
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of Commons in Chester and Bowring's classic work in 1962. Since then there have been many 

developments and changes in this field. There is a recent interest in parliamentary questions in 

Western parliaments which have been scrutinized by a number of discourse analysts like 

Chilton (2004), Pérez de Ayala (2001), Bird (2005), Sivenkova (2008), Ilie (2010,2015c, 

2018).  What these studies have in common is their focus on sessions which are dedicated to 

asking questions of ministers as parliamentary questions have a dedicated question time in most 

parliaments. As discussed in the previous chapter, the SSC operates under very different norms 

and procedures, as such, there are no dedicated question periods.  However, that does not mean 

that questions are wholly absent.  I aim to find out why these questions are asked even if they 

did not receive an answer and whether gender plays a role in the five minutes of talk time 

allocated to members of the Council. At this point it is important to note that there is no 

literature about gender differences in the use of questions in parliamentary discourse from a 

pragma-rhetorical aspect.  

 

Questions are an important part of political discourse: the ability to question the actions and 

intentions of governments is a crucial part of democracy (Pitkin, 1967), particularly in 

parliamentary systems. Politicians use questions as a powerful form of argumentation, but one 

that may not always be used to elicit information in verbal interaction, instead being a form of 

debating that carries different discourse intentions (Ilie 2015b, p.207). She also states that 

“these questions are often multifunctional and convey different degrees of argumentativeness 

depending on their specific contexts of occurrence” (Ilie 2006, p.190). Questions can be used 

for different interactional activities like scrutinizing or challenging what the respondent has 

said or done, evaluating the respondent’s statements, expressing criticism or accusations, and 

urging the respondent to act. In parliamentary interactions, questions are used for well-defined 

purposes, such as obtaining or recovering missing information, checking respondents’ 

feedback and opinions on matters of common concern, challenging respondents’ opinions or 

position-taking, directly or indirectly criticizing respondents’ verbal and non-verbal actions, or 

triggering respondents’ commitment to some future line of action (Ilie 2015b, p.201-202). 

 

Questions that fulfil functions other than requesting information or explicit answers are 

normally included in the category of non-standard questions (Ilie 1999). For example, certain 

questions are used by speakers not to seek information, but to initiate various kinds of mutually 

relevant activities, such as signaling interpersonal collaboration or conflict, highlighting 

problematic issues, or voicing a challenge, an invitation, a reproach, a complaint, a warning, a 
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threat, an objection, a protest or an accusation. The category of non-standard questions is 

comprised of a wide and diverse range of questions that occur in different settings and 

constitute the interaction framework of different kinds of (institutional, semi-institutional and 

non-institutional) encounters (Ilie 2001). 

 

Ilie has done a lot of work on Parliamentary questions by examining them from different angles. 

In parliamentary questioning practices Ilie (2015b, p.197) explains that, in the UK parliament 

questions by MPs may cover a wide range of topics, from issues of local interests to national 

and international policy concerns. While apparently requesting information, these questions 

actually constitute efficient strategies for requesting information from, and addressing 

challenges to, the government. She also looked at closed vs. open-ended questions; closed 

questions require yes/ no answers, while open-ended questions are normally conveyed by Wh-

questions. She also examines standard vs. non-standard questions. What we normally call 

‘questions’, i.e., utterances that are syntactically interrogative sentences, are often perceived 

by language users as seeking a formal answer and/or information (2015b, p.203). Requiring or 

expecting an answer is often regarded as the basic and most common function of so-called 

standard questions. 

 

Other types of questions like rhetorical questions may be identified by adopting at the 

integrative pragmatic and rhetorical approach to the study of questions and responses used by 

Ilie (1994). Ilie wanted to account for context-based varieties and functions of rhetorical 

questions in order to distinguish them from standard questions, on the one hand, and other non-

standard questions (such as echo questions, leading questions and examination questions), on 

the other hand. An essential property of rhetorical questions is that they constitute a particular 

use, not a particular category of questions. The rhetorical tactic of ‘posing questions that expect 

no answer’ is historically well-known to be an effective persuasive device, and one which 

influential speakers continue to use today (Frank 1990). Some of the more argumentatively 

powerful non-standard questions are rhetorical questions, whose multifunctionality and 

discursive versatility has been examined in several institutional contexts (Petty et al. 1981; Ilie 

1994, 1995). According to these authors, which the multifunctional nature of rhetorical 

questions (as challenges, protests, disagreements, accusations, ironical remarks, etc.) is 

context-based and participant-shaped. Based on the respondent’s reaction and response, it is 

reasonable to conclude that they are meant to be heard as questions and understood as 

statements (Ilie 2009).  
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When it comes to interrogative questions Oyeleye and Ayodele (2012) looked at interrogative 

questioning in Legislative Interactional Discourse (LID), which they defined as “a sub-genre 

of political discourse. Broadly speaking, the objectives that legislative discourse aims to satisfy 

are to legitimate or contest legislation, to represent diverse interests, to scrutinize the activity 

of government, to influence opinion and to recruit and promote political actors” (ibid., p.122). 

There are notable similarities with parliamentary discourse: both belong to political discourse 

and the goal of political discourse is to be persuasive. They found that the role of questioning 

in legislative discourse goes beyond being a mere request for information or action; questions 

are invested with discursive roles which include the structuring of talk exchanges particularly 

in initiating turns and enabling repair. They categorized interrogative questions as illocutionary 

acts, for example, an interrogative structure, can be used to give a command or an instruction, 

express a wish or perform various other functions, when used in an appropriate context. They 

identified that interrogative questions have different elicitations as will be discussed in 5.2.3.3. 

Generally speaking, interrogative questions are conceived as information-seeking or action-

seeking structures. However, Balogun (2011, p.45) argues that “the ultimate goal of an 

interrogative clause is to seek for information from the hearer, to clarify some doubts or to get 

a confirmation or a denial of a particular fact where there is any”.  Interrogative questions and 

their elicitations will be explored further in the SSC discourse. 

 

Rhetorical and interrogative questions have different functions which will be explained in 

detail in the methodology section and identified in the analysis of question in the SSC. 

 

5.1.4 Questions and gender 

 

If we want to consider gender differences in the use of questions, there are many factors that 

need to be considered, especially the roles and positions that each gender occupies in society. 

As discussed in (section 2.3, chapter 2) gender differences can be viewed from the scope of 

community of practice. There is very little literature about gendered differences in 

parliamentary discourse (see Shaw 2000, 2006, Christie 2003, Wodak 2003, Formato 2014). 

The work that does exist does not explore gendered differences in the use of questions in 

politics. This requires returning to previous literature about questions in the context of gender 

and determining whether they relate to parliamentary discourse or the current linguistic 

situation. Females have been stereotyped for asking too many questions, being indirect and 
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being emotional, therefore we will examine women and questions, women’s interrogative and 

rhetorical questions, then finally questions and power. 

 

5.1.4.1 Women and questions 

 
Many scholars offer different views and approaches to the study of questions, in different 

contexts. In regards to gendered differences there were no clear lines indicated. Each can lead 

us to the conclusion that the question of women asking questions is a complex one (Macaulay 

2001, p.294). Lakoff’s (1975a) 'Language and Woman's Place' was one of the first works in 

language and gender studies to suggest that it was the social role of women and the social 

pressure on them to 'talk like a lady' which was responsible for differences in language use 

between men and women. Prior to this publication sex difference research typically 

characterized women's language as inferior to the 'standard' or 'normal' speech of men. Lakoff 

claimed that women are socialized from childhood to adopt a gendered way of speaking which, 

because of their subordinate position in society, contains linguistic features (such as question 

tags, hedges, and polite forms) thought to convey their tentativeness and insecurity. Lakoff’s 

identification of a 'women's language' has been criticized on a number of grounds. Firstly, 

Lakoff identified the features of women's language through introspection and unsystematic 

observations of white middle-class U.S. women. Whilst introspection can be viewed as a 

necessary starting point for research it is inadequate to apply those claims on a particular 

features of language use to an entire group in society. Lakoff (1973, 1975a) associated the use 

of question tags with female talk, as an expression to tone down the illocutionary force of their 

assertion or the adoption of an interrogative intonation instead of categorical statement. She 

also linked female questions to tentativeness and politeness. Additionally, Lakoff’s hypotheses 

about women's speech (for instance that women use more question tags than men) have been 

tested by researchers and the results have been contradictory (Crosby and Nyquist 1977; 

Dubois and Crouch 1975). 

 

In regards to the type of questions, Coates (1996, p.176), investigating women in groups, noted 

that questions are not unifunctional: "Questions can be used to seek information, to encourage 

another speaker to participate in talk, to hedge, to introduce a new topic, to avoid the role of 

expert, to check the views of other participants, to invite someone to tell a story". However, 

Coates also states, "There are few examples of information-seeking questions in women's 

friendly talk where information is the only goal of the question" (1996, p.177). According to 
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Coates, this is because "information-exchange" is not as significant for females as is "the 

maintenance and development of friendship" (1996, p.176). This study was conducted on 

women-only groups and may not be applicable to political discourse as it situated in mixed sex 

conversation. However, it can be interesting because women in private do not use questions to 

exchange information. 

 

Females have been stereotyped for asking more questions than males. Lakoff (1975a) and 

Fishman (1990) found that female speakers ask more questions than male speakers: "[O]ut of 

a total of 370 questions asked in twelve and a half hours of conversation, women asked 263" 

(ibid, p.36). However, Fishman (1990) also noted that when women attempted to introduce 

new topics into conversation, they were more successful when they employed questions to do 

so (males did not do this). Since questions require answers, Fishman (1990) hypothesized that 

females' "greater use of questions is an attempt to solve the conversational problem of gaining 

a response to their utterances" (ibid, p.273). Accordingly, "[w]omen's conversational troubles 

reflect not their inferior social training but their inferior social position" (ibid, p.240). As 

relative newcomers to the Shura Council, and given the wider societal position of women in 

Saudi Arabia, we may well find similar issues coming to the force in question usage in the 

Council. 

 

On the other hand, Holmes (1995) examined the differences between male and female 

participants in formal seminars during question periods. She found that males asked more 

questions in this context, and asked twice as many of what she terms 'antagonistic elicitations' 

(explained in questions elicitation section 5.2.3.3) as did females. Such elicitations were 

formed by assertions which were challenging and aggressive. Both males and females 

employed approximately the same number of positive elicitations, and according to Holmes, 

approximately the same number of critical elicitations. Holmes' data demonstrates, however, 

that while males and females in New Zealand employ essentially the same number of positive 

elicitations which show agreement and interest, females favor 'critical elicitations' when they 

disagree, while males favor 'antagonistic elicitations'. The females employ negative elicitations 

which are more mitigating and face-saving. Part of the study into questions in the SSC will be 

to explore the uses to which they are put by male and female members. 
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 A recent study by Hinsley el.et (2017) has found that men ask more questions than women in 

scientific conferences. They have linked this issue to gender and participation and the way that 

men seek to dominate the floor through the sanctioned act of questioning 

 

In regards to studies of questions and Saudi women AlGhathami (2013) was discussed in 

section 2.4.2.1. She found that women ask more questions in mixed gender conversations and 

by asking more questions women adopted a competitive pattern of talk. This competitive 

pattern can be characterized by their attempts to force their engagement in the topic under 

discussion, provide negative forms of interruptions, ask direct questions, and use shorter turns 

that focused on statements. Being engaged in such a competitive framework forced Saudi 

women participating in this study to shift away from the style of talk known for its high level 

of involvement and support usually adopted by women, and adopt a pattern of talk that was 

based on competition as a strategy. This is in line with Barhouma’s (2002) who found in his 

investigation of Arab communities, that men’s speech rather than women approximated to the 

standard variety in more formal settings. This may lead to females following the males’ norm 

of talk as this is the most practiced and standard form of talk. 

 

5.1.4.2 Women and ‘interrogative and rhetorical questions’ 

 

In this work, examining questions as a form of argumentation, we will focus on both 

interrogative and rhetorical questions in parliamentary discourse. When it comes to 

interrogative questions, we have both direct and indirect questions, females have been 

connected to indirectness in many works either with questions or requests for information. 

Lakoff noted that "the more one compounds a request, the more characteristic it is of women's 

speech, the less of men's" (1973, p.57). A request such as won’t you close the door? Which is 

an indirect speech act, is characteristic of female speech, while Close the door, a direct speech 

act, is characteristic of male speech. West (1998) also found that indirect requests using quasi-

question directives by female physicians helped them achieve higher patient competence. 

 Amaireh (2013) found that questions were used as a rhetorical strategy to appeal to Aristotle’s 

pathos ‘the audience’s emotions’. Females have a history of displaying a tendency to express 

their emotions. There are a number of articles on political discourse such as Acuña Ferreira, 

2009 that are concerned with stereotyping female’s language, and the question as to whether it 

is characterized by emotions and subjectivity. The use of emotion words is considered a 
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common feminine language feature according to Yu (2013). This goes in line with the claim 

by Holmes (1998, p.463) “Women tend to focus on the affective function ‘interpersonal 

meaning’ of an interaction more often than men do who focus on the referential ‘informative 

meaning”. 

 

In regards to gender, questions and power Cameron et al.’s (1989) research on tag questions 

demonstrates that, some kind of questions are associated with powerful speakers. Harris (1984), 

in her study of the language of magistrates’ courts, established that questions are a crucial 

resource for powerful participants, since questions oblige the addressee both to produce an 

answer and to produce an answer that is conversationally relevant. In other words, questions 

control what the next speaker is able to say. Not only do powerful participants use many 

questions, but also participants without power are explicitly prohibited from using them in this 

situation.  

 

Balogun (2011; p.47) believes that interrogative utterances “give a strong indication of class 

and power in society.” This, he claims, can be seen in the various ways by which the powerful 

exercise power over the powerless.  All this literature about gender and questions discuss that 

there is indeed a gender difference in the use of questions. But the question is, is this true in 

political discourse? Questions in the SSC can be examined to reflect the power of the speaker 

in regards to gender. Females have been gaining power in political discourse recently and Saudi 

is not an exception, as females have recently joined the SSC. The questions used by Shura 

members will be examined and investigated to see whether there is a gender difference. As 

females are new members would they join the speech community or would they differ and 

create their own norms? 

 

5.1.5 Questions Elicitation 
 

Questions are conceived as a functional discourse category. Tsui (1992) notes that questions 

cannot simply be subsumed under either “request” or “directives”: she argues that utterances 

which elicit solely a verbal response should be referred to as “Elicitations”.  Elicitation is a 

term first used by Sinclair and Coulthard (1975, p.28) to define an act that functions to request 

a linguistic (or non-linguistic) response from a co-interactant. Several studies have looked at 

question elicitations from different directions.  
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In terms of questions, Ilie (1999) examined three types of argumentative non-standard 

questions: expository questions; rhetorical questions; and echo questions in talk shows. She 

later applied this classification on parliamentary questions in 2018. The analysis was carried 

out in terms of response elicitation and argumentative orientation. According to the response 

elicitation criteria proposed by Ilie (1994, p.83), three major types of questions can be 

distinguished as: 

 

1. Information-eliciting, answer-eliciting “+information-eliciting like: (standard Qs) – 

information-eliciting (examination Qs) ± information-eliciting (confirmation- eliciting 

Qs, permission-asking Qs, echo Qs, parliamentary Qs)”, 

2.  Action eliciting “+ information & + answer-eliciting (questioner-action-eliciting) or ± 

information- & ± answer-eliciting (answerer-action-eliciting)”. 

3. Mental response-eliciting questions “–verbalization (Rhetorical Qs + tacit uptake or 

Rhetorical Qs + optional reactions (gestures, laughter, applause) + verbalization 

(Rhetorical Qs + optional answer/reply)”. 

 

In terms of argumentative orientation, Ilie (1999) made a classification of non-standard 

questions, according to which three main types of argumentative questions can be 

distinguished: argument-eliciting questions (interlocutor-oriented); argument-prefacing 

questions (interlocutor- and audience-oriented); and argumentative questions (message- and 

audience-oriented). The argument elicitation function of questions mainly relies on the answer 

and the discursive function which requires response evaluation: this is not the case in the Saudi 

Shura Council. 

 

Holmes (1995, p.43-5) drew attention to questions elicitation by comparing male’s and 

female’s questions. She identified three types of questioning: 

 

1. Supportive elicitation; imply a generally positive response to the content of the 

presentation, it can invite the speaker to elaborate or expand on some parts. 

2.  Critical elicitation; are less whole-heartedly or explicitly positive and contain a hint of 

criticism, they often consist of a modified agreement or a qualified disagreement, 

perhaps expressing a degree of negative evaluation or skepticism. 

3.  Antagonistic elicitations; generally, involve a challenging, aggressively critical 

assertion whose function is to attack the speaker’s position and demonstrate it is wrong. 
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She discovered that the males asked more questions in interviews and asked twice as many of 

what she terms 'antagonistic elicitations' compared to females. This categorization can be 

applied to Saudi Shura.  

 

When we want to examine direct questions, we look at interrogative questions which can be 

used to request information. In Oyeleye and Ayodele’s (2012, p.124-127) classification of 

Interrogative utterances in Legislative Interactional Discourse (LID), they apply two broad 

functional categories: elicitation and directive. “When used as elicitation, interrogative 

utterances are information-seeking. Interrogative utterances that elicit information in LID can 

be classified on the basis of the verbal responses which the questions prospect; among the 

various responses are inform, clarify, and confirm. On the other hand, as directives, they are 

action-seeking.” They have classified elicitation into five functional classification of 

interrogative Utterances in LID:  

 

1. Elicit-inform Interrogative Utterances, elicit-inform question invites the addressee to 

supply a piece of information that is unknown to the speaker. The responses therefore 

cannot possibly realize a confirmation or disconfirmation of the speaker’s non-existent 

assumptions. 

2.  Elicit-clarify Interrogative Utterances. In the discursive format of legislative discourse, 

accuracy and facts are sacrosanct as they form the basis of sound legislation. To achieve 

this, questions are often put by the Speaker at various stages of the debate to get the 

accurate position adopted by the House or an individual on any particular issue. Elicit-

clarify questions prospect a clarification of the preceding utterance or utterances. They 

can be realized by Wh-interrogatives or a high key repetition of a word or phrase in the 

preceding utterance.  

3.  Elicit-confirm Interrogative Utterances. Elicit-confirm interrogatives constitute 

another category of questions which invite the addressee to confirm the assumption 

contained in a speaker’s utterance. Generally speaking, the function of the interrogative 

is to initiate a move that will give or assert agreement with the speaker’s assumption. 

4.  Elicit-agree Interrogative Utterances. This sub-category of elicitation utterances invites 

the addressee to agree with the assumptions raised by the speaker that the proposition 

expressed is self-evidently clear. Elicit-agree questions provide leads that are quite 

useful as a way of achieving consensus among members on any issue before the House. 
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Sometimes a speaker could use elicit-questions, such as “are you with me?” or “don’t 

you agree with me?” as a way of obtaining concurrence from a listener thereby serving 

as a booster for the speaker to continue with his/her contribution. The response to elicit-

agree questions may simply be yes (concurrence) or no (denial of the assumption). 

5. Elicit-permit Interrogative Utterances. Elicit-permit questions in LID request the 

Speaker “fellow Councilors or the president” to grant permission to the utterer to take 

a solicited action. For instance, when the need arises for a speaker to refer to the statute 

books, cite a portion of either the standing rules of procedure of the House or the 

Constitution of the Federal Republic of Nigeria, or makes reference to any material that 

is needed as backings for the argument being presented by the speaker. The Speaker 

may grant or refuse the request. 

 

This categorization is a useful way of defining the goal of asking an interrogative question. It 

makes analyzing an interrogative question possible as its elicitation is defined in relation to the 

intentions of the speaker which can, in their turn, be identified from the overall discourse and 

the context; therefore, questions need to be examined within the context in which they occur. 

The most common forms that can be applied to the Saudi Shura Council are elicit-inform and 

elicit-clarify Interrogative Utterances, as members usually seek information about the agendas 

or clarification about the presented proposals.  Elicit-permit Interrogative is the least useful to 

my research as it can only be used to ask the president to read the recommendations or to speak, 

but they are not used as an argumentative tool. 

 

All these categorizations overlap and are similar in many ways. However, we need to consider 

the fact that they are defined in relation to the answer which it is given to them. In the SSC 

these questions do not receive an immediate answer, so the functions of the questions cannot 

be categorised in the same way, by considering the answers. Therefore, we need to adopt an 

inductive practice to examine the questions first, then decide which of these categories can be 

applied to the Saudi Shura Council questions.  As the function of the questions in the Council 

cannot be categorized the same way, by considering the answer. 

 

In this literature review section about questions, I have attempted to summarize previous 

studies related to this study which are the definition of questions, then moved to the effect of 

these questions in discourse and finally linked them to parliamentary discourse. Then explored 

studies about gender and questions. A way to analyse questions that don’t receive an answer 
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was through their elicitation by assuming the speaker’s intention for addressing such questions. 

All the literature discussed in this part section 5.1 has laid the foundations for the methodology 

part (5.2) and the analysis (Chapter 6). 

5.2 Methodology 
 
This methodology is derived from the main macro methodology presented in Chapter 3.In order 

to introduce the methods used to identify and analyse the use of questions as a rhetorical device 

in the SSC in relation to gender, I present the RQs (5.2.1) that the analysis chapter 6 seeks to 

answer. I then define the form of Arabic questions (5.2.2) as the analysis is on Arabic data. In 

(5.2.3), I present the function of the questions I have found in my corpora, I also find a way to 

analyse my questions as they do not receive an answer through looking at their elicitation 

discussed in section (5.2.3.3). I then develop my own analytical framework to fit the questions 

in the corpus (5.2.4).  

 

5.2.1 Research questions 

 
Previous literature has looked at the ways in which questions are used in the question time of 

Western parliaments, but in the majority of cases focusing on English and with some limited 

exploration of other languages. The current study builds on previous findings regarding the 

rhetorical uses of questions but has had to adapt them to questions which do not receive an 

answer to accommodate the nature of the interaction in the SSC. The specific questions to be 

answered are as follows: 

 

2.1. How do members compensate for not having an official question time in the Saudi Shura 

Council? 

2.2. Is there a gender difference in the use of questions among members during their debates? 

2.3. Do members of the Council have a preferred means of questioning, through a choice of 

particular questions? 

 

5.2.2 The form of questions in Arabic 
 

It is necessary to distinguish between the different types of questions which are mainly 

categorized as Yes/No questions: with a Yes or No answer; alternative questions, with an 

answer choice either/or option; and Wh- questions, that can be in the form of What, Where, 
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When, Why and How. Levinson (1983) states that these questions have different pragmatic 

presuppositions, connecting language to the world and the speaker. Stalnaker (1973) associates 

these presuppositions with a sentence, with a condition that a speaker is normally expected to 

hold a common understanding between discourse participants when that sentence is uttered. 

However, Levinson (1983) associated these presuppositions with questions, Yes/No questions 

share the presupposition of an assertive structure, and will generally have a vacuous 

presupposition, being the disjunction, the truth/ falsity of the modified proposition is 

established by either of two possible answers such as yes or no. For example, in asking ‘did 

you go to work today?’ the answer is presupposed to be either yes or no. Alternative questions, 

presuppose the disjunction of their answer, but in this case non-vacuously as in ‘you want 

cheese or butter?’ the answer presupposed is either cheese or butter. Wh-questions introduce 

the presuppositions obtained by replacing the Wh-word by the appropriate existentially 

quantified variable, e.g. who by someone, where by somewhere, how by somehow, when by 

what time (Levinson 1983, p.184). As in ‘where did you go last night?’ the answer is 

presupposed to be by providing a location for example to a party or to an event. 

 

When it comes to the analysis of Arabic discourse we need to briefly overview the basic 

characteristics of the Arabic language; it has its own script (written from right to left) in a 28-

letter alphabet (25 consonants and 3 long vowels), with allographic variants and diacritics that 

are used as short vowels (except one diacritic which is used as a double consonant marker). 

Arabic script does not support capitalization and numbers are written from left to right. 

Question formation and the use of question words in Arabic are not complex. In general, the 

interrogative word is placed at the beginning of a sentence. There is no inversion of word order, 

usually just the insertion of the question word as in the categories below (Ryding 2005, p.401). 

 

Like English, Arabic questions can be grammatically classified Wh-questions, yes/no questions 

and alternative questions. As I noted above, the form of the question does not mean that these 

questions are designed to elicit information; they can be rhetorical or answered by the speaker 

for a rhetorical purpose. In order to investigate the type of questions asked in Arabic I will 

explore the kinds of words used in place of Wh-questions. For example, we have 6 categories: 

 

1- What “ اذام | ام  (maa/maada)”/which “ يأ  (ayya)”. 

2- Where has 3 forms in Arabic where “ نیأ  (ayna)”/ to where “ نیأ ىلا  (ila ayna)” /from where 

“ نیأ نم  (min ayna)”.  
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3- When/ “ ىتم  (mata)”. 

4-  Why (why/ “ اذامل  (li-maada)” what for /“ اذامل  (li-maada). 

5-  Who (who “ نم  (man)”/ whose “ نمل  (li-man)”).  

6-  How/how much (how “ فیك  (kayfa)”/how many “ مك  (kam)”/how much “ مك  (kam)”/ how 

much (price) “ مكب  (bi-kam)”/how long (time) “ ىتم ذنم  (mundu mata)”.   

 

Yes/No questions: in Arabic, if you ask a question it takes the exactly the same form as the 

corresponding statement. The only difference is in intonation, and the optional addition 

of لھ  (hal) at the beginning of the question. لھ  is standard Arabic, but is also used in colloquial 

Arabic by educated speakers (Ryding 2005). Another way of posing yes/no questions is to 

begin the sentence with “ ؟أ   (a)” and to Tag questions, in which a declarative or an imperative 

sentence is turned into an interrogative by concluding with a tag such as “right?” “   حیحص

(saheh)”.  

 

Alternative questions in Arabic appear in the use of the alternative conjunctions “ مأ ” (am) or 

“ وأ ” (aw). These can be either combined with Wh-question or Yes/No question forms. But they 

are usually combined with the لھ  (hal) at the beginning of the question then “ مأ ” (am) or “ وأ ” 

(aw) to function as “or”. They also appear in Wh-questions. There are also direct forms of 

questions starting with “the question is / وھ لاؤسلا  ” as in examples (7) and (8). This is very 

common in the Council; it appears in Hypophora.   

  

5.2.3 The function of questions in the corpus 

 

The functional approach to questions focuses on the role of the question within various 

interaction situations (Wilson 1990). It can be hard to categorize questions as one needs to look 

at their different discourse functions (Athanasiandou 1991). Athanasiandou states that 

questions can reflect the relationship between the speaker and the hearer, each type of question 

can reflect a different speaker intention. When all the questions from the SSC meetings are 

gathered, it is possible to connect them to political debates by dividing them into two subsets: 

questions for information (interrogative, direct, and indirect questions); and rhetorical 

questions. Since there is no immediate response required during the sessions this categorization 

seems most fitting, because they enable one to judge the question itself without the necessity 

of a response. Rhetorical tropes can appear in questions, they can be connected to questions 
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like Hypophora (“Question with an answer”), and Pysma (“asking a series of questions that 

requires a complicated answer”).   

 

5.2.3.1 Interrogative questions 

 
Labov and Fanshel (1977) analyze questions in speech act terms as 'requests for information'. 

Requests for information are represented as a means of supplying a need on the part of the 

speaker. The prototypical direct request for information is realized either as an imperative (say 

more, tell me) or as an interrogative where the speaker orders that information be given or 

presumes that by the means of the utterance of the illocutionary act itself the hearer is obligated 

to provide information. Direct and indirect questions have an interrogative function which is 

common in political discourse, because members seek answers to their questions about agendas 

and recommendations. Members usually justify their questions; they are not asked randomly. 

They have different ways of emphasizing the importance of the question, either by 

paraphrasing it or by mentioning the importance of getting an answer to the question using 

phrases like “we need an answer” or simply by saying “This is an important question”, or even 

by suggesting a possible answer.  

 

 It is reasonable in political debates to raise questions about the agendas presented. Most direct 

questions take the form of interrogative questions. According to Athanasiandou (1991) these 

questions are intended to establish a fact, and attribute responsibility. The questioner does not 

always know the answer. This set of questions is to test, to challenge, and to control. They can 

have a positive and / or negative answer. When a question is asked that requires an answer, 

there are implications about the dominance of the speaker: this matter is worth investigating. 

They may also be a request for unknown information; the speaker wants to know something 

and assumes the hearer knows the answer. 

 

Indirect questions can be categorized under Searle’s taxonomy (1991) as indirect requests for 

information. This category of question can be analyzed through four principal felicity 

conditions for indirect directives: the preparatory condition (ability); the sincerity condition 

(wish or desire); the propositional condition (performance of future act, willingness to perform 

future act); and essential condition (counts as an attempt to get hearer to perform act). Thus, a 

speaker can employ an indirect request for information by invoking the preparatory condition: 

'Can you open the door?'; the sincerity condition: 'I wish to have some biscuits and tea'; the 
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propositional condition: 'Will you come to work tomorrow?'; or the essential condition: 

'Hannah, I’m interested in hearing about your trip’. All these types of directives can be linked 

to indirect questions.  

 

In the data different types of interrogative questions ‘direct and indirect’ can be found. The 

questions are addressed to seek information rather than reaction, fulfilling the main purpose for 

asking questions.   

 

5.2.3.2 Rhetorical questions 

 

Sociological studies show that rhetorical questions are widely employed as a persuasive tool 

by political and commercial campaigners (Petty et al., 1981). The pragmatic definition of 

rhetorical questions provided by Ilie (1994) offers a concise and insightful explanation of their 

nature and functioning: 

 

 “A rhetorical question is a question used as a challenging statement to convey 

the addresser’s commitment to its implicit answer in order to induce the 

addressee’s mental recognition of its obviousness and the acceptance, verbalized 

or nonverbalized, of its validity.”  

(Ilie 1994, p.128) 

 

According to this definition, a rhetorical question can be described as having the illocutionary 

force of a question and the perlocutionary effect of a statement (Ilie 1994, 2018). In relation to 

parliamentary discourse Ilie (2018) has categorized rhetorical questions as a non-standard 

question, since they do not conform to the standard form by requiring an answer. The discourse 

function of this type of question according to Athanasiandou (1991) is that the speaker can 

reflect different intentions emphasizing a particular point to show that whatever they are asking 

the answer can be known. 

 

Speakers employ rhetorical questions in order to serve certain goals, such as moving the 

audience by inciting their emotions, or they can be employed in logic, the formal system of 

using rules to reach a conclusion, so as to structure a sound argument. Rhetorical questions are 

highly strategic in the sense that they raise the audience’s level of awareness. It serves as a 
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forceful statement, often negative. To be specific, a positive rhetorical question acts as a strong 

negative assertion, and the negative rhetorical question acts as a strong positive assertion 

(Wang 2014).  In political debates, as in everyday talk, rhetorical questions do not need an 

overt response, but will assist in establishing the veracity of the issues on the floor of the debate 

in a manner that will help the members to make an informed decision. Within the context of 

the member’s contribution, it serves as backings for the argument being presented by the 

member and certainly will provide further grounds for the argument to be established. 

Rhetorical questions are used in many political speeches to appeal to the audience’s emotions 

and logic and most importantly to reinforce an argument. Brown and Levinson (1978, p.228) 

consider rhetorical questions as politeness strategies used to minimize face risk, and they limit 

the uses of the rhetorical questions to the performance of particular acts: excuses, criticisms, 

sarcasm, and irony. 

 

 Rhetorical questions became an important part of many political speeches, appearing in the 

speeches, noted by Atkinson (2005), of Abraham Lincoln, Margaret Thatcher, and Winston 

Churchill, who used rhetorical questions in order to move the audience and catch their 

attention. They are also a characteristic apparent in Arabic speeches, being used in Nasir’s 

speech discussed in Mushira and Holes (1991) as a way to get the audience involved in the 

development of the text. In Saudi political discourse, as Al-Osaimi (2000) discussed, the late 

King Faisal’s use of rhetorical questions is an attempt to stimulate the audience. It was also 

used by a female Arab figure, Queen Rania, as a way to stir the audience’s emotions in her 

English speeches (Amaireh, 2013).  

 

When we want to relate the study of questions to parliamentary discourse, we need to identify 

the type of questions addressed in parliament in terms of pragma-linguistic criteria. 

Parliamentary questions often function as rhetorical questions and loaded questions, which are 

confirmation-eliciting, reaction-eliciting and/or action-eliciting, rather than information-

eliciting in that they single out and expose the opponent’s weaknesses, often in an ironical or 

sarcastic tone (Ilie 2015b, p.207). Instead of asking for information from the hearer or 

addressee, the speaker can use a question to make a statement (Zhang et al., 2017).  

 

Rhetorical questions can be used in wider rhetorical moves. A particular trope involving 

questions is called Hypophora also known as Anthypophora and Antipophora. By asking 

questions and immediately answering them the speaker is able to refute an opponent or display 
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his or her knowledge. According to Zimmer (2012) hypophora is an effective rhetorical device 

as it displays the sense that the speaker is having a dialogue with the audience, asking the 

question arouses the curiosity of the audience about the answer. Thus, a well-timed pause 

between the question and answer can heighten the effect, it can also show that the speaker is 

confident and in control. Question and answer are built in to mimic the give and take of real 

conversation and vicariously involve the audience in the developing argument (Mushira et al., 

1993, p.22). It may reveal many questions that members of your audience, “The people or 

fellow councilors”, may have in their minds.  

 

A further trope involving questions is Pysma; this is a complicated form of questioning. A 

standard definition is that this involves asking a series of questions for rhetorical reasons 

(which would together require a complex reply). This form is used to show the speaker 

concerns about the topic discussed and the urgency of the investigation required for this matter. 

Members use it by consecutively posing 2 to 5 questions. They can be used to highlight 

divergent or convergent thoughts. When speaking about a particularly complex issue, one 

technique that reinforces this complexity is to ask a series of questions which, if answered, 

would all point in different directions. Instead it can highlight convergent thoughts, if the 

questions were answered, all of the answers would point in the same direction.  

 

All rhetorical questions perform a discursive function that goes beyond the simple 

informational exchange process. These questions can signal the intentions of the speaker, as 

well as the nature of their relation with the interlocutor. As a divergent type of questions, 

rhetorical questions have aroused the interest of rhetoricians, grammarians, and pragmatists 

alike, who have approached their studies from different angles and made fruitful findings. 

Rhetoricians lay stress on the persuasive effect of rhetorical questions; grammarians focus on 

their syntactic and semantic features; and pragmatists take an interest in their communicative 

functions in diversified contexts. Rhetorical questions, like other rhetorical devices, add variety 

and interest to a speech.  

 

5.2.4 Analytical framework 

 

Questions are part of the speech acts performed in the Parliamentary discourse (Ilie 2010). It 

is important to keep in mind that speech acts are not performed or evaluated separately, as self-
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standing units, they need to be examined within discourse. Therefore, questions need to be 

evaluated at the macro-level, with reference to the macro broader frames. It is for that reason 

that this study has applied pragmatic concepts in the description of political talk by examining 

the form and the function of parliamentary oral questions. The research was set to employ both 

quantitative and qualitative analysis to discover whether there is a gender difference in the use 

of questions. The quantitative approach was applied with identifying the number of the 

questions and their functions. Questions were extracted from 16 sessions over the period of 4 

years. They were identified in relation to the context by examining pre-question and post-

question text, as they need to be defined based on the context. The results from the quantitative 

analysis led to the qualitative analysis. The qualitative analysis enabled me to examine 

questions closely and to identify that ways in which these questions are used to reinforce the 

argument of the speaker. This study will investigate the form of the questions which are 

categorized to Wh-, Yes/No and alternative questions as in table .2 in section 7.  

 

 
Figure 2 Taxonomy for the function of questions in the Council 

 

The function is divided into two major categories:  interrogative and rhetorical questions as in 

Figure 2 Interrogative questions include direct and indirect questions. This categorization was 

chosen based on their answer, informational, and clarification eliciting function. One way to 

detect direct questions is from its grammatical form or by seeing the phrase “The question” or 

by its information eliciting function. Indirect questions are detected based on the information 
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eliciting function as they speaker may say “I don’t know” or “I wonder” which is an indirect 

request for information. Sometimes they are both combined with an answer eliciting function 

as “I hope to find an answer”. The other major category is rhetorical questions, here divided 

into 3 different categories: rhetorical questions; Hypophora; and Pysma which are rhetorical 

ways of asking questions. All the rhetorical questions are mainly detected for not having an 

information or answer elicitation, but rather being a statement used as a question with the 

intention of eliciting an action or reaction from fellow members. Hypophora and Pysma are 

rhetorical tropes, they are easily detected within the text. This is done on the basis of intuition. 

Hypophora can be spotted in two ways, either indirectly when the speaker presents a question 

then gives the answer after or can be directly extracted from the text by looking for the phrases 

“the question” and “the answer”. This form does not have any response elicitation function as 

it states both the answer and the question. Pysma is detected when a series of questions are 

asked together at once, it starts with 2 successive questions to an unlimited number.  

After looking at the function of questions I examine the eliciting force of questions as discussed 

in the literature in section (5.1.5). The question elicitation types used in the analysis of 

questions in the Saudi Shura Council. As those questions do not receive an immediate response, 

they need to be treated differently. Not all the functions suggested by previous literature can 

be applied to the Shura questions, therefore these forms were narrowed according to the data. 

Also, most of the types of elicitation discussed in the literature overlap or collapse with each 

other. For instance, all of Ilie’s (1994) elicit categorizations are found in Ilie (2015b) and 

Oyeleye and Ayodele (2012). Holmes (1995) elicitations overlaps with Oyeleye and Ayodele’s 

(2012) and also can fit with the other studies like supportive elicitation overlaps with elicit 

agree and critical elicitation overlaps with elicit clarify. Therefore, the elicitation types in 

Figure 3 were selected. 
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Figure 3 Questions elicitation in the SSC 

 

The Saudi Shura questions are unique as they do not have a particular question time, therefore 

we could not rely on one type of categorization like Ilie’s (1994). Since we are trying to 

investigate gender difference in questioning, Holmes’ (1995) categorization was considered 

even though it may not appear in all the questions (such as interrogatives and elicit information 

or clarification). Because I have categorized questions according to their function in Figure 2 

we have two main forms interrogative and rhetorical questions, but the categorization of their 

elicitation in Figure 3 would apply mostly on all the types of questions. It is important to 

consider that there is no clear distinction between all these types of elicitations as they may 

overlap at some point. That said, they are useful for distinguishing the pragmatic function of 

questions and the persuasive intention behind their us
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5.3 Final remarks 
 

In this chapter, I briefly introduced the persuasive power of questions; then show how it is 

viewed in political discourse. Gender and questions in parliamentary discourse has not been 

explored in previous literature. Therefore, I introduced general gender and questions studies to 

create a link to my analysis. In the second part of this chapter I presented the methodology used 

to carry out the analysis for this study, taking into consideration the questions found in the 

corpora, and how they can be analysed. I presented a division for the form of questions divided 

to Yes/No, Wh- and alternative questions. Then I developed a taxonomy for the analysis of the 

function of questions in more detail. Finally, I explored all these questions in relation to their 

elicitation to explain the speaker’s intention for posing them.  

 

In Chapter 6, I present quantitative findings for the forms of questions used by male and female 

politicians and discuss the qualitative findings to reach the results in terms of the use of 

pronouns as a rhetorical device among members in the Council. 
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Chapter 6 Questions analysis 
 
 
 

Introduction  
 
In chapter 5, I reviewed previous literature on the use of questions in parliamentary discourse 

with a focus on gender and explained the analytical framework. In this chapter I provide 

quantitative results and discuss qualitative insights concerning the use of questions as a form 

of argumentation and persuasion in the debates. I will look to answer this question RQ 2.1, 

How do members compensate for not having an official question time in the Saudi Shura 

Council? I have provided some grounds in the previous chapter in the analytical framework for 

the type of questions I will analyse. The answer to the third question RQ 2.2, Is there a gender 

difference in the use of questions among members during their debates? will appear through 

both the quantitative and qualitative analysis of interrogative and rhetorical questions which is 

found in this chapter. Also, through the discussion of the quantitative findings we will see the 

number and types of questions member ask in their debates to answer the second RQ 2.3, Do 

members of the Council have a preferred means of questioning, through a choice of particular 

questions?  In the final section I provide answers to the research questions RQs (2.1/2.2/ 2.3) 

and I discuss the results in relation to the wider Saudi context (6.5). 

 
The questions that will be analyzed in this corpus are from the Councillors’ debates about the 

agendas and recommendations presented to them during their weekly meetings. Most of the 

questions are directed to the committee chairman or the president of the Council. However, 

whilst questions may be posed, they do not need to be answered immediately within the session. 

Instead, the questions posed may inform the nature of future reports to the Council. When we 

investigate questions in the SSC, we can see that the same speaker may ask questions in 

different sessions, so this style is linked to particular speakers rather than to all the speakers.  

6.1 Quantitative analysis 
 

The analysis of the questions in the SSC is divided between looking at their form, then their 

function. The tables below will show the quantitative findings from the dataset. Deciding the 

form of questions was based on searching for the words identified in section (6.2.2.1). While 
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the function of questions was identified from the qualitative analysis deciding the intention of 

the speaker for addressing such questions. The table below identifies the form of every 

question addressed in the Council which the numbers would vary from the function of 

questions as will be presented later in Table 5. 

 

Table 3 The distribution of questions based on their form 

From of 

the 

question 

Male 

raw 

Male 

normalized 
(per 10,000 

words) 

Female 

raw 

Female 

normalized 
(per 10,000 

words) 

Sig. χ2 Value 
 

Wh/ 

questions 

56 15.86 40 41.28 p < .001 
 

10.82757 
 

Yes/no 

questions 

22 6.23 2 2.06 Not sig. 1.75645 
 

Alternative 

questions 

5 1.41 1 1.03 Not sig. 0.00 

Total 83 23.5 43 44.38 p < .01 10.59295 

 

The most popular form of questions used in the Saudi political debates among both genders is 

Wh- questions: 15.86 per 10,000 words for males and 41.28 for females. Females evidentially 

use these questions far more with a significant gender difference in their use with a significance 

rate of p < .001 and a χ2 Value of 10.82757. The Yes/No question is used three times more by 

male speakers with 6.23 for males and 2.06 for females, but with no significance rate- the raw 

numbers of occurrence here are very low. The alternative questions appear among males more 

with 5 questions and only one in females’, as they are presented as something halfway between 

Wh- and Yes/No questions. This finding is different from those of Wilson’s (1990) and Fetzer, 

et al.,’s (2015). Wilson (1990, p.149) discovered from a sample of 139 questions in the House 

of Commons discourse, that 116 of the questions were yes/no and only 23 were Wh-questions. 

Ilie (2015b, p.207) claim that most parliamentary questions belong to the closed category of 

yes-no questions, which are meant to constrain the respondent’s answering options. 

 

But the SSC presents a different case, favouring Wh-questions over Yes/No questions. This 

may be accounted for by the absence of an allotted question time in the Saudi Shura Council. 
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Asking Yes/No questions from a closed category requires an immediate answer which is not 

apparent in the Council as questions are not answered on the spot. They are therefore, unlikely 

to stimulate the debate to go on as the questions are embedded in debate and talk time. Asking 

Wh-questions will enable members to carry their discussion further as they are more open-

ended and will still be useful even if they do not elicit an immediate response. Using this 

method, the speaker will still be able to convey more of an effect as a more discursive response 

is required. It might also be related to them questioning the agendas presented and the best way 

to express their view and create an argumentative question is through the use of an open-ended 

question category such as Wh- questions. As Koshik (2003, p.68) found that Wh-questions are 

used as challenging questions in institutional talk; because instead of asking for new 

information, they are used to convey a strong epistemic stance of the questioner, especially a 

negative assertion. As a result, Wh-questions can be accompanied by accounts which give the 

grounds for the challenge. From our analysis we have also noticed that there is a gender 

difference in the form of the question. Males tend to mix Yes/No and Wh- questions in their 

interrogatives as examples (7,10,12,13), while females’ favour Wh-questions as examples 

(8,9,11,14). There is a significant difference in males’ and females’ use of questions with p < 

.01 and a χ2 Value of 10.59295. Which leads to Table 4. 

 

Table 4 The ratio for the number of questions by male and female speakers 

Males Females 
(35,305) words (9,689) words 

16.99 Per 10,000 words 38.18 Per 10,000 words 

 

Before moving to the next table I would like to point out that when it comes to the total number 

of questions, we can see a difference in the numbers presented in Table 3 of the form of 

questions as it had a total of 126 questions while the function Table 5 displays only 97 

questions in total. This is because Pysma contains a series of questions and each question has 

its own form. That is why there are more questions in the form table while according to their 

function there are only 97 types. 
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Table 5 The distribution of questions based on their function 

Questions Male 

Raw 
Rate per 

10,000 

words 

Female 

Raw 
Rate per 

10,000 

words 

Sig. χ2 Value 
 

Rhetorical 

Questions 
Simple 

Rhetorical 

question 

16 4.53 8 8.25 Not 

sig. 
1.34157 

 

Pysma 10 2.83 8 8.25 p < .05 
 

4.31960 
 

Hypophor

a 
11 3.11 2 2.06 Not 

sig. 
0.04083 

 

Total 
 

37 10.48 18 18.57 Not 

sig. 
3.44690 

 

Interrogative 

Questions 
Direct 20 5.66 14 14.45 p < .05 6.63150 

 

indirect 3 0.84 5 5.16 Numbers too small to 
carry out a test for 

significance 
Total 23 6.51 

 

19 16.61 p < 

.001 
11.67587 

 

 

From the quantitative findings, the analysis of the function of questions in the table shows that 

there is a slightly significant difference between the general category of rhetorical and 

interrogative questions with the ratio of 12.22 per 10,000 words for rhetorical questions and 

9.33 for interrogative questions. Most of the questions in the Council were rhetorical questions; 

including Pysma, Hypophora and simple rhetorical questions with the rate of 10.48 for men 

and 18.57 for women. But with no significant difference in the use of rhetorical questions 

gender wise, except when it comes to pysma women use them more with a significant 

difference of p < .05 with χ2 Value of 4.31960. While interrogative questions (direct and 

indirect questions) were slightly less used than rhetorical questions with the rate of 6.51 for 

men and 16.61 for women. The least popular type of questions were indirect questions with the 

normalisation number of 0.84 by males and 5.16 by females. This conforms to Lakoff’s (1975a) 

as women in her finding have addressed indirect interrogative questions more than men. In 

both forms direct and indirect questions there is a significant gender difference with 

significance of p < .05 for each. This shows that females use indirect questions more than men, 
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there is a significant difference with p < .05 with χ2 Value of 5.70717. The same applies for 

all the interrogative questions there is a significant difference as females use them more than 

males with the significant difference of p < .001 and χ2 Value of 11.67587.  Women use 

interrogative and rhetorical questions similarly with almost equal rates (18.57 for rhetorical 

questions and 16.61 for interrogative questions), while men tend to use rhetorical questions 

slightly more with 10.40 for rhetorical questions and 6.51 for interrogative questions.  

 

According to this section we can notice that there is a quantitative gender difference when it 

come to the use of questions as women asked substantially more questions than men and this 

will be explored further in the qualitative analysis in the following section. 

6.2 Qualitative insights into the use of questions in the SSC 
 

The quantitative findings in Tables Table 3, Table 5 and Table 4 reveal that there is a statistical 

gender difference in the use of questions in the SSC. In this section the questions based on 

Figure 2 in applying the taxonomy of questions analysis then identify its type of elicitation in 

Figure 3. The main goal of this section is to discuss how and why members use questions in 

their discourse and the speaker’s persuasive intentions behind them. Therefore, the analysis of 

this chapter will begin with interrogative then rhetorical questions. Since the questions 

addressed in the Council do not receive an answer, the analysis will be based on identifying 

the speaker’s intention by looking at their elicitation presented in Figure 3. 

6.2.1 Interrogative Questions 
 

Interrogative questions are divided into direct and indirect questions based on Figure 2 

taxonomy, this function is common in political discourse especially if there was a dedicated 

question time, since members seek answers to their questions about agendas and 

recommendations. In terms of elicitation according to Oyeleye and Ayodele’s (2012) five 

categories of the elicitation of interrogative utterances, the most common is to elicit-inform 

and elicit-clarify Interrogative Utterances; the least popular are elicit-confirm, elicit-agree and 

elicit-permit Interrogative Utterances.  
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6.2.1.1 Direct questions 
 
When it comes to this function of questions in the SSC, we can find many questions having the 

pre-questioning tag like “the question is, I’m asking, or I wonder”. This case appeared in 13 

out of 97 questions (13.4 % of questions posed by both male and female speakers) these can 

be considered direct questions as they usually elicit information. Example (7) illustrates this 

preamble to a question: 

 

(7) 

 دیكأتلاب ةیلاملا ةرازو ؟معدلل بلطلا اذھ ساسأ وھ ام نھذلا ىلا ردابتی يذلا لاؤسلاف :فینملا الله دبع .د
  .بلط يلأ يببسلا معدلا دجو ام ىتم ىلاوتت نل

 

Dr. Abdullah Al-Muneef (M): The question that comes to mind is what is the basis 1 

of this request for support? The Ministry of Finance will not comply when there 2 

isn’t any justification request for this support. 3 

 

In order to support the question, the Councillor is saying that the Ministry of Finance will not 

comply with this report if it did not have a clear justification. This type of question was used 

to in an interrogative manner to elicit clarification; this question is put by the speaker to get an 

accurate position to know why financial support was needed as it was not mentioned in the 

report.  

 

We can look at females’ use of direct questions in order to compare their style with 

males as in excerpt (8): 

 

(8) 

 ةسایسلا حملام يھ ام وھ ةقیثولا هذھ ھیلع بیجت نأ يغبنی يذلا لاؤسلا :بلاط وبأ بنیز .د
 و ةیداصتقلاا و ةیسایسلا ةیمنتلا و ةینیدلا و ةیداصتقلاا ةكلمملا ةناكمب ةلصلا تاذ ةكلمملل ةیناكسلا
 و ةلوھأملا ةعساشلا تاحاسملا و ةدتمملا ةیفارغجلا دودحلا عم ةقفاوتم و ةكلمملا يف ةیعامتجلاا

.دحاولا لفطلا ةسایس يھف ةحضاو نیصلا يف ةیناكسلا ةسایسلا لاثمف ؟ةلوھأملا ریغ
 

Dr. Zeinab Abu Talib (F) : Your Excellency the president the question that 1 

should be answered in this document is what are the characteristics of the 2 

Kingdom's population policy in relation to the Kingdom's economic status, 3 
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religious, political, economic and social development in the Kingdom? And is 4 

it compatible with the extended geographical boundaries and the vast 5 

inhabited and uninhabited areas? For example, China's population policy is 6 

clear - it is the one-child policy. 7 

 

 This question was repeated again at the closing of her debate, this is a characteristic of Arabic 

rhetoric, and considered rhetorically persuasive (see section 2.4.3 of the characteristic of 

Arabic speeches). 

(9) 

؟ةكلمملل ةیناكسلا ةسایسلا يھ ام لاسأ ىرخأ ةرم  

 

Again, I’m asking what is the population policy of the Kingdom? 

 

Dr. Zeinab emphasizing the importance of the answer, eliciting an answer before asking the 

question using the modal auxiliary “ يغبنی  /should” in example 8; modality concerns the writer’s 

(or speaker’s) attitude toward and/or confidence in the proposition being presented (Lillian, 

2008, p.2). At its strongest, should in English takes on the meaning of moral obligation, or duty 

(defined in moral or legal terms) Is it the same for يغبنی . At its weakest, it merely offers advice, 

if subjective, or describes correct procedure, if objective (Coates, 1983, p.59). Like ‘should’, 

يغبنی  reflects the speaker’s judgment that another person is obligated to perform some action 

(Fowler, 1985, p.72). Using this word, the speaker obliged the committee to answer the 

question. In order to clarify the request, she indicated clearly all the factors that need to be 

considered, then she supported it with examples to clarify that the aim of the question is we 

need to suggest that a similar answer or system is need in Saudi Arabia. She repeated the 

question at the end of the argument, thus reinforcing the persuasive power of the question and 

how important it is to consider it. This type of question is to the Elicit-inform Interrogative 

Utterance (Oyeleye and Ayodele, 2012). She backed the question using different methods of 

support as using the directive auxiliary modal “ يغبنی  /should”, repeating the question then 

giving examples of the answer she needs. 
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The example below illustrates the fact that male speakers also repeat the question. 

 

(10) 

 

 ةینازیم لظ يف ماھملا هذھب موقت ةئیھلا هذھ فیك لھذنی ةئیھلا ةینازیمل عبتتملا نكل :سیدیركلا روصنم .د

 لكشی بتاورلا دنب ریال نویلم 181 ماعلا اذھل ةئیھلا ةینازیم ماع لك يف و ةئیھلا ریرقت ؟ ادج ةدودحم

 اھیأ سیئرلا يلاعم .ریال نویلم 29 لكشی عبارلا بابلا وھ يللا عیراشملا دنب ةینازیملا هذھ نم 50%

  ؟ةفیعضلا ةینازیملا هذھ لظ يف ماھملا هذھب موقت ةئیھلا هذھ فیك لأستأ انأ تاوخلأاو ةوخلأا

Dr. Mansour Al-Kuraidis (M): Would an observer of the commission budget not 1 

be amazed at how it carries out these tasks under a very limited budget? The 2 

Authority's budget for this year is SR 181 million. The salaries band constitutes 3 

50% of this budget. The projects band which is the fourth section constitutes SR 4 

29 million. Dear President, Brothers and Sisters, I ask how this body carries out 5 

these tasks under this weak budget? 6 

 

Dr. Mansour paraphrased the idea from limited budget to weak budget to emphasize his 

surprise that it was possible to complete the work on so little money; he uses the words 

amazed, very limited. He also supported this question using numbers a strategy which 

conforms to Yu’s (2013) finding that a higher percentage of determiners, numbers, and 

modifiers characterized a male style in congressional discourse. The first question can be 

considered as a rhetorical question because he uses it to lead to the last interrogative 

questions. The second question was asked to elicit clarification from the committee as in 

how the commission was able to function under this budget, the committee needs to 

clarify as it seems a somewhat shocking revelation. 

 

(11) 

 دجوی لا نییدوعسلا ریغ نیلوستملا مظعم نلا ؟ مھب لعفن اذام يدوعس ریغ لوستم ناك اذا :يدنس ةایح .د
؟لعفن اذام دلب يأ نم شیا وھ فرعن ام ھتیوھ وأ رفسلا زاوج قرح نم مھنمف ةیوھ مھدنع  

 

Dr. Hayat Sindi (F): If the beggar is non-Saudi what do we do with them? Because 1 

most non-Saudi beggars do not have an identity, some of them burn their passport 2 

or identity. We don’t know from which country he came, what do we do with them? 3 
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Dr. Hayat here is trying to draw attention towards non-Saudi beggars and frames it as a “social 

issue”. She repeated the question at the beginning of the argument and again at the end. The 

question was used to elicit clarification as this situation is urgent and needs to be attended to.  

 

Before repeating the questions both speakers in examples 10/11 took the opportunity to justify 

why this question was important, before presenting it again either to show their amazement as 

in excerpt 10 or to confirm it is an urgent issue that needs addressing as in examples 8/9/11. 

This repetition can also be used to elicit a reaction as this matter needs to be resolved. This 

feature has frequently appeared in female’s discourse as in examples 8,9 and 11. 

 

Some questions can be used to add some logic to the argument and the matter being discussed, 

as in Mr. Khalifa in the example below rationalizing the situation of giving women leave of 

absence from work, to discuss that it’s a complicated point that needs to be directed to a 

specialized authority. 

 

 (12) 

 لودلا ضعب يف اذكو جوزلا ةافوو ةدلاولاو لاثم ةأرملا قوقح قبطن انحا انیج ول لاثم :يرسودلا ةفیلخ .أ
  انأ ؟نیتنس بتار عفدت نا عیطتست تاكرشلا لھ بتارلا عفدتو لفطلا ةناضح نیتنس يلا ةأرملا يطعت
 ةیعامتجلاا تانیمأتلا نكلو اھیف رظنلا قحتستو ةزیمم نیناوقلا هذھ نیناوقلا هذھ لثم لمعن انیغب اذإ دقتعأ
.غلابملا هذھ عفدب ةینعملا يھ  

 

Mr. Khalifa Al-Dosari (M): For example, if we want to apply women’s rights in 1 

regard to leaves for losing her husband or maternity leave. In some countries, 2 

women get two years maternity and get paid their salaries. Are the companies 3 

capable of paying a 2 years’ salary? I think, if we want to apply such laws, these 4 

laws are valuable and worthy of consideration, but the social security systems are 5 

the ones that are responsible for paying these sums. 6 

 

He is trying to question the committee’s proposal as it may not be easy to apply, and this is not 

the responsibility of the Ministry of Labor. He stated his opinion by saying “I think/  ” دقتعأ انأ 

he is trying to soften the tone of his criticism by saying “these laws are exceptional and worthy 

of consideration/ اھیف رظنلا قحتست و ةزیمم نیناوقلا هذھ  ”, following Holmes (1995) definition of a 



 

 
 

113 

supportive question, as he is not disagreeing with the recommendation, he thinks it is good but 

needs improving. His opinion comes after stating the question he addressed his personal 

opinion; he thinks it’s valuable and worthy of consideration. But he disagrees with its direction, 

as it should not be directed towards the Ministry of Labor but should be directed towards the 

social security system to determine whether they are able to cover the leave of absence costs.  

 

This softening supportive form of interrogatives is a common feature of the male discourse 

norms in the SSC, as can be seen in the following example. 

 

(13) 

 جاتحن سب زكارم انیدلو ةزھجا انیدلو ةدیج ثاحبا زكارم اندلاب يف انیدل i دمح :ناطلسلا ناطلس .د
؟عوضوم يف ركفن ام اذاملف .طبرلا
 

Dr. Sultan Al-Sultan (M): Thank God, we have in our country good research 1 

centres and we have tools and we have centres, but we need to link them. So why 2 

don’t we think about it?  3 

 

One of the males’ form of phrasing an interrogative question can come in the form of a 

suggestion, they tend to adopt a soft tone in questioning like example (13). It is a supportive 

kind of questions, since the speaker is talking about the positive resources that the country 

offers and suggests that the solution is simple.  The question is also used in elicit-agreement 

interrogative utterances; the speaker is inviting other members of the Council to think or agree 

with the assumptions raised by the speaker that the proposition expressed is self-evidently 

clear. Elicit-agree questions provide a lead that the speaker is asking for the consensus of his 

fellow colleagues that the solution to the problem is clear. The response to elicit-agree 

questions may simply be yes, it’s a good idea or no, it can’t be implemented as its hard or not 

simple. Moreover, the non-specific time frame of ‘thinking about’ something reduces the 

urgency with which an agreement needs to be arrived at. That reduces still further the potential 

face threat of the member’s intervention. 

 

In contrast to this lack of urgency of male members and desire to reduce the potential for 

questions to be seen as critical, distinctive feature of the female’s interrogative questions either 
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direct or indirect is to express the need for an answer before or after asking the question. We 

see this in Excerpt (8), (14), (15) in a direct question: 

 

(14) 

 وھ قباسلا ریرقتلا يف ةیلامشلا دودحلا ةقطنم يف ةئیھلا عرف نم زجنملا نا انل رھظی :ناماشلا لمأ .د
 زاجنلاا نم ةبسن ةبسنلا هذھ تناك اذإ %75 تغلب يلاحلا ریرقتلا يف زاجنلاا ةبسن نا نیح يف 80%

عورشملل  فیك  لوبقم  ریغ  اذھف  عورشملل  لماك  زاجنا  ةبسن  يھ  ةبسنلا  هذھ  تناك  اذإ  ضرتفملا و  يونسلا 
.ةنجللا نم  ةباجا  دجأ  نا  ىنمتا  اضیا  ؟  هزاجنإ ةبسن  صقانتت  نا   

 

Dr. Amal Al-Shaman (F): We have seen that the completion of the branch of the 1 

Commission in the northern border in the previous report is 80% while the 2 

completion rate in the current report amounted to 75% if this is a percentage of 3 

the estimated annual achievement and if this percentage is the percentage 4 

completion of the complete project its unacceptable. How can the project 5 

decrease the rate of achievement? I also hope to find an answer from the 6 

committee. 7 

 

Dr. Amal uses numbers to support her argument. The question is intended to achieve many 

things, like trying to elicit clarification as there is a contradiction in the report that needs to be 

clarified the numbers are inconsistent. This question fits into Holmes’ (1995) definition of 

antagonistic elicitation as she used the word “Unacceptable/ لوبقم ریغ ” and accused the report 

of being contradictory, supporting it with statistics to reinforce her argument which was 

characterized as a male a strategy according to Yu’s (2013) finding that a higher percentage of 

determiners, numbers, and modifiers characterized a male style in congressional discourse. She 

also seeks to elicit the answer at the end saying, “I hope to find an answer from the committee/ 

ةنجللا نم ةباجا دجا نا ىنمتا ”. All these elicitations reinforce the persuasive power of the question as 

she used many tools to support the question.  

 

The robust nature of female members’ questioning comes out in the qualitative analysis. Whilst 

formally (and quantitatively) we may saw difference only in numbers but no major differences 

in how male and female members use questions, we do see clear differences when we look to 

individual instantiations of questions.  
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6.2.1.2 Indirect questions 
 

Indirect questions appear in females discourse5 times (5.16 ratio) in comparison to males 4 

times (0.84 ratio) of their total questions. We can see that there is a significant difference 

between males and females with the significance rate of p < .05 this confirms the claim that 

females tend to be indirect Lakoff (1975a) as indirect questions appearing more females 

discourse rather than males. According to Athanasiadou (1991) these questions are 

characterized by the ignorance of the questioner of the answer and his avoidance taking the 

dominant role of asking a direct question. They are used as a polite request for information 

rather than an aggressive or direct form, it can be linked to softening the tone of the question. 

Most of the indirect functions in the debates are coined with phrases like “I don’t know/ لا 

يردا , ملعا لا ,فرعا لا  ”, “I wonder/ لأستأ انأ ”. All those questions can be considered indirect as they 

do not look like a question, but they have the potential to elicit an answer.  

 

Another indirect question by a female speaker using ‘I don’t know/ ملعا لا  ’ to request 

information. 

 

 (15) 

 لاو تاظحلاملا لاو تاغلابلا هذھ ةیعون لیلقتلا ركذی مل عفترم ددعلا لاز امو :ناماشلا لمأ .د
 ةنجللا رسفتست مل املو ببسلا وھ ام ملعا لاو ىتح اھنم لیلقتلا وا اھعم لماعتلل تمت يتلا تاءارجلاا

.ةنجللا نم ةباجا دجأ نا اوجرا رملاا اذھ نع  

 

Dr. Amal Al-Shaman (F): The number is still high (the report) did not mention 1 

the reduction of the quality of these filed reports and there are no notes and no 2 

procedures to deal with or reduce them even I do not know what the reason is 3 

and why the Committee did not inquire about this matter I hope to find an answer 4 

from the Committee. 5 

 

The speaker has adopted this form of questioning in her debate to shows her critical position 

towards the committee’s report, she used both direct and indirect questioning both pointing to 

the urgency of getting an answer for both. ‘I don’t know’ here is a form of indirect questioning 

because it is followed up with the more explicit statement indicating her desire for an answer. 

This question carries negative criticism using “did not mention the reduction of the quality of 

these filed reports and there are no notes and no procedures/ لا و تاغلابلا هذھ ةیعون لیلقتلا ركذی مل 
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تاءارجلاا لا و تاظحلاملا ” the negative form is carried in the double negation using “no/ لا  ”.  This 

question was used to elicit-clarification she used the phrase “I don’t know what is the reason/ 

ببسلا وھ ام ملعا لا ”, then indicated that the committee needs to clarify this lack of knowledge. 

She also hints that the committee did not inquire about this point, if not they need to pay it 

attention.  

On the other hand, another indirect question from a male speaker which clearly displays 

a different softer tone. 

 

(16) 

   .يصصختلا لصیف كلملا ىفشتسم ةجاحب يفت جمانربلا اذھ تاجرخم لھ لأستأ انأ :دووادلا رصان .د

 

Dr. Nasser Al-Dawod (M): I wonder if the outputs of this program meet the needs 

of King Faisal Specialized Hospital. 

 

The male’s form of indirect questioning seems simpler and more to the point in this 

example. The tone is much softer than in example 15 as he said “I wonder/ لأستأ ” alone, 

without adding the need for an answer. We can notice a gender difference in the function 

of the question as in the female form, she has insisted on the answer and used negative 

forms more, while in the male question it carried a much softer tone as in “I wonder or 

I don’t know” with no additional force added. 

 
6.2.2 Rhetorical questions  
 

Rhetorical questions are used to provoke, emphasize or argue in political debates. The use of 

rhetorical questions varies between males and females in how they tend to use them and 

combine them with other devices in my data. In this dataset we will examine three different 

types of rhetorical questions: simple rhetorical questions, Hypophora and Pysma. In total 

rhetorical questions were used often in the Council; of all the questions asked, 56.7% of them 

were rhetorical in nature. 

 

6.2.2.1 Simple rhetorical questions 
 
Simple rhetorical questions were used with the normalised rate of 4.53 for males, while females 

used them with a higher rate of 8.25 with no significant difference. Both males and females in 

the SSC use them in a similar way.  
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One example of the rhetorical use of questions is in giving comments about the case using an 

analytical way as in explaining the pension situation and supporting it with examples and 

numbers, the giving the obvious answer to this question as in examples (17) and (18).  

 

(17) 

 ةیونسلا ةدایزلاب اھطبرن نا ملكتنو نیدعاقتملا لخد ةدایز نع مویلا ملكتن انح ىنعی :يرسودلا ةفیلخ .أ

 ةدایزلا نیدعاقتملا ىلع قبطنت لا هذھ ةیونسلا ةدایزلا نلا قمعأ ةسارد ىلا جاتحی عوضوملا اذھ دقتعأو

 يدعاقت بتار ملتسیو تیب هدنع ام دحاولا........دعاقتملا ىلع قبطنت لا ةنیعم ءایشا يف لاملا صخت هذھ

 اذھ لھ .اھیف شیعی ریال 4000 وھ هدنع ھتانعمف ریال 20.000 ةكلمملا يف لدعم نكسلاو ریال 6000

 70 يضارتفلاا ةرمع لوقن ھیلع فوخلا وم تیب هدنع امو ھنس 60 ةرمع وھو اودعاقت اذإ ...... ؟لوقعم

 جوزلا تومی ام دعب يدعاقتلا بتارلا ھنا ملعی نلكو ةجوز هدنع لافطا هدنع ھترسا ىلع فوخلا لا ھنس

؟نكسلا عفدت فیك ریال 1000 ةجوزلا تلصح اذإ ریال 1000 اھل لصحت حار ریخلأاب ةجوزلاف عزوتی

 

Mr. Khalifa Al-Dosari (M): I mean, we are talking today about increasing the income 1 

of retirees and we are talking to link them to the annual increase. I think this subject 2 

needs a deeper study because this annual increase does not apply to retirees… [ 12 3 

lines removed critically explaining the policy proposed by the committee]..If one do 4 

not have a house and receives a pension of 6000 riyals, the average housing in the 5 

Kingdom is 20,000 riyals which means he has 4000 riyals to live from. Is this sensible? 6 

[5 lines deleted about retirees turning to poor people] ...If he retires at the age of 60 7 

years and does not have a house, we are not concerned about him let’s say his default 8 

age is 70 years. We are concerned about his family he has children and a wife. We all 9 

know that the pension after the death of the husband is distributed among the members 10 

of the family. The wife would get 1000 riyals. If the wife got 1000 riyals, how would 11 

she pay for housing? 12 
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Mr. Khalifa analyzes the report logically by going through facts and numbers to prove that it 

does not make sense in the cases he has mentioned in both questions. His first question in line 

7 can be categorized as an antagonistic elicitation; he is criticizing the report, in the lines 

removed from the example highlighting his objection by saying that it does not make sense as 

in “Is this sensible? / ؟ لوقعم اذھ لھ ”. He used ad different question later on to prove that the 

suggestion does not make sense, he predicted the future situation of the retiree and expressed 

his concerns using words like “concerned about his family/ ھترسا ىلع فوخلا  ” which reflect on 

the Councillor’s awareness of his social responsibility and role adopting the Aristotelian tool 

ethos (see chapter 3 section 3.2.1 on rhetoric). These questions were designed to stir the 

audience’s emotions pathos by mentioning the retiree’s family and future situation, to draw 

attention to the undesirable consequence of applying this policy. He also appeals to logos 

through the use of number and logic to prove that this situation is not logical and support pathos 

by appealing to the audience emotions. 

 

Rhetorical questions can be used to criticize the reports of the committee and question them 

either by asking questions about how those recommendations can be applied or by giving 

sarcastic comments. On way of criticizing the recommendation and its application is by 

questioning how they are applicable as the example below. 

 

(18) 

 ھجو لا ما اھعم ةضقانتم ةیناثلا لھ ىلولأا ةیصوتلا انیرقا اذإ فیضأ نكل :ریغصلا حلاف .د
 ةیلاملا ایازملا ةعجارمب يصوت ةنجللا فیك ةیلاملا ایازملا ةعجارمب يصوت ةیناثلا نا ضقانتلا
؟لاصأ ةینازیملا ىلع علطتت مل يھو  

 

Dr. Faleh Al-Seghir (M): “I would like to add to that if we approve the 1 

first recommendation, does the second one contradicts with it or not? The 2 

second recommendation recommends reviewing the financial benefits. 3 

How does the committee recommend reviewing the financial benefits, 4 

without even looking at the budget?” 5 

 

Another question about the same topic ‘financial support’ was addressed by a female 

member.  
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(19) 

 بلطی فیك يلاملا معدلا قودنصلا اھبلطی يتلا لولحلا دحأ رخلآا رملأا :حلاصلا سودرف .د
 معدلا بلطی نا لبق ةلقانملا نم دبلا  ؟عزوت مل يتلا ةدوجوملا لاوملأا هذھ ھیدلو يلاملا معدلا
.يلاملا  
 

Dr. Fardous Al-Saleh (F): The other thing is one of the solutions required by 1 

the Fund is financial support How can they request financial support when 2 

they have an existing fund that has not been distributed? The transfer must be 3 

made before requesting financial support 4 

 

Males and females were similar in their application of rhetorical questions. They both 

applied critical elicitation to prove their point: there is a great degree of negative 

evaluation or scepticism towards the financial request. 

 

Rhetorical questions can be used to prompt sarcasm as in example (20). 

 

(20) 

؟ ةماعلا تاقلاعلل ةرادا اھنا ما ةدوج ةرادا هذھ لھ وھ انھ ھسفن حرطی يذلا لاؤسلا :ىسوملا رصان.د  

Dr. Nasser Al-Mousa (M): The question arises here is this a quality 1 

assurance department or a Department of Public Relations? 2 

 

This question was addressed by Dr. Nasser. He uses an alternative question to criticize the 

role of the quality assurance department, pointing out that it is not doing its job and is 

preforming a different role which is public relations. So, this is a critical elicitation type of 

question, expressing scepticism about the role of the quality assurance department, and 

asserting that it’s not practicing its assigned role. 

 

On the other hand, a female member has presented a sarcastic question differently. 

 

(21) 

 يف ةرواجملا لودلل نینطاوملا نم مكلا اذھ باھذ ببس يف ةئیھلا تركف لھ :ناماشلا لمأ .د
 اھنأكو ةرخاسلا تاریتاكیراكلاب اھنع ربعی ةرھاظ تحبصا اھنا ةجرد ىلا ؟لطعلاو تازاجلاا
.لودلا هذھل ةیمسوم ةیعامج ةرجھ  
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Dr. Amal Al-Shaman (F): Did the Commission think about why this number of 1 

citizens went to neighbouring countries in vacations? to the extent that it 2 

became a phenomenon expressed by sarcastic cartoons as a seasonal mass 3 

migration of these countries. 4 

 

She followed the question with a sarcastic comment to ridicule this matter, pointing out that it 

became a matter of public humiliation, appearing in cartoons in the press. She supports her 

view by talking about “neighbouring countries” she was hinting at Dubai; this conforms to 

newspaper headlines “The number of Saudi tourists in Dubai increased to 6% in 2016 to 1.64 

million, equivalent to 11% of the city's 14.9 million tourists” (Aljazeera.net 2017).9 A great 

number of Saudis go to spend their holidays in Dubai. This became a huge matter to ridicule 

in social media and newspapers. This form of questioning can be considered antagonistic 

elicitation as she is aggressively attacking the commission of tourism for not attracting tourism 

and driving Saudis to leave the country and spend their vacations abroad, rather than in their 

own country. This question does not have an answer as this issue was not addressed in the 

report, the question was posed for a rhetorical means to say that the commission is ignoring 

reality and the inability to attract tourism. 

Then again, she asks another question to emphasize this comment. 

 

(22)  

 لخاد ندملا نیب حایسلا نم ةیسایق ماقرا انیدل نوكی لا اذامل اھسفن ةئیھلا تلأس لھ :ناماشلا لمأ .د
؟ةكلمملا  
 

Dr. Amal Al-Shaman (F): Did you the Commission ask itself why we do not 1 

have a recorded number of tourists between cities within the Kingdom? 2 

 

This is a critical elicitation question, as Dr. Amal is criticizing the Commission for not 

addressing this matter. This question does not have an answer; the commission did not give an 

answer to this question or may not have considered it. By posing both of these questions Dr. 

Amal is trying to emphasize the importance of promoting local tourism and that the commission 

 
9 http://www.aljazeera.net/news/ebusiness/2017/2/8/ عافترا - ددع - حایسلا - نییدوعسلا - يبدب - يف -2016 
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needs to compete with neighbouring countries to achieve that. She may also be seeking to 

embarrass the commission by implying that they have not even been able to ask themselves this 

question because they are less than competent. 

 

Females tend to give sarcastic comments after their rhetorical questions as in examples 

(21) and (23). 

 

(23) 

 وا راقع نلأا ةیدل نم نمزلا اذھ يف مھیدل رفوتت لاو دعاولا بابشلل ةزجعم تابلطلا :يدنس ةایح .د
 ينعی اھیلع نیرداقلا ریغ ت تانامضلا هذھ رفوی نا عیطتسی نم عورشملا ةمیق نم ؟%60 نامض

.ءاینغلأا ةیمنتل وھ قودنصلا راصتخاب  

 

Dr. Hayat Sindi (F): These requests are obstacles for the promising youth, that 1 

they do not own at this time. Who owns a real estate or have 60% of the value 2 

of a project? [to start building a house] In short the fund is for helping the rich 3 

[people]. 4 

 

Giving such comments may also emphasize the fact that these questions do not have or need 

an answer and that they are presented to emphasize a certain point. We can say that this is an 

antagonistic elicitation for the post-question comment which is challenging the fund by saying 

“the fund is for helping the rich/ ءاینغلأا ةیمنتل وھ قودنصلا ” this is a sarcastic comment as the real 

estate fund is supposed to help the poor or those who are unable to buy or build houses, not for 

those who are already rich and have the money to own a house. 

 

One way of using these questions is to support a vote an appeal to persuade other members.  

 

(24) 

 سیئر نم ةعطاقم( ةجاحلا سمأ يف نحنو يلودلا بكرلا نع فللا ذختن اذاملف :يراصنلأا ىنبل .د
 تیوصتلا لمأ نكلو مكرارق رارقلاو مكل يأرلا ؟لوحتلاو مزحلا نمز يف )قئاقد 5 نم رثكأ سلجملا
.ةصاخ ةنجل للاخ نم ىرخأ ةصرف حرتقملا اذھ ءاطعأو ةنجللا ةیصوت طاقسلإ لاب  
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Dr.Lubna Al-Ansary (F): Why should we not follow the international path 1 

when we are in desperate need (interrupted by the president for passing her 2 

time more than 5 minutes) in a time of firmness and transformation? The 3 

decision is yours and the decision is your decision, but I hope to vote No to 4 

the committee's recommendation and give this proposal another chance 5 

through a special committee. 6 

 

By saying “why should we not follow the international path?” the question is used as a form 

of critical elicitation as she is criticizing the direction they are taking. The speaker is trying to 

be persuasive by using the words “in a time of firmness and transformation/ لوحتلا و مزحلا نمز  ” 

which is the national direction of the country’s policy as King Salman has been named the King 

of firmness and his period is considered transformational; the goal was to be persuasive and 

affect the emotions of the audience to make them vote ‘no’. Then she gives them the choice and 

asserts her opinion that she wants this suggestion to be given another chance which is both a 

supportive and action elicitation kind of comment. This is a critical, supportive and action 

elicitation type of question as she is asking other members to support her suggestion by voting 

no. It’s a rhetorical question as there is no answer required to the question itself, the question 

was used as a persuasive tool.   

 

Whilst the use of rhetorical questions in and of themselves is not really different between men 

and women, when we look to the wider discourse in which they are utilised we do find 

differences. Female members will often use critical, sarcastic follow ups to reinforce the 

antagonistic nature of the initial rhetorical question. They also appeal to others to demonstrate 

that they are not alone in believing the content to their assertion dressed up as a question. 

 

6.2.2.2 Hypophora 
 

Hypophora is a phenomenon of asking a question and immediately answering it. This form of 

questioning shifts the conversation from dialogue to monologue in order to draw and retain the 

attention of the audience, by giving the question more of an argumentative weight. Hypophora 

also allows the speaker to position themselves as knowledgeable on the topic discussed. It is 

used by men with a ratio of 3.11 (per 10,000 words) more than women’s ratio of 2.06 with no 

significant difference, including 1 which was categorized as Pysma.  
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The answer to the question need not simply be positive in nature but can also highlight matters 

which would not be satisfactory responses as in the two following examples about the financial 

difficulties expressed by Saudi Arabian airlines.  

 

(25) 

 يتلا بتاورلا نم ةماعلا ةنیزخلا ىلع ةلودلا رفوتس مك ؟ةلودلا رفوتس مك نكل :ينارھشلارصان .د
 يذلا مقرلا اذھ فعض نكمم ةدحاو ھنس يف رفوتس ةیدوعسلا طوطخلا صصخت امدنع ؟اھعفدتس
.ةدحاو ةرمل ھعفدتس  

Dr. Nasser Al-Shahrani (M): But how much would the state save? How much 1 

would the state save from the public treasury from the salaries it will pay? 2 

When you privatize Saudi Arabia airlines, you will be able to save in one 3 

year twice the amount you will pay for one time. 4 

(26)  

 طوطخلا خیرات انصقنی لاو نیلھؤملا انصقنی لاو لاملا انصقنی لا ؟انصقنی اذام :ناطلسلا ناطلس .د
  .ءيش يأ ءيش يأ اھصقنی لاو ةیدوعسلا
 

Dr.Sultan Al-Sultan (M): What do we lack? We do not lack the money 1 

and we do not lack qualifications and we do not lack the heritage of 2 

Saudi Airlines and do not lack anything. 3 

 

Saudi Airlines suffered huge losses throughout the years, even though they are supported by 

the government and get discount fuel prices from the Kingdom.  They are wasting the 

government money and resources. This issue caused frustration in the Council, as in in 2016 

they lost 3.5 billion Riyals (AlBorsanews.com 2017). These questions were asked and then 

answered to express what the viewers’ “fellow Councillors and TV viewers” are thinking. It 

was addressed to reveal many questions that members of the audience “The people or fellow 

Councillors” may have in their minds. This can be linked to Levinson’s (1988) complex 

participation structure, as the speaker is trying to be a medium by involving the audience and 

the addressees’ thoughts and questions by asking and answering them. This reflects the 

disappointment of the members and was used to elicit criticism towards the Airlines’ situation.  
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This form of questioning can be used for supportive elicitation in asking for their fellow member’s 

cooperation. As in the example below when the speaker tries to seek for members support by 

investigating the issue of crops. 

 

(27) 

 ىلا اھراعسأ تدعاصت يتلا  ؟لیصاحملا هذھ يفتخت نیح سانلا لعفی اذام وھ لاؤسلا :يعلیزلا دمحأ .د
 و لخد وأ ةرذ ةوھل ءارشل صیخرلا و يلاغلا نوعیبی مأ اعوج سانلا تومیأ ةقوبسم ریغ تایوتسم
 نم نوكی نا عناملا امف للاغلل عماوص ایلاح نازیج يف ىنبی ھنا كلذ ةیصوتلا هذھ ریرمت يھ ةباجلاا
 و يئاذغلا نملأا فدھب حمقلا نزخ عم لاحلا وھ امك لخدلا و ةرذلا نزخل ةعمیوص عماوصلا هذھ نیب
 حمقلا داریتسلا ةروكشم تارایلبلا قفنت يتلا ةلودلا زجعی لھ و ھیلا سانلا ةجاحب قوسلا دیوزت فدھب
 ام و ةقطنملل يئاذغلا نملأل اقیقحت اھنزخت و نخدلا و ةرذلا دروتست نأ ماعنلاا ءاذغل ریعشلا ىتح وأو
 ةیلاع ةیئاذغ ةمیق امھل نلاوصحمو ةرذلا و نخدلا و يراضح و يخیرات ثوروم و ةفاقث ءاذغلاف اھلوح
 يتاوعد عم ةیصوتلا هذھ ىلع ةقفاوملا و ةنواعملا رقوملا سلجملا نم لمآ  مادیا نودب ىتح نلاكؤی و

.ةیصوتلا ةءارقب سیئرلا يلاعم ای يل حمسأ و ىلاعت و ھناحبس الله نم باوثلا و رجلأاب عیمجلل  
 

Dr. Ahmed Al-Zaili (M): The question is, what do people do when these crops 1 

disappear? When prices are rising to unpredictable levels, would people starve to 2 

death or sell “all that they have” the cheap and the expensive (cultural idiom) to 3 

buy a pound of maize or millet and the answer is passing this recommendation, 4 

because currently in Jizan new silos are being built for grain, why not be among 5 

these [grain] silos, silos to store maize and millet, as in the case with wheat storage 6 

for the purpose of food security and to fulfil the market and people’s needs. Is the 7 

country unable to do so after “thankfully” spending billions to import wheat, or 8 

even on barley to feed the animals, to import and store maize and millet to secure 9 

food for the region and its surroundings. Food is culture, historical and cultural 10 

heritage, millet, maize are two crops of high nutritional value and eaten even 11 

without vegetables. Therefore, I hope from the Council to cooperate and accept 12 

this recommendation. My prayers for all of you may God Almighty reward you for 13 

your good deeds, your Excellency the President can you allow me to read the 14 

recommendation. 15 

 

Dr. Ahmed uses the phrases “the question/ the answer” to present the problem and the 

solution. He also accompanied the question with a sarcastic comment embedded in the 
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rhetorical question before the answer which is framed as a further question “would people 

starve to death or sell “all that they have” the cheap and the expensive (cultural idiom) to 

buy a pound of maize or millet?”. He uses emotionally effective words like “starve to death/ 

اعوج سانلا تومیأ ” or “sell “all that they have صیخرلا و يلاغلا نوعیبی مأ  ” to appeal to the audience’s 

emotions expressing the worst-case scenario if they did not support this recommendation. 

The answer was clear that by supporting this recommendation all these results will be 

presented, he also offered a solution: providing silos to store maize and millet as they are 

already being built in Jizan. He also emphasized the importance of maize and millet and how 

they are part of the Saudi culture that should be preserved. This question answer format is 

mainly for supportive elicitation to get other members to vote for his recommendation. The 

invocation of prayers may be seen as a further appeal to emotions to persuade other members 

to support his proposal. 

 

The female speakers used this technique to discuss something they have knowledge about 

female’s rights in society. This corresponds to Childs (2002, 2004) and Bird’s (2005) 

discussed in section 2.3.1. Such support for female rights enhances the persuasive power of 

the argument that female members are here to call for the rights of their fellow females ‘Saudi 

citizens’. The sense of being advocates for women’s issues is true for all the female 

Councillors, as all the questions in examples (28) and (29) and (33) illustrates their position 

in demanding equal rights with men. 

For instance, in the following example a female speaker is asking for equal property rights 

with men: 

 

 (28) 

 وھو ؟لجرلاو ةأرملل ةبسنلاب كلمتلا قح يف صرفلا يف لدعلا ققحی لاو يواسی لا ملف :ھبیط ءافو .د
 اظافحو ردھلا نم اھلام ىلع اظافح لازنم كلتمت نا ةأرملا تدارا اذاف ملاسلاا يف اھل ظوفحم قح
..ةجوزتم ریغ وأ ةجوزتم تناك ءاوس اھلبقتسم ىلع  

 

 Dr. Wafa’a Taibah (F): So why there is no equality or Justice in opportunities for 1 

property ownership between women and men? And this is a right reserved for her in 2 

Islam if a woman wanted to own a house to invest her money and to protect her 3 

future, whether married or unmarried they… 4 

 



 

 126 

In the next example the speaker is asking for equal employment right. 

 

(29) 

 12/4/1425 خیراتب 120 مقر رقوملا ءارزولا سلجم رارق رضحتسا نا دوأ ةیادبلا يف :ناماشلا لمأ .د
 ةقحلا ةیماس رماوأ ةدعب ةیلع دیكأتلا مت رارقلا اذھ ةیئاسن عورف داجیإب ةیموكح ةھج لك مزلی يذلا و
 نلآا ىلا تلازلا ةرازولا 120 رارق رودص نم تاونس 10 دعب ؟لدعلا ةرازو نع اذام نكل و.........
 ریرقت ھیلع ةدراولا تادیكأتلا رئاسو ءارزولا سلجم رارق كلذب ھفلاخم ءاسنلا فیظوت ماما بابلا دصوت
 ةفیظو 2000 نم رثكأ ثادحتسلا ةطخ اھیدل نأو ةیئاسن ةفیظو 300 ثادحتسا مت ھنإ لوقب ةرازولا
 بناجلا اذھ يف اھرثعت بابسأ اھریرقت يف نیب ةرازولا لاو تلغش ةرغاشلا فئاظولا لا كلذ عمو ءاسنلل
.رثعتلا اذھ بابسأ نع نیبودنملا تلأس ةرقوملا ةنجللا لاو  
 

Dr. Amal Al-Shaman (F): First, I would like to recall the Council of Ministers' 1 

Resolution No. 120 dated 12/4/1425, which obliges every government agency to find 2 

women's branches. This decision was confirmed by several orders later… [2 lines 3 

removed about the agencies that applied it].But what about the Ministry of Justice? 4 

10 years after the issuance of the 120 decision of the ministry it’s still closing the door 5 

towards the employment of women, which contradicts the decision of the Council of 6 

Ministers and other assurances received. The ministry's report says that 300 jobs 7 

were created for women and that it has a plan to create more than 2000 jobs for 8 

women. However, the vacant jobs were not filled, and the Ministry did not, in its 9 

report, explain the reasons for its failure in this regard. 10 

 

Both questions were presented to address women’s rights and their position in society, this 

shows that they have knowledge of what females are suffering from and what issues need to 

be acknowledged as they have done their research. In example (28) Dr.Wafa is asking for 

equal rights with men and that there is no Islamic reason “as it is the origin of the country 

laws” that argues for women having the same property rights as men. This also shows that 

female argue their rights within the frame of the country laws, which appeals to logic that 

there is no clear reason for depriving women from property rights. In example (29) Dr. Amal 

criticizes the Ministry of Justice for not applying the orders they were given to hire females 

in the ministry and may point out that it is a matter of discrimination that needs to be resolved 

as the ministry failed to follow the orders of the country.
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According to all these examples we can certainly say that Hypophora is a form of questioning 

used by members to display their knowledge about certain topics and reflect on questions that 

many people have in mind. This is also a persuasive method as they reveal issues to the public 

and answer them on the spot fashioning the answer to fit their concerns using different means 

of elicitation. There is no real gender difference in how hypophora is used, but it is interesting 

to notice that it is used to display knowledge about particular topics, which enables speakers 

to describe themselves as having some expertise in the topic discussed and bring up to logical 

reasons to support their argument. 

 

6.2.2.3 Pysma 

Pysma- the issuance of multiple questions in quick succession- is used more frequently by 

female members than male members. Pysma is mostly used for interrogative functions by 

both genders. The questions varied from Wh-Questions to Yes/No questions, though females 

only used Wh-Questions asking about, how, when, where, why and what as in excerpts (31) 

and (33).  Pysma is the issuance of multiple questions in quick succession. Pysma is a 

powerful persuasive and argumentative tool in debating. It is a rhetorical strategy that puts 

pressure on the respondent.   

Pysma can have both and interrogative and rhetorical function.  For an interrogative function; 

they come in the form of loaded questions introduced by Walton (1981), as it contains a bias 

towards one side of some controversial issue in that it contains propositions that are implicitly 

presupposed by the question.  For the rhetorical function they have an illocutionary force that 

is meant to challenge, accuse and embarrass the opponent (Ilie, 2018, p.110) in which the 

speaker interrogates the committee about all the missing facts that were neglected in the 

report. This is a powerful form of questioning used mostly by members for an interrogative 

function, to elicit answers about the reports they have in hand. 

 

In the following example the speaker is questioning the ministry’s report, as a way to criticise 

their role in finding solutions for the social phenomenon of begging in the streets.  

 

(30) 

 ام ؟لولح تحرط لھ ؟ةینعملا ةزھجلااو تارازولا لبق نم ةیدجب رملاا اذھ سرد لھ :يثراحلا ریھز .د
؟عراوشلا يف نولوستی نییدوعس دجن نا ىضرن فیك ؟ةینطولا ةنجللا تایصوت يھ  
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Dr.Zuhair Al-Harthi(M): Has this issue been seriously studied by the relevant 1 

ministries and agencies? Have they come up with solutions? What are the 2 

recommendations of the National Committee? How can we be ok with finding 3 

Saudis begging in the streets? 4 

 

Dr. Zuhair was trying to speak about a particularly complex issue and highlights divergent 

thoughts. By asking all these questions, he is trying to point out that ignoring these issues has 

led to a shameful result which is, Saudi citizens begging in the streets. This technique was 

particularly used to appeal to pathos, the audience’s emotions. This question is action-

eliciting as the speaker suggests the Council needs to do something to fix this. 

 

A similar way of using pysma as a rhetorical technique by a female speaker to discuss the 

situation of ambulances in the Saudi Red Crescent Authority. 

 

(31) 

 تارایسلا مدخت فیكو 13 لا ةكلمملا يف قطانملا ىلع فاعسلإا تارایس عزوتت فیك :ھبیط ءافو .د
 ؟ةرایسلا يف مقاطلا تاصصختو ددع مك ؟ةثاغتسلاا بلطل ةباجتسلاا ةدم طسوتم ام ؟ةریغصلا ىرقلا
!تامولعم انیدل تسیل ؟ةیملاعلا رییاعملا عم كلذ لك فلتخیو قفتی فیكو  

 
Dr.Wafaa Taibah (F): How are ambulances distributed on the 13 areas of the 1 

Kingdom and how do the cars serve small villages? What is the average response 2 

time to emergency calls? How many crews are there in the car and what are their 3 

specialties? And how does all this fit with global standards? We don’t have any 4 

information! 5 

 

In this example Dr. Wafa   points out the fact that the answers to these questions are missing 

from the report by saying “ !تامولعم انیدل تسیل  / We don’t have any information!”. This is clearly 

an information-eliciting question but can also be seen as lightly critical of the report’s author 

for failing to provide such basic information. It also points out that there are international 

standards that needs to be met in the operation of ambulances in the Kingdom. 
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An example of a complicated Pysma, the following example contains a series of questions 

with answers. 

 

 (32) 

 يف ةیحصلا تامدخلا لھ ؟يضرم ماع لكشب يحصلا عضولا لھ انھ لاؤسلا :يرھشلا زیاف .د
 عم بكاوتی ىوتسم ىلع اضیا يملعلا ثحبلا لھ رخأ لكشب لاؤس مث ؟اعیمج انیضرت ةكلمملا
 يملعلا ثحبلا عضوو يحصلا عضولا ناك اذإ لا وھ يعیبطلا باوجلا ؟ةدایقلاو عمتجملا تاعلطت
 دوھجلا لك عجشت نأ سلجملا ىلعو ةنجللا ىلع يغبنیف ھنع ىضرن لا يذلا ىوتسملا اذھب ماع لكشب
.لاجملا اذھ معدت يتلا  

 

Dr. Fayez Al-Shehri (M): The question is, is the overall health situation 1 

satisfactory? Do health services in the Kingdom satisfy us all? Then another 2 

question, is scientific research also at a level that is consistent with the 3 

aspirations of the society and our leadership? The natural answer is no if the 4 

health situation and the situation of scientific research in general is such that we 5 

are not pleased with the Committee and the Council should encourage all efforts 6 

that support this area. 7 

 

Dr. Fayez asks a series of 3 questions consecutively to highlight a convergent thought. 

He used the word the question/the answer very clearly which makes it a form of 

Hypophora when he simply answered by ‘No’. He combined Hypophora with Pysma to 

attract the audience’s attention and reinforce the persuasive power of his argument, to 

shows his dissatisfaction with the health services in the Kingdom. He also clearly states 

his satisfaction using the phrase “ ھنع ىضرن لا   / not pleased”. The speaker is trying to elicit 

a reaction from other members towards all his comments about the health situation in 

Saudi. He is also appealing to pathos ‘raise audience emotions’ and ethos ‘raising the 

sense of the Council responsibility’ through logos that their performance is not meeting 

the government aspirations. 
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Another question is addressed by a female member asking about the inclusion of female 

jobs in the Ministry of Justice. 

 

(33) 

 ؟ءاسنلا نم رئاودلا هذھ يف نیلماعلا نوكی لا اذامل نلآا نھذلل ردابتی يذلا لاؤسلا :ناماشلا لمأ .د
 اھنع ثیدحلا اھیلع بعصی روما نع ثیدحلاو مھتعجارمو لاجرلا ىلع لوخدلا ةأرملا رظتنت اذامل
 لدعلا ةباتك وأ ةمكحملا ىلا روضحلا دنع فرعم اھعم رضحت نا ةأرملا رطضت اذامل ؟لاجرلا ماما
 ةمدخ نعطتسی اھریغو نوناقلاو ةعیرشلا يف تاجیرخلا نم فلالآا مویلا انیدل ؟اھتیوھ نع فرعتل

.لاجملا اذھ يف ءاسنلا نم ةریبك ةحیرش  
 

Dr. Amal Al-Shaman (F); The question that comes to mind now is why the workers 8 

in these departments are women? Why do women wait for men to be consulted 9 

and to talk about things that are difficult for them to talk about in front of men? 10 

Why does a woman have to bring an identifier with her when she comes to court 11 

in order to identify her? Today we have thousands of female graduates in Sharia, 12 

law and others who can serve a large portion of women in this field. 13 

 

This example displays a rare case of Pysma where the questions are all rhetorical and do not need 

an answer, Dr. Amal is raising a politically sensitive subject. Then she gives a suggested solution 

to this problem at the end and includes another rhetorical device which is Hypophora. All these 

questions were raised to appeal to logos and support an argument that this does not make any 

sense and the solution to this problem is very clear and simple. She was addressing women’s rights 

and issues by repeating the word women which appears in all questions, to show this is a matter 

of discrimination against women. As a female speaker she was able to incorporate all these 

rhetorical devices in one question. This question is action eliciting as something needs to be done 

to solve this issue that is disturbing women, and the solution is simple can be through hiring female 

Sharia law graduates to serve other female citizens.  

 

Dr. Amal is addresses this issue by attempting to solve the employment issues of fresh law 

graduates and a social issue “females not feeling comfortable dealing with males” conforming to 

the Kingdom’s policy of segregation “in which in the governmental sector females are served by 

female employees and vice versa”.  This confirms the fact that Saudi Arabian women interpret 
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feminism within the boundaries of their specific culture and Islamic standpoint and Council 

women are not protesting against these rules. 

 

In the following example a male speaker uses pysma to question the performance of the 

investment fund in solving the unemployment issues. 

 

 (34) 

 نیا ذفنت مل يتلاو ةذفنملا تایقافتلال ةیقیقحلا جئاتنلا ىلا ةفاضا قودنصلل :يشرقلا رضخ .د
 ریرقت ةیلاملا مئاوقلا نم ریرقت ولخی ؟فیكو ؟اذاملو ؟ذفن لھ اذھ رارقلاو ؟ةیصوتلا هذھ

.ةدئافلا میدع وھف ةقیقحلا ریرقت نودب اھنم ءزج وا ةلاطبلا ةلكشم لحل ئشنأ يلام قودنص  

 

Dr. Khader Al-Qurashi (M): In addition to the results the actual 1 

implementation of the agreements that have not been implemented, where is 2 

this recommendation? And why? And how? The report lacks financial 3 

statements. The fund is financial repost was established to solve the problem 4 

of unemployment or part of it. Without this statement the report is useless. 5 

 

Dr. Khader used all the questions to criticize the report and interrogate the committee about the 

previous agreement as there is information missing from the report as are the financial charts about 

the unemployment issue. All three questions were rhetorical: they were used to elicit action from 

the committee. He is trying to say that what is happening does not make sense as it made the report 

literally “ ةدئافلا میدع /useless”. 

 

Pysma is a device more commonly used amongst female members, but is used for similar purposes 

to male members. In particular, pysma allows Council members to implicitly criticise the reports 

which have been laid before the SSC for being deficient in the information provided. That female 

members are more willing to present such critiques is noteworthy and underlines the critical nature 

of rhetorical questions.  
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6.3 Final remarks 
 

The quantitative and qualitative analysis of questions has presented some interesting findings. In 

this section I will summarize the findings and answer the research questions presented in chapter 

5. Following the first RQ 2.1. How do members compensate for not having an official question 

time in the Saudi Shura Council? We discovered that questions exist in members’ debates, even 

though they do not receive an immediate answer since they are used primarily as an argumentative 

device. Most of the questions posed in the Council debates had a negative connotation and were 

used as a means for criticizing or questioning the reports. The Councillors in the SSC used 

questioning in an effective way to support their arguments during their debate time. Most of the 

questions carry a negative connotation, as they occur ‘in an environment of already-established 

disagreements, challenges or complaints’ (Koshik 2003, p.68). The questions vary, however, in 

the ways that they are positioned in the argument (e.g. at the beginning, middle or end) and how 

they are supported in the surrounding discourse. Most of the questions were accompanied with 

justifications and more persuasive elements to make a more powerful rhetorical point: this type 

of question is not asked to seek information, but can actually provide information. That is why it 

is important to consider the context by examining the post and pre-questioning utterances. We 

saw that these were most typical amongst female members of the SSC. Asking questions can be 

a style related to specific speakers as we can see the same speakers asking questions in different 

sessions.  

 

This is further investigated in the answer to RQ 2.2. Is there a gender difference in the use of 

questions among members during their debates? Since this was the females’ first round and first 

participation in the Council, we can see that they are trying to establish their ground, wanting to 

do more and trying to have an effective position in the Council. Also, we will be able to answer 

RQ 2.3. Do members of the Council have a preferred means of questioning, through a choice of 

particular questions? We can see due to the nature of the Council the types of questions posed 

had to stand on their own since they do not receive an immediate answer. From the questions 

examined we can find there is a difference in the use of questions among genders.  Saudi women 

have been able to establish an effective role as newcomers to the Council by asking more questions 

than men. Females favoured open ended Wh-questions which allowed them to carry the 

conversation further than the closed Yes-No questions.  Given that Wh-questions contain 
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presuppositional content, we could argue that the preponderance of their use reflects a more 

conflictual approach taken by female members.  

 

By examining the function of questions, we discovered that there is no clear line for indicating 

the function of question, suggesting that we need to look at the context as a whole to decide, 

because some might have Pysma, Hypophora, and interrogative functions all together. But by 

making this categorization we were able to discover that rhetorical questions are as important as 

interrogative questions in SSC parliamentary discourse. Males tend to use rhetorical questions 

more than females in their debates. The most popular rhetorical questions for both genders are the 

simple rhetorical question that does not need an answer. We found that female members’ use of 

rhetorical questions tended to be accompanied by asarcastic post-question comments. Hypophora 

was used as an argumentative tool, a way for members to display their knowledge about the topics 

they were discussing and to create a monologue. The topics on which members wished to 

demonstrate their knowledge varied, with female members focusing on women’s issues when 

using hypophora. 

 

Topicality of questions is a wider phenomenon: females asked 6 out of 37 questions about 

females’ rights either for employment or public rights. This conforms to previous parliamentary 

studies (Childs 2002; 2004, Bird 2005) which found that women tended to act for women and call 

for females’ rights in parliament. Females’ questions were mostly related to their topic of interest 

which is, women’s rights as they feel the need to represent their fellow Saudi women as a whole. 

That is why this issue dominated their questions. Men who have been in the Council since it 

started, by contrast, chose more diverse questions in relation to the topics they discussed. 

Interestingly the Saudi Airlines agenda raised a lot of questions among the members as there had 

been many newspaper headlines on this issue. There were 13 questions on this issue in total, 11 

questions by males and 2 questions by females, in sessions 5 and 70 of year 2. This reflects 

Councillors’ frustration and agitation about this matter. 

 

When we examine questions, we look at the other persuasive tools in the context like giving 

examples, telling stories, sharing experiences and giving numbers or further explanation to 

indicate the reason or reasons for asking the question. These tools can be explored to investigate 

what the elicitation or underlying purpose of the question is. Most of the questions posed have 

negative connotations which leads to them being combined with comments which support these 
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negative connotations and provide a justification for asking the question. In order to compare 

males’ and females’ style or choice of persuasive device, tools such as examples, sarcastic 

comments, modal auxiliaries etc. were analysed. We can see that women tended to be more 

directive than men in their questions, often using the word ‘should’ that shows moral obligation, 

such as 'the Council should...’ as well as strong emotive words such as “deprive, unacceptable”. 

Females, as newcomers to parliament, have adopted several distinctive styles as we can see in 

examples (8) (14) (15). It was a common feature of females’ questions to require an answer or 

reaction by saying “this question should be answered” or “we need an answer” or in an indirect 

way “there is no information”. When we look at the supportive elements of questions, we can 

consider what the purpose of the question is. Females frequently use antagonistic elicitation 

questions in contrast to male members, employing them as an argumentative device, as in 

examples (14) (21) (23): they challenge the committees and their agendas. Holmes’ (1995, p.46) 

research says 'in their contributions to the discussion, men expressed proportionately twice as 

many of the antagonistic elicitations as women did’, while we can see it as a form used by women 

more in the Saudi Shura Council. When we apply Holmes’ (1995) questions categorization of the 

3 types of question elicitation to the Saudi Shura questions we find Critical elicitation was also 

popular among men and women. Antagonistic questions were used by both men and women to 

attack the reports and demonstrate that they are wrong. It is a feature that appeared in female 

questions, it can be linked to them wanting to know more about what is happening in the Council 

and to become more involved. Women also used a directive form of question using modal 

auxiliaries which were stereotyped in previous research literature as a characteristic of men’s 

discourse. Insisting on an answer is a common characteristic of the females’ questioning, as they 

demand an answer before or after posing the question.  

 

The analysis has shown that questions can be asked within the debates for argumentative reasons 

even if the Council does not have an official question time. The members employed questioning 

as a style in their debates in order to make their argument more persuasive. Questions play an 

effective role in parliamentary debates as past research has shown and the SSC is not an exception. 

Females have developed their own style by using particular questioning patterns that are 

distinctive from those adopted by men. They use questions to exert their new-found power in the 

Council either to challenge or to demand answers about issues that concern them. It might be 

suggested that the more precarious position of female members (and women in wider Saudi 

society) gives a sense of urgency to the discursive performance of those members.  
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Chapter 7 First person pronouns: literature 
review and methodology 
 
 
 

Introduction 
 

This chapter examines the rhetorical use of Arabic first-person pronouns in the discourse of the 

Saudi Shura Council (SSC). Before these uses can be explored in detail, there are cross-linguistic 

differences between Arabic and English pronouns that need to be addressed and considered. 

Arabic is a pro-drop language which can drop subject pronouns, though they do still appear as a 

form of emphasis. Arabic also has different forms of pronouns: detached, attached, and implied. 

While most of the literature analysing the use of pronouns in political discourse is in English, in 

this study, careful consideration has been given to the pronoun system in Arabic and particularly 

to ways of identifying and quantifying the use of pronouns in a pro-drop language. Since this 

study is directed towards language and gender in the SSC, pronouns were considered as a means 

to identify if there is a quantifiable gender difference in the choice of pronoun made by male and 

female Council members. A new approach was developed and applied to enable the quantitative 

analysis of such a complex pronoun system. Qualitative analysis was based on previous literature 

that had identified personal pronouns as a crucial part of the analysis of political discourse 

because they give a sense of who speakers identify themselves with. 

 

Part of the motivation for exploring the use of pronouns stems from what Chilton and Schäffner 

(1997, p.216) argue, that pronominal choice gives implicit information concerning the 

situational intersubjective positioning of referents in the mental discourse universe entertained 

by the speaker. Moreover, pronouns can be analysed in terms of Davies and Harré’s (1990) 

theory of positioning. This theory suggests that speakers use language to attribute social roles to 

themselves and others during a span of discourse. The use of pronouns can be viewed as a 

discursive tool, which allows Council members to position themselves in relation to other 

members. Politicians position themselves with regard to their discussants and, by extension, to 

the audience at a given moment of speaking to fulfil a discursive goal. As well as tools for 

positioning, pronouns can equally be viewed as parts of a rhetorical repertoire since they 

correspond with Atkinson’s (1984) proposal that a discourse is rhetorical if it is inclusive and 

interactive. Indeed, a number of scholars, including Larner (2009), Karapetjana (2011), Amaireh 



 

 136 

(2013) and Formato (2014), have suggested that pronouns are employable for persuasive means. 

They can be exploited by members of the Council, since the discourse practised in the SSC can 

be performed in pre-prepared speeches, as members ask to speak in advance, as explained in 

chapter 4. This allows speakers to direct their discourse towards their goals either to propose a 

motion, or to support, reject, or criticise a recommendation. This allows us to build on the 

previous chapter where we explored the pragma-rhetorical function of questions. Here we will 

explore how pronouns are used in support of arguments. 

 

This chapter will provide further evidence of pronouns being used as rhetorical tools by 

politicians to create and protect their image and to frame the way people see them, as well as to 

persuade. It will present the literature, methodology, research questions, and analytical frame for 

the analysis of the first-person pronouns in the SSC. It will be divided to two main parts; the first 

part (7.1) will review literature about the pronouns and politics, then move to parliamentary 

discourse, then connect pronouns to gender studies. The final part of 7.1 will discuss the role of 

pronouns in discourse by talking about identity and positioning. The second part will introduce 

the research questions (7.2.1), then discuss the identification of pronouns specifically in Arabic. 

Next the analytical framework will be presented that will enable a detailed analysis of members’ 

pronominal choices through a specially developed taxonomy that accommodates the data. All 

the literature reviewed, and the methodology presented in this chapter will support the analysis 

of first-person pronouns in chapter 8. 

7.1 Literature review 
 

In this section I critically examine literature about the use of pronouns from different areas to 

give a comprehensive view of possible approaches to their analysis. The aim is to provide 

sufficient and valid grounds to conduct an analysis of pronouns in the SSC dataset. The analysis 

of pronouns in the Council needs to be tailored to fit the data found in the debates. In order to 

do so, I consider studies that focus on grammar and studies which have a different orientation, 

i.e. where pronouns are seen in terms of politics, gender, and identity and positioning. 

 

This section will start by identifying pronouns in general (7.1.1) and investigating the role of 

pronouns in political discourse (7.1.2). I then review studies that have discussed pronouns 

particularly in parliamentary discourse (7.1.3). After presenting the role of pronouns in 

parliamentary discourse I try to link pronouns to gender studies (7.1.4) and investigate other 
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perspectives for analysing pronouns like identity and positioning (7.1.5). These studies will 

provide an overview and understanding of how and why members use pronouns in their 

discourse so I can identify their rhetorical function, then fine-tune the methodology needed for 

the analysis of pronouns in the Council. 

 

7.1.1. Pronouns definition and identification 
 
This study will focus on the 1st person pronouns in Arabic, the form of the Arabic pronouns 

will be explained in section 7.2.2., then the function of first-person pronouns will be presented 

in section 7.2.3. English pronouns will be discussed for the purpose of comparison. Personal 

pronouns have been investigated from a grammatical point of view, as they are an important 

part of noun phrases. They are defined by Wales (1996) as word “standing for a noun or a 

substitute for a noun” or “that the pronoun is said to stand for a noun already mentioned or 

replaces an earlier NP” (1996, p. 1). The English pronouns are classified according to 

(1st/2nd/3rd) person, number (singular, plural), gender (masculine, feminine) and case 

(subjective, objective, genitive). This study will focus on the correspondence for the English 

first person pronouns; they are used to refer to the self, they come in singular (I, me) and plural 

(we, us) forms. The corresponding personal possessive adjectives are also investigated (my, 

our). 

 

In order to investigate pronominal choices, the analysis will be devoted to less systematic and 

more contextually dependent uses of these pronouns, showing how these items can encode 

different aspects of the communicative intentions of the speakers. Wilson (1990, p.47) refers 

to this approach as 'pragmatic' in that the meaning associated with pronominal usage is not 

systematically related to variables such as formality, status, class, sex or the like, but is more 

dependent on the specific context of utterance and the roles and goals of the Speaker (s). Many 

studies have taken a pragmatic approach to study the significance of pronouns in discourse, for 

example, Alavidze (2017) argued that pronouns can be used as pragmatic markers that need to 

be considered as linguistic “bullets” used by politicians to achieve their goals. This corresponds 

to Maitland and Wilson (1987) who showed how individual politicians vary in the use of the 

pronominal system according to scales of distancing/involvement of self with respect to the 

topics under discussion or the discourse participants. 
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7.1.2. Pronouns and Politics 
 
Studies that have highlighted the effect of pronouns in political discourse include Chilton and 

Schäffner (1997), Bramley (2001) Karapetjana (2011) Håkansson and (2012) Fetzer (2014). 

When a member makes his pronominal choice, he is placing himself above or outside the 

shared responsibility of his colleagues (Beard 2000, p.45). Each personal pronoun has its own 

function that will serve the agenda of the speaker. In what follows, I will examine previous 

work in political discourse analysis which examines the use of pronouns. This will inform the 

discussion of pronoun use in the Shura Council.  

 
Chilton and Schäffner (1997, p.216) argue that pronominal choice gives implicit information 

concerning the situational intersubjective positioning of referents in the mental discourse 

universe entertained by the speaker. They analysed previous British Prime Minister, John 

Major's speech on 14 October, 1994 and found that the repetitive use of the first personal ''I'' 

indicates that he appears authoritative and knowledgeable whereas his audience are subordinate 

and less knowledgeable. Furthermore, Chilton and Schäffner (1997) show how the pronouns 

we/us/our/ours are dexterously deployed in this speech. According to the authors, "We" may 

include the speaker, the direct hearers in the hall as well as those who consider themselves 

supporters of the party. Contextually, it excludes the opposition Labour Party (they or them). 

They argue that the associated verbs come from lexical fields pertaining to belief, conflict, 

moral rectitude and provision. The following is an illuminating example from Major’s speech: 

 

How wrong they have been... and how right we have been... it is we who have... we 

have won... we've beaten... we are the party of the union... they are our issues... This is 

our ground [not Labour's].                                     

          (Chilton and Schäffner, 1997, p.218) 

 

This example shows how the speaker was able to use the plural pronouns as a persuasive 

tool to emphasise his position himself, through including ‘the union party’ and excluding 

‘the labour party’ particular groups. Plural pronouns can be used as a form to include and 

exclude particular discursive groups. 

Bramley’s (2001) PhD thesis gives a detailed explanation about the use of pronouns in the 

construction of ‘self’ and ‘other’ in political interviews.  Her analysis revealed why members 

use certain pronouns such as I and we and how they are employed to reflect different identities. 
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She related the use of the first-person singular pronoun I forms (me, my, mine, myself) as 

politicians use them to express the individual ‘self’ in their interviews. She divided the analysis 

of the singular pronouns in to 3 main categories. The first category is linking I to the 

construction of an individual image based on Labov and Fanshel’s A-event; when a speaker is 

talking about something that is part of his/her biography, this is known as an A-event (Labov 

and Fanshel 1977, p.62). The second category was devoted to I is as part of ‘I think’ which is 

used in combination with both A-events ‘something the speaker knows and the audience 

doesn’t’ and D-events, where a D-event is something that is disputable (Labov and Fanshel 

1977, p.62). Her final category was using the pronoun I to take control over the interview topic, 

which would not apply to my study. She also analysed the plural pronoun we (and its related 

forms us, our, ourselves) in terms of collective identity and group membership. She analysed 

we as a form of institutional identity on five bases; ‘us and them’ dichotomy, not me/ not just 

someone else, we co-implicating the people, we collective response and modified and upgraded 

‘we’ and ‘us’. The other we is analysed in terms of ‘we have’ as a personalised substitute for 

the existential marker ‘there is’. Even though these categories are related to political interviews, 

such uses are likely to be found in other forms of institutional talk. All these categories will be 

helpful in analysing SSC members’ pronominal choices and develop a better understanding for 

such choices. 

Karapetjana (2011) investigated the pronominal choice in political interviews of two Latvian 

politicians to discover why politicians make such choices. The way politicians speak and 

present themselves is a part of their personality and a way to show themselves as individuals 

(Karapetjana 2011, p.43). The use of personal pronouns can create an image of the politician 

in question, both negative and positive. Bramley (2001), Karapetjana (2011) and Alavidze 

(2017) agreed that the pronoun I implies a personal level ‘view’ and makes it possible for the 

speaker to show authority and personal responsibility as well as commitment or lack of 

commitment depending on the context. Karapetjana’s (2011, p.43) research also showed that 

the personal pronoun we can be used by the politician if he/she wishes to share responsibility, 

and also to create involvement with the audience. She also stated that the plural form of the 

pronoun we is particularly used when the decisions are controversial, to give a sense of 

collectivity and sharing responsibility. She continued by claiming that I is mostly used to make 

general statements, and that politicians sometimes avoid using I, because of its distancing effect 

(Karapetjana 2011, p.43). The distinction she made between singular and plural pronouns will 

be significant to our analysis as members tend to switch between these forms in their discourse 
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and she has given a couple of reasons to explain that. Moreover, it will be interesting to see 

whether a Council which only makes recommendations rather than direct decisions feels the 

need to engage in this sort of distancing behaviour. 

 

Håkansson (2012) investigated the pronominal choices used by two American presidents, 

George W. Bush and Barack Obama, in their State of the Union speeches. The main focus of 

the study was to determine to whom the two presidents referred when they used the pronouns 

“I, you, we” and “they” and to compare the pronominal choices of the two presidents. The 

study found that there was a significant difference in the pronominal choices of the two 

Presidents. The pronoun I is used when the speaker wants to express his individualism rather 

than as a representative of a group while the pronoun, we is used to show a sense of collectivity 

and shared responsibility. Håkansson also divided the functions of the pronouns I and we in 

political speeches. The functions of the pronoun we can be divided into two main types which 

are the inclusive we and the exclusive we. The inclusive we refers to the speaker and his/her 

audiences while the exclusive we exclude an audience, but refers to the speaker and other third 

parties. The functions of I can be divided to express a speaker's opinion, to describe a speaker 

in a positive image, to create relationship with audiences, to show personal involvement or 

commitment, and to show a speaker’s authority. Such division will be suitable for the study of 

pronouns in the SSC as it creates a clear taxonomy for the use of both plural and singular 

pronouns.  

There is a connection between pronouns and other parts of speech like cognitive verbs and 

modality. Fetzer (2014) examines the distribution and communicative function of cognitive 

verbs in political discourse, giving particular attention to their impact on the expression of 

commitment.  She discovered that cognitive verbs with first-person singular reference allow 

the individual agent to express epistemic, emotive, and social commitment. Whereas their first-

person plural counterparts allow them to present themselves as collective identities expressing 

collective epistemic, emotive, and social commitment on behalf of a political group, party, or 

government (Fetzer 2014, p.394). She uncovered that cognitive verbs with a first-person 

singular reference allow the individual agent to express epistemic, emotive, and social 

commitment. In contrast, their first-person plural counterparts allow them to present 

themselves as collective identities expressing collective epistemic, emotive, and social 

commitment on behalf of a political group, party, or government (Fetzer 2014, p.394). She 

discovered that by using cognitive verbs as parentheticals, political agents express different 
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degrees and different types of commitment. The most common cognitive verbs in her study 

were think and believe used with first-person plural self-reference, they boost epistemic 

commitment. This also holds for believe with a first-person singular self-reference. With I think 

used as a parenthetical, things are more ambivalent, as it has different effects according to its 

position: if used in the initial position of a turn or clause with phonological prominence, it 

boosts epistemic commitment; if used medially or finally without phonological prominence, it 

tends to attenuate epistemic commitment, and at the same time, target the communicators’ 

faces in an indirect manner, signifying emotive commitment (Fetzer 2014, p.394-95). She 

concluded that political speeches are functionally equivalent to an answer sequence but without 

an explicit question. In that extended sort of answer, the politicians are expected to provide 

clear-cut information and clear-cut opinions as if they are answering a question. Her study 

highlights the strong connection between pronouns, cognitive verbs, and modality, as pronouns 

are employed by speakers as either boosters or attenuators to serve their discursive goals. 

All these studies reveal the motivation behind analysing pronouns in the SSC. There have been 

many studies in the West dedicated to the analysis of pronouns in political discourse as they 

play an important role in revealing members’ positions. They also show that pronouns can be 

linked to other persuasive means and can work as a booster to make members’ speeches more 

effective. The effect of pronouns at a wider institutional level will be investigated in the next 

section to see if the Shura Council will exhibit a similar case. 

7.1.3 Pronouns and parliament 
 
Recently there have been studies that focused on the use of pronouns on a parliamentary or 

institutional level rather than a personal level. Those studies were on various languages like 

Vuković (2012) ‘Montenegrin’, Vertommen ‘Dutch’ (2013), Formato ‘Italian’ (2014) and 

Ranjha and Islam ‘Urdu’ (2018). These studies have only focused on plural pronouns and 

defined them from a pragmatic perspective, having an exclusive and inclusive function that 

affect speaker’s discourse. According to Levinson (1983, p.69) we has an exclusive and 

inclusive pragmatic function that is identified directly in languages other than English. In 

English like Arabic this distinction can be made within the context or in combination with other 

words like ‘we all know’ (inclusive) to include (the speaker+ everyone) or ‘we the committee’ 

(exclusive) to exclude (the speaker + particular group). The matter being argued in these studies 

is how speakers use the plural pronoun we to position themselves and others for rhetorical 

reasons to achieve their political goals.  
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Vuković (2012) has explored the use of pronouns in the parliament of Montenegro, she 

compared pre-prepared speeches and spontaneous interventions as she believed that 

pronominal choices differ across those two types of talk. She also implied that personal 

pronouns contribute to personal choices, as pronouns shift depending on the message a 

politician wants to send; vote for me, or vote for us, or even vote against them. She discussed 

the idea that the Montenegrin politicians in their pre-prepared speech use more of the first-

person plural (we) perspective, while it was significantly less frequent in spontaneous talk. She 

also found that we can have both an exclusive and inclusive function. Exclusive meaning is 

found when the reference of the pronoun is commonly a political party. Whereas the inclusive 

meaning (the reference is to an implied subject), appears in the case of the first-person plural 

verbs where the subject is omitted. She indicated that politicians use the singular person 

pronoun I more to assert their position and draw attention to the addressee whose face is 

challenged bringing them to the foreground. She also added that politicians consciously use 

language that evokes different groups identification, which serves as part of their persuasive 

strategy and this is not restricted to Montenegrin politics, but is a common persuasive device 

of politicians in general. Some of the speeches in the Shura Council are pre-prepared as 

members ask to comment before the sessions and prepare for their comments in advance; they 

are not completely spontaneous. It will be interesting if the SSC display similar results to the 

Montenegrin parliament, in having more plural pronouns in their pre-prepared speeches.  

 

On a similar approach Vertommen (2013) showed that first person plural pronoun ‘we/wij’ in 

Dutch government and opposition party talk can be used inclusively and exclusively to convey 

different meanings in mediated political panel debates. This study was based on quantitative 

analysis using an SFL (Systematic Functional Linguistic) approach to investigate the 

experiential and interpersonal meta-function of the plural pronouns. The results show that the 

government party use the exclusive we to refer to themselves more than the opposition party 

used for the same purpose, they also use them differently to serve different discursive goals. 

Inclusive we is used the same way by both parties to refer to the whole nation, mostly for the 

purpose of comparison with other countries. The study demonstrated how subtle pronominal 

choices in combination with selections from Transitivity and Mood (Appraisal) resources 

contribute to the image building of the self and/or the other. This directed the attention to mood 

choices expressing deontic and epistemic modality, this will be useful in our analysis as there 

is a strong connection between pronouns and modality. The study revealed that there is a 
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difference in pronominal choices in government and opposition party talk, as their choices 

serve different purposes and contribute to its rhetorical function.  

 

The use of personal plural pronouns ‘we/noi’ in the Italian Parliament was investigated by 

Formato (2014) with a focus on gender and rhetoric. She also identified the inclusive and 

exclusive function of plural we as it can suggest members intention to construct different 

‘discursive groups’ within the parliament, similar to Wilson (1990) who drew attention to 

different group memberships in the political context. Formato (2014) has created a more 

detailed analysis by dividing the pronouns into inclusive national noi referring to Italians and 

exclusive political noi forms referring to all MP’s, MP’s of the same party, MP’s from different 

parties (or coalitions), committee/ Specific MPs, Government and Politicians/politics. She also 

explored gender related noi forms, she divided this category in two forms, the first is gender 

referring to ‘same gender group’ either men or women in general and the second category is 

gender plus politics referring to political groups and divided to two sub-categories; the first is 

referring to ‘same gender group politicians’ and the second refers to both ‘female and male 

politicians’ using the masculine and feminine ‘noi gender split’ forms. Such categorisation will 

be considered in relation to the use of we in the SSC. She discovered that there is a gender 

difference in the pronouns used as male and female speakers use we to show association with 

different groups in and out of the parliament. She found that male politicians tend to use noi 

forms to affiliate with (and construct themselves through) the members of their same party-

political group while female politicians affiliate themselves with their gendered role as female 

MPs، but also in the gender group ‘women’. She identified that through the use of the plural 

forms’ members construct different groups especially in regard to gender and rhetoric, which 

will be of particular interest to this study and will be used in the analytical framework for the 

analysis of plural pronouns. 

 

Naturally, there are differences between the parliamentary settings adduced in the studies 

mentioned and the SSC, every parliament has its own distinct system. One of the main 

differences is the absence of political parties in the Saudi system. This is likely to generate 

different potential uses of the personal pronouns, particularly in relation to the creation of in 

and out-group membership in terms of different committees, the Council, the government or 

the whole nation. First person singular pronouns also play a role in the SSC discourse. The 

previous studies about pronouns and parliament have been limited to plural pronouns, which 
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reveals that there is not a lot of research that looks at singular first-person pronouns in 

parliamentary discourse, the only ones found were in Vuković (2012) and Yu (2013). This gap 

will be filled with the literature that discussed the use of singular pronouns from individual 

rather than group speeches discussed in section (7.1.2). After approaching studies about 

pronouns in political and parliamentary discourse, another aspect of the analysis will be 

discussed in the following section (7.1.4) which is pronouns and gender. 

 

7.1.4 Pronouns and gender 
 

The topic of pronouns and gender in political discourse has gained a lot of attention recently. 

In this section, we will explore some of the studies comparing the choice of personal pronouns 

in male and female speeches. Studies have looked at the use of pronouns in relation to gender 

across different disciplines and have had different results that will contribute to the discussion 

of the findings of this study. For example, a sociolinguistic universal of women using linguistic 

devices to stress the solidarity between a speaker and a listener was proposed by Holmes in 

(1998) and supported later by Argamon et al. (2003) who found that female writers used 

personal pronouns when referring to a listener/reader at a higher rate than male writers. Male 

writers had a tendency to use ‘gender-neutral’ generic pronouns, i.e. they, them, their. While 

female writers’ language pointed to a greater personalization of the text using {I, you, she, her, 

their, myself, yourself, herself}to create a relationship between the speaker and the audience. 

When studying linguistic practices in a traditionally male field such as politics, other variables 

have to be taken into consideration while interpreting results. Brownlow et al.’s (2003) research 

of linguistic behaviour of men and women in unscripted televised interviews found that women 

used the pronoun I more than men, thus being more self-focused. This was at odds with many 

studies like Larner’s (2009) and Yu’s (2013) which found that men used the pronoun I at a 

higher rate than women in the political field to exhibit dominance. Most of these studies have 

focused on the frequency of pronoun use among males and females rather than giving detailed 

reasons for their choices. A closer look will be given to other studies about females and political 

discourse to investigate gender as a factor influencing their discursive practices.  

 

Larner (2009) analysed pronouns in presidential speeches from a basic grammatical point of 

view; plural we and us were categorised as inclusive pronouns and singular I and you were 

categorised as exclusive pronouns. Her study was based on examining feminine rhetoric in 

male presidential discourse. She compared pronouns in acceptance and inaugural speeches and 
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connected their pronominal choices to rhetoric. The speeches analysed were given by male 

speakers, but she interpreted their choices by categorising the inclusive pronouns “we, us” as 

feminine rhetorical devices, while exclusive pronouns “I, you” were considered masculine 

rhetorical devices. She found that in acceptance speeches, speakers try to prove their 

individualism and authority through exclusive pronouns, whereas in inaugural speeches they 

try to express unity through the use of more inclusive pronouns. So, pronouns were employed 

to serve different goals by the speakers as their choices might be considered feminine or 

masculine according to their appeal. Her exploration regarding pronouns was limited to the 

grammatical perspective rather than expanding her discussion to pragmatics, seeing the 

exclusive function of the plural we.  

 

In regard to pronouns, gender and rhetoric Amaireh (2013) examined the rhetorical proofs in 

Queen Rania’s English speeches; she combined qualitative and quantitative analysis methods 

by linking the classical Aristotelian classification of rhetorical proofs (qualitative) to rhetorical 

tools (quantitative). She linked Aristotle’s ethos (see chapter on rhetoric) to the use of pronouns 

like (I, we, my). She proposed that pronouns play a great role in members’ self-representation: 

 

“Pronouns are not only used for referentiality in order to identify who is / are meant to 

be included or excluded in the communicative interaction; they also have social 

dimensions. They can determine the distance between the participants. Furthermore, 

they can reflect the intimacy through sharing of other people’s emotions. This can be 

realised by selecting the appropriate pronoun for the situation, and using the tactics of 

inclusion and exclusion” 

(Amaireh 2013, p.83-82) 

 

According to this we can see the effect of pronouns as a rhetorical device in political 

discourse as members can employ them as a persuasive tool. Such view will enrich the 

analysis of the pronouns used by members in their debates in the SSC, and the motivation 

behind their pronominal choices. 

 

Pronominal choices in the US political domain have attracted the attention of discourse 

analysts. A number of studies were dedicated to analysing the pronominal choices of Hilary 

Clinton, however they had different interpretations. For instance, Arustamyan’s (2014) study 
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found that the frequent use of the pronoun I was interpreted as Clinton’s attempt to separate 

herself from others and present herself as an independent and accomplished politician. Another 

study about Clinton by Jones (2016) examined her style from 1992 till 2013 and found that she 

adopted a more masculine style in her discourse as her involvement and power in politics 

expanded, she followed the masculine norms of communication to seek influence in a male-

dominated setting. This was related to her use of pronouns as her feminine style gradually 

decreased from the time, she joined the political domain till the present. This suggests that the 

more experienced she became the less pronouns she used. Another study by Alavidze (2017) 

suggested that through the use of first-person singular pronouns Hilary presented personal 

responsibility as well as commitment and involvement through highlighting her good qualities 

and accomplishments. The same study suggested that Trump used first person singular 

pronouns differently to support his personal authority and show responsibility towards what he 

says or claims. This study reinforces to me the importance of considering the social and cultural 

concerns of the society in which a speech was produced in order to offer a rich analysis, and to 

consider the wider context of pronominal use. 

 

Pronominal choices were investigated in regard to gender by Ilie (2018) applying a pragma-

rhetoric approach (see Chapter 2 section 2.1). She found that there is a gendered difference in 

using rhetorical appeal in pronominal deixis.  Clinton consistently boosts her ethos in self-

assertive statements particularly based on her experience in politics, whereas Obama’s ethos 

underlies his audience-targeted assertive speech acts that are present- and future-oriented. 

Obama’s appeal to the people is an emotional appeal addressed to the audience of citizens and 

voters and aimed to arouse their feelings and enthusiasms. They also both used the ad 

verecundiam appeal, also called ‘argument from authority’ (Walton 2010, p.58-9), which is an 

inductive argument whereby an arguer cites the testimony of an authoritative person in support 

of some conclusion. Clinton’s ad verecundiam appeal is illustrated though her experience in 

collaborating with foremost authorities on environmental policies, as she explicitly states as in 

“I joined with Sens. [Barbara] Boxer and [Bernie] Sanders because I thought that their bill 

was the most forward-leaning …” (Ilie, 2018, p.100). While Obama tries to make up for his 

rather short period in the Senate, compared to Hillary Clinton, and maximize his environmental 

concern, by addressing a rhetorical encomium (i.e. a persuasive rhetorical device offering 

enthusiastic praise) to both Al Gore, a publicly acknowledged authority in environmental 

issues, and community activists: “Al Gore deserves a lot of credit for that, as do activists in the 
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environmental community and outlets like Grist”. Both speakers have used pronouns to serve 

their agenda differently based on their previous background and knowledge. Applying a 

pragma-rhetoric approach helped in exploring both the micro and macro structure of these 

pronouns looking at their background and the language they use to fulfil their discursive goals. 

 

In congressional discourse, Lenard (2017) examined female’s pronominal choices as they were 

strategically dedicated to sharing public rather than private experiences. Both male and female 

politicians have used first person singular pronouns to serve different discursive means. Female 

politicians used the pronoun I to separate themselves from the audience and group/party 

affiliation and to position themselves as independent and accomplished politicians, which is 

consistent with Arustamyan’s (2014) findings. Male politicians, on the other hand, did not feel 

the need to establish themselves because they might have already done it, or they possibly 

believed that their right for establishment had been granted with the election. Therefore, by 

sharing their personal experiences, male politicians used the pronoun I to create relationships 

and build rapport. According to the statistical data, we can conclude that men and women used 

the first-person plural pronoun at the same rate, but for different means. Arustamyan’s analysis 

discovered that there are no statistically significant gender differences i.e. male and female 

politicians used personal pronouns I, we, he/she and they at an equal rate. This reinforces the 

idea that a mixed-method approach to this type of data is valuable.  

 
There is a great deal of variation in the findings of the papers discussed, and some are 

seemingly equivocal on the role of gender regarding use of pronouns. They do, however, 

demonstrate that speakers can have various motivations for selecting their pronouns in a 

discourse and that they are mainly used by the speakers as a rhetorical device to appeal to their 

audience. They also revealed the importance of context, as it plays a significant role in these 

results in directing the speaker’s motivation. Pronominal choices also depend on the political 

position of the speaker, that is, either as a presidential candidate, a politician, or a member of 

Congress. 

 

7.1.5 Pronouns, identity and positioning 

This examination of the existing literature on pronouns in political discourse has revealed that 

politicians have agendas which prompt them to adopt different identities, and different 

pronouns play an important role in flagging these identities.  As Wilson notes, “[p]oliticians 
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would be particularly sensitive to the use of pronouns in developing and indicating their 

ideological position on specific issues” (Wilson, 1990, p.46). Research into the grammatical 

features of political discourse, such as pronouns and verbs, has demonstrated how politicians 

can create ideologies and attach identities to them (Fetzer 2008, 2011). Wodak (2011) explored 

the discursive and social practices of MPs and showed that politicians construct or are 

constructed by frontstage and backstage identities that appear through their discursive 

practices. MPs tend to use this strategy for persuasive reasons to convey a dramatic effect to 

their audience. Additionally, Ilie (2015a, p. 316) proposed that in debating, MPs reveal role 

shifts between their public roles as representatives of a part of the electorate and their private 

roles as members of the electorate they represent. The alternation between personal pronouns 

‘I’ and ‘we’ reflects the politician’s movement between his/her identity as an individual and 

his/her identity as a member of a group. By using the pronoun, we, the speaker includes others 

in the utterance, thus creating a group with a clear identity while making others responsible for 

potential issues as well (Bramley 2001, p.76). According to Bucholtz and Hall (2015), “we” 

reflects democratic values and relational identity; it shows social rather than personal identity.  

One way of analysing identity is through adopting Zimmerman’s (1998) framework.  

Zimmerman outlined three types of identity: discourse, situational and transportable identity. 

Discourse identity is related to the moment-by-moment organization of the interaction, in 

spoken discourse that the most pervasive identities are those of the speaker/hearer. In the 

Council, there are particular discourse roles which unfold in the organization of the interaction; 

the speaker of the Council controls the interaction, as he allocates turns and time to other 

members and to heads of the committees in the Council. Situated identities are explicitly 

conferred by the context of communication, as they come into play with a particular type of 

situation. They include all the participants (speaker, hearer “other members, attendees and 

viewers”) as members’ identity in the Council; they are situated as “consultants” of the 

government who represent the public. Their duty is to study laws and suggest agendas and 

reports, as well as convincing the Council to consider their suggestions and proposals. Their 

professions or their professional titles may also affect their situated identity, as they are part of 

their address terms (see section 4.2.2.1), as they may bring those roles to the Council. As a 

result, members situate themselves in different roles as part of the Council or even exclude 

themselves from the Council, which can be revealed through their pronominal choice in the 

discussions. The last type of identities he suggested is transportable identity; Zimmerman 

defined these as identities that travel with individuals across situations and are potentially 
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relevant in and for any situation and in and for any spate of interaction. This identity is also 

identified as an identity that is visible like gender, ethnicity, or age. He added that there is little 

evidence that participants reflect on their transportable identities such as gender in the 

interaction. However, this has been contested by other researchers, including Adams (2015). 

 

Zimmerman’s framework was adopted by Adams (2015), who suggested that females’ 

pronominal choices can be linked to identity as reflected in their discourse. She considered 

Zimmerman’s (1998) identity categorisation in analysing females’ debates while campaigning 

for governor’s positions in the USA. She revealed how speakers construct identities to convince 

the public, adding that in political debates, there are other situated identities that can be 

included in the context of the debate, as members’ qualifications for running for or holding 

office may be related to educational and professional experience. Also, there are identities 

related to representing a political party or a political ideology. Members claim in their debates 

to be better at solving problems because of their experience, training, ideology, managerial 

style, and perhaps, personality and personal experience; hence, they make a better choice. She 

also located where they can appear, as they are a crucial part of the opening and closing 

statements of the debates. Her view about transportable identity was presented by referring to 

female candidates’ appearance ‘clothing and hair’ and how females use their gender identity 

to support their reasoning.  Her study revealed that female members may use situated and 

transportable gender identity as a rhetorical tool in political debates.  

 

The three types of identity were also considered in relation to political debates in Vertommen’s 

(2013) study (introduced in section 8.1.2); he connected exclusive and inclusive we to 

Zimmerman’s (1998) identities in order to categorise them in political debates (2013, p.363-

364). Vertommen pointed out that discussants may orient towards “situated identities” in their 

debates, the ones they wish to be associated with or which are allocated to them at the onset of 

the debate from their pronominal choice. As this type of identity was mostly used to distinguish 

between government and opposition party membership, these identities came into being within 

a specific activity type and which are somehow constrained by it. Each party entered into a 

discussion with different priorities and strategies. In the SSC situated identities can be viewed 

differently as there are no opposing parties. It can be linked to members’ professional 

background as they are picked from different fields to give their views and opinion about their 
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area of expertise. Members may orient to or reflect on their professional knowledge to become 

persuasive.  

 

These studies show that Zimmerman’s identity frame can be applied to the analysis of pronouns 

in the case of the SSC. We will see that there are transportable and situational identities 

reflected in speakers’ discourses; when members choose particular pronouns in their discourse, 

they orient to certain identities for rhetorical reasons. Even without discourse member’s 

situated comments, ‘professional’ identities are predicted from their address forms (see section 

4.2.2.1). Situated identity is different from discourse identity as member’s discourse identity is 

linked to them being members in the Council, while situated identity is linked to a wider view, 

which is their input based on their professional background. 

 

A connection between pronouns and positioning has been identified by some of the studies 

mentioned above, like Bramley (2001), Vuković (2012), since it is a conversational 

phenomenon. Through discursive practices and pronouns, members develop a sense of 

selfhood or multiple selfhoods that they wish to investigate (Mühlhäusler & Harré, 1990). 

According to Davies and Harré (1990, p.48-49), when taking up a particular position as one’s 

own, a person inevitably sees the world from the vantage point of that position and in terms of 

the particular images, metaphors, storylines, and concepts which are made relevant within the 

particular discursive practices in which they are positioned.  

 

Accordingly, all pronouns will be linked to positioning; as they reflect the speaker’s position 

and reveal personal involvement, they can be an interactive tool that determines the relationship 

among speakers. For the analysis of particular types of pronouns, Davies and Harré’s (1990) 

reflexive and interactive positioning theory can be adopted. Reflexive and interactive 

positioning will be explained in detail in the analytical frame in section (7.2.4.1). Identity and 

positioning play an important role in identifying the reason for the pronouns used in a member’s 

discourse. There is a strong connection between those two concepts, which will be employed 

in the qualitative analysis of pronouns in chapter 8.   
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7.2 Methodology 
 
In order to introduce the methods used to identify and analyse the use of pronouns as a 

rhetorical device in the SSC in relation to gender, I present the RQs (7.2.1) that the analysis in 

chapter 9 seeks to answer. I then identify and discuss the form of pronouns in Arabic (7.2.2); 

as the analysis is on Arabic data. In (7.2.3), I present the analytical framework developed from 

the pronouns found in my corpora which will be applied in chapter 8. 

 
7.2.1 Research questions 
 
The previous literature has looked at the ways in which first-person pronouns are used in 

Western parliamentary democracies, and in some cases specifically in relation to gender, but 

in the majority of cases focusing on English and with some limited exploration of other 

languages. The current study builds on previous findings regarding the rhetorical uses of 

personal pronouns but has had to adapt them to fit the specific characteristics of the Arabic 

personal pronoun system, the non-political party nature of the Saudi Shura Council, and the 

fact that women have only very recently joined the Council. These factors will undoubtedly 

have an impact on the ways personal pronouns are used for rhetorical effect. The specific 

questions to be answered are as follows: 

 

3.1. Do members of the Council have a preferred means of positioning themselves (Singular I) 

and others (inclusive and exclusive we) through the use of pronouns? 

3.2. Is there a difference between males and females’ pronominal choices both in terms of form 

and function?   

7.2.2 The form of pronouns in Arabic 
 
This study will examine the form and the function of pronouns from the translated discourse 

of the Saudi Shura Council. In our case, since we are dealing with translated texts, we will 

identify questions from the Arabic text. Arabic is a null-subject language (i.e., one which 

permits the omission of pronouns in subject position, also called pro-dropping, or empty 

subject), and has different forms of pronouns of different strengths. Since Arabic is able to omit 

pronouns, their presence/absence in a structure is a free choice of the speaker and their (non-

)use is likely to have a pragmatic function. This fact makes it interesting to investigate the use 

of pronouns in the language of the Shura Council. Languages like Arabic drop the subject 
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pronouns and all the information provided by the pronoun becomes attached to the verb as an 

attached dependent pronoun. Indeed, Kashima and Kashima (1998, p.465-66) suggested that 

languages which allow pronouns to be dropped in conversation enable their speakers to 

manipulate the prominence of the self and the other in discourse. For the purpose of this 

research, we need to identify the pronoun system in Arabic, as it has different forms from 

English. In many studies, the pronouns in Modern Standard Arabic (MSA) are categorised in 

two ways: an independent detached form and an attached form (i.e., a clitic pronoun or a 

pronominal affix depending on the verb tense). But such a categorisation fails to mention 

implied or hidden pronouns, which, to my knowledge, are discussed only by Fischer and 

Rodgers (2002). 

 

Detached pronouns are defined by Hole (2004, p.177) as free-standing forms which are “a set 

of free morphemes that are written as separate words and that generally occur only in the 

position of grammatical subject (but may be used appositionally in other than subject 

position)”. These include the first-person singular form انأ  /ana/ and the inclusive plural form 

of نحن  /nahnu/. These forms were identified as “strong pronoun[s]” by Lewis (2013) and 

JapenSarage and Kasiyarno (2015), who claimed that Arabic personal pronouns are divided 

into strong “detached” and weak “attached” pronouns. They are considered as strong pronouns 

because they are viewed as independent words. They are phonologically stressed and only 

occur in the nominative case (Abu-Cakra, 2007, p.87). Also, when they are in a subject 

position, they function as an appositive noun, defining the noun next to it, to give a special 

emphasis. The emphasis is also given to a detached pronoun preceding a verb (Abu-Cakra, 

2007, p.88). It is known that Arabic sentence patterns follow a VSO ‘Verb-Subject-Object’ 

pattern. When a detached pronoun comes before a verb, it is a pattern that gives an emphasis 

to the subject of the sentence. Although classic Arabic grammars identify attached, detached, 

and implied pronouns, no such distinction about the strength of the different pronouns has been 

discussed, and this distinction is based on certain observations in studies that compared English 

to Arabic pronouns and that suggested such a difference, as they appear in the literal translation. 

This comparison will be taken into consideration in the discussion on the use of pronouns in 

this chapter, as we are dealing with attached and detached pronouns and translating them to 

English. 
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Attached pronouns are considered dependent when they come in a bound morpheme form. 

Hole (2004, p.177) defined them as ‘a set of bound pronominal clitics that can be suffixed to 

verbs, nouns, prepositions, and particles of various types and that may function as the 

grammatical object, indirect object, or possessor of the word to which they are suffixed’. They 

may be attached to most parts of speech, for example, nouns, verbs, and prepositions, with 

different meanings resulting in each case as explained in the figure below. This means they are 

identified within the context rather than being visible like independent pronouns. 

  

Figure 4 below explains attached pronouns in their singular and plural form and how they 

change according to the word they are attached to. 

 

 

Figure 4 Arabic attached pronouns 

 

Many studies, like Hassanein (2006), Lewis (2013), Albuhayri (2013), and JapenSarage and 

Kasiyarno (2015), refer to two types of pronouns only, namely, dependent and independent. 

After examining attached and detached pronouns, I argue that there is a pronoun missing from 

traditional Arabic grammar; what I’m calling the implied pronoun damīr mustatir (  ریمضلا

رتتسملا ).  Implied or hidden pronouns are identified in Qur’anic studies like in Dukes et al.(2010) 

that identified them as empty or hidden nodes, than can only be identified syntactically. They 

Attached pronouns 

Singular

/ii/ /-nii-/ يـ
ملكتملا ءای

the speaker

Object pronoun
+noun: My book- يباتك

+verb: excuse me -
ينرذعا

Subject 
pronoun

Other forms

/tu-/ تـ
لعافلا ءات

the actor

Subject pronoun
+verb

I wrote-  تـبتك

plural

 /na-/ انـ
نیلعافلا ان

the actors

Object pronoun
+noun

Our book - انباتك  

subject pronoun
+verb

We wrote- انبتك
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are exclusively inflected to verbs; in some cases, they are clearly identifiable, while in others, 

they are hidden. This is because they may appear only in declension, through defining the 

syntactic function of words in a sentence. Certain verbs imply a pronoun subject through 

inflection, but it may be dropped from the sentence (Fischer & Rodgers, 2002). This study will 

focus on the implied pronouns that are detected in independent subject pronouns appearing at 

the beginning of the words appearing as a syllable. In singular pronouns they have a syllabic 

‘schwa’ sound which I will symbolise by this sound / '- / attached to beginning of verbs with 

the Arabic letter  not all words starting with this letter have an implied pronoun, but this is , "أ"

a clue for finding one. The plural form comes attached to the letter ـن  /n-/, attached to the 

beginning of verbs. These pronouns are considered clitics, as they translate to the independent 

pronouns I and we and become the subject of the verb they are attached to.  For example, in 

Arabic, the verb دقتعأ  translates as “I think” (pronoun + verb), which implies that there is a 

pronoun embedded in the verb providing the subject “I” in the English translation. Not all the 

forms / '- / and ـن  /n-/ which are found at the beginning of verbs are categorised as pronouns. 

Therefore, they have to be identified in context and checked individually.  Another way to 

decide the existence of the pronoun is through checking if the Arabic verb translates to a 

(pronoun + verb); then there is an implied pronoun. 

 

AlBuhayri (2013) explained that dependent pronouns are reduced forms of independent 

pronouns; thus, there is a pronominal suffix corresponding to each of the independent 

pronouns. The same applies to implied pronouns. Table 6 shows how they are related to the 

attached subject and object pronouns. The independent object pronouns are from classical 

Arabic and do not appear in my data, but the dependent forms are derived from them. 

 

Table 6 Subject and object pronouns in Arabic 

pronoun Detached 

subject 

pronoun  

Implied 

subject 

pronouns 

Attached 

subject 

pronoun 

Detached 

object 

pronoun 

Attached 

object 

pronoun 

Singular 

‘I’, ‘me’ 
انٔا   /’anaa/ تـ / -' / أ  /-tu/ ٕيایا  /iyyaaya/ يـ  -ya /-ii/ 

/n-ii/  

Plural 

‘we’, ‘us’ 

نحن  /nahnu/  ـن  /n-/ انـ   /-naa/ ٕانأیا   /iyyaanaa/  انـ  /-naa/  
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The difference between attached and implied pronouns is that attached pronouns come at the 

end of words, while implied pronouns come at the beginning of words. Attached pronouns 

come with any word form, like nouns, preposition, verbs, etc., while implied pronouns come 

in combination with verbs only. Attached pronouns are considered suffixed when in the object 

position, while they are considered clitics when in the subject position; the same applies to 

implied pronouns.  

 

Having explored previous work on Arabic pronouns and the dataset from the Shura Council, 

Table 7 summarizes the pronouns that will be investigated in the following chapter. The table 

shows the forms associated with particular pronoun categories both in the first person singular 

and plural.   

 

Table 7 The selected pronouns for the analysis 

pronouns Form  Detached pronouns Attached pronouns Implied 

pronouns 

Subject 

pronouns 

Singular I -   انأ  /ana/ تـ /-tu/ 

تبھذ - I went  

 / -' /  أ

دقتعأ   - I think  

plural We -   نحن  /nahnu/  انـ  -na > /-naa/ 

We wrote - انبتك   

ـن  /n-/ 

دقتعن - we think  

Object of  

a noun 

pronouns 

Singular  يـ  -ya > /-ii/- /-nii/  

My book - يباتك  

 

plural  انـ  -na > /-naa/ 

Our book - انباتك  

 

 

7.2.3 Analytical framework 

 

The analysis will look into the formal details of Arabic first-person pronouns which include 

detached, attached and implied pronouns. It will adopt both quantitative and qualitative 

approaches to complement each other. The quantitative analysis was developed to detect and 

quantify the pronouns in terms of gender, to see the preferred forms picked by male and female 

speakers. In order to quantify the pronouns in Arabic, a distinction was made between 

detached, attached and implied pronouns. I used the Find function in Microsoft Word 2016. 
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This function finds and highlights the search category. I searched all the items in the personal 

pronoun’s category in Table 7. This helps in detecting the words with detached pronouns but 

in the case of attached pronouns it helped narrow my search, but I had to manually check if 

those words can be categorized as pronouns or not. This function also identifies the number of 

times a specific word occurred in the document. In the translated examples, since Arabic has a 

different pronoun system than English and some of the pronouns cannot be translated to 

English, I will signal them in the translated text to assist the non-Arabic speaking reader and 

show their position. The untranslated pronouns will be identified in the translated text as; 

detached pronouns (DP), attached pronouns (AP), and implied pronouns (IP).  

 

As in the previous chapter, the counts will be normalized by calculating the frequency of the 

categories per 10,000 words, as the word count for each category varies since there are fewer 

words for females’ than for males’ discourse. It will help identifying the ratio of all the types 

of pronouns used between men and women. After that in order to identify gender differences 

in the frequency of use of different pronouns, the statistical test will be applied using an online 

source called Corpus Frequency Wizard to find the chi-square.  This will help us identify 

whether any differences in frequency are significant or not.  

 

7.2.4 Pronouns in the corpora  

First person pronouns will be analysed using an empirical approach looking at their pragmatic 

role, employing both qualitative and quantitative analysis. The analysis will be devoted to more 

contextually dependent uses of pronouns, showing how these items can encode different 

aspects of the communicative intentions of the speakers. The forms of the pronouns were 

identified in the Arabic pronouns section 7.2.2 and will be analysed quantitatively in the next 

chapter. The taxonomy of functions of pronouns developed for the qualitative analysis is corpus 

driven and developed from previous literature to fit the pronouns used in the Council. The 

analysis of the first-person pronouns was based on what speakers try to convey with their 

choice of the pronouns. After examining the data, a singular and plural pronouns categorisation 

was established to help reveal the different ways in which members use these pronouns as a 

rhetorical tool to appeal to their audience. This categorization initially arose from a pilot study 

and was revised at different stages during the analysis in order to produce a taxonomy that 

could accommodate the intersected identities of the speakers and their possible construction of 

gender groups inside and outside the parliament. This taxonomy is built to cover the major uses 
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of these pronouns as they are not completely limited to these categories and may have other 

minor functions which will appear in the detailed analysis in chapter 8.  Singular and plural 

pronouns can be used differently by members to fill a persuasive goal and they will be divided 

across different sections and sub-sections for the purpose of analysis.  

7.2.4.1 First person singular pronouns  

 

The function of first-person singular pronouns is corpus driven; as it was based on a detailed 

overview of all the pronouns found in the data. This categorisation was also motivated and 

developed from the previous literature to fit the pronouns found in the Council. The analysis is 

based on what speakers try to convey with their choice of the pronouns. In previous literature 

the study of singular pronouns was explored from a single speaker perspective rather than in 

group discourse. Therefore, the analysis of singular pronouns in a group context will be 

developed from the literature that focused on a single speaker. Singular pronouns are self-

referencing unlike the plural pronoun we, therefore its reference will not be a point of further 

discussion. This section will focus on the collocations of first-person singular pronouns. These 

pronouns help frame the speaker’s perspective; they will be analysed based on how speakers 

employ them to contribute to their political agenda. Bramley (2001), Karapetjana (2011), 

Håkansson (2012) Fetzer (2014) all agree that the singular pronoun I implies a personal level, 

it makes it possible for the speaker to show authority and personal responsibility as well as 

commitment and involvement. It allows the speaker to present him/herself as a private figure, 

which establishes different communicative goals with their audience. First-person singular 

forms can be used by speakers to show their individualism or to express their exclusion of the 

in-group identity.  

 

The Arabic first-person singular pronouns and adjective in Table 6 can be realised through the 

English form (I/ me/ my/myself/ mine) the analysis of this pronoun will be divided to 2 main 

categories; expressing opinion and positioning of the self. The function of pronouns is 

developed from Bramley (2001) and Håkansson (2012) as in the taxonomy developed below, 

but with some changes to accommodate the nature of the debates in the Council. Another theory 

was adopted to link pronouns and positioning from Davies and Harré (1990) who talked about 

positioning in general. All personal pronouns can be used for positioning, but for the purpose 

of the analysis there will be a separate category for positioning the self in order to identify 
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reflexive and interactive positioning in relation to the first-person singular pronoun (Davies 

and Harre,1990).  

 

 

Figure 5  Singular pronouns categorization in the SSC 

Member strategically use first person pronouns to express their opinion and position which 

inspired the above categorisation. They use the self-reference singular pronoun to direct the 

audience to their personal opinion or their position to make their statement public for a 

rhetorical effect. There is a strong connection between the choice of singular pronouns ‘weak 

or strong’ and their reference as they are affected by the context. They invite the addressees to 

adopt the speaker’s perspective and interpret a communicative contribution accordingly.  

The ‘express opinion’ categorisation was divided into two variants in relation to casting their 

votes agree/disagree and cognitive verbs in relation to reflecting on a personal opinion. Since 

we are dealing with consultative assembly debates, where members vote on matters in the 

Council, expressing agreement and disagreement towards the agenda presented is an important 

part of their debates.  These opinions are used in combination with singular pronouns to express 

authority and commitment though expressing agreement and disagreement. This can be 

through what appeared in the data as members express their opinion in combination with both 

detached (strong) and attached (weak) pronouns, both of which contribute to the strength of 

their argument. Terms or words to express agreement like ‘ ]''yd[ دیؤأ  ['ad¿m]  معدأ - I support’ 

and express disagreement like 

Singular 
pronouns 

Express 
opinion

Agree / 
Disagree

Cognitive 
verbs

I think Other

positioning
the self

Reflexive 
positioning

Interactive
positioning
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 ardf'['  I object’. Members cast their votes using singular pronouns to reflect their[ ضفرأ -

personal opinion about the presented recommendations. In this way they show their individual 

opinion and votes and support them though their choice of the appropriate pronouns as will be 

discussed in detail in Chapter 8. 

Cognitive verbs have been linked to first-person self-reference in many studies, such as Aijmer 

(1997) and Fetzer (2014), who examined the cognitive verbs ‘think’ and ‘believe’. Cognitive 

verbs are typically referring to the subject position of the speaker. Subject pronouns are 

connected to cognitive verbs as from a semantic viewpoint, cognitive verbs are seen as a means 

of subjectification expressing the speaker’s attitude towards proposition and force. This 

category is dedicated to cognitive verbs as they refer to the speaker’s opinion or belief, which 

entail his intention for giving a particular opinion. Using cognitive verbs, the speaker invites 

the hearer to adopt his thoughts or claims. In discourse, cognitive verbs indicate that 

subjectively qualified information is made explicit, thus attributing an intersubjective 

dimension to the private domain (Fetzer 2014, 378). Cognitive verbs other than I think have a 

lower degree of certainty than I think.  

Aijmer (1997, p.1) stated that spoken discourse is rich in the reoccurrence of phrases like I 

think which are sensitive to the speaker’s communicative needs. Therefore, the cognitive verb 

['aetqd]  I think is dedicated a separate section in the analytical framework. As Bramley / دقتعأ

(2001) discussed it as a significant category ‘I think’ was described as a pragmatic marker and 

hedge by Lakoff (2012), but in later research by Holmes (1990) it was viewed as a powerful 

way to express assertiveness. From a discursive perspective cognitive verb like ‘I think’ are 

assigned the status of multifunctional devices expressing different types and different degrees 

of commitment (Fetzer 2008).  ['aetqd]  ’I think is used in the Council to express members / دقتعأ

beliefs and sometimes uncertainty. The main function that will be considered in the analysis is 

the deliberative and tentative form introduced by Holmes (1990) to account for gender 

difference in the choice of I think.  In the Council it is used more for a deliberative function 

which carries more of an authoritative strong meaning rather than the tentative weak function 

that expresses hesitation. Such a choice is important in building the image of the speaker and 

how they want to be seen. It is used by speakers to insert their position and express necessity 

by combining them with epistemic modality to heighten the level of the assumption or belief. 

It sometimes comes in combination with both weak and strong pronouns as in ‘['anaa 'aetqd] 
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دقتعأ انأ ’ which translates to ‘I personally think’ to show the speaker’s epistemic and deliberative 

function strongly. 

The second major category of singular pronoun that appeared in my data is members’ tendency 

to directly position themselves in a particular position for a rhetorical reason. This 

categorisation is considered in relation to detached pronouns which are used to intensify the 

speaker’s position. Here I have adopted Davies and Harré (1990) categorisation, reflexive and 

interactive positioning, to discuss how members position themselves within their discussions. 

Reflexive positioning according to Davies and Harré (1990, p.48-49) was defined as “the 

recognition of oneself as having the characteristics that locate oneself as a member of various 

sub classes of (usually dichotomous) categories and not of others -- i.e. the development of a 

sense of oneself as belonging in the world in certain ways and thus seeing the world from the 

perspective of one so positioned”. This corresponds to the member’s use of “I as a member of 

the Shura Council/ ىروشلا سلجم وضعك انأ ”as members’ foreground their position for a rhetorical 

reason as will be argued later. It is used to reflect on a personal experience, as the speaker 

decides to share part of his or her autobiography. Telling a personal story can also be considered 

as a type of reflexive positioning as these experiences come in the form of stories through 

which speakers make sense of their own and others’ lives. 

 

 The second category of positioning is interactive positioning, which is when members put 

themselves in the position of others, such as ‘I as a patient/ ةضیرمك انأ ’, to reflect their knowledge 

and awareness of the situation others are in.  It was identified by Davies and Harré (1990, p.48-

49) in the multiplicity of the self. In the sense of oneself belonging in the world in a certain 

way, thus seeing the world from the perspective you are positioned in. This recognition entails 

an emotional commitment to the category membership and the development of a moral system 

organised around belonging. It involves imaginatively positioning oneself as if one belongs in 

one category and not in the other (e.g., me as a patient and not a doctor). Positioning the self 

can be achieved in terms of the categories or story lines developed by the speaker about himself 

/herself or others through discourse. 

 

7.2.4.2 First person plural pronouns 

In the literature review, I identified various studies where the interest in plural pronouns was 

focussed on their inclusiveness and exclusiveness.  This will be the main category for our 
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taxonomy. The plural pronoun taxonomy was easier to categorise, as it is based on the previous 

literature. The personal plural pronouns (we/ us/ ourselves/ ours) can be used to present a 

member’s affiliation with a particular ‘discursive group’ and help in displaying different group 

identities. They are considered a type of positioning, as speakers decide to position themselves 

with different groups for rhetorical reasons. They can be used to indicate inclusion or exclusion 

by members as identified by previous research. The analysis will consider the categorisation 

of inclusive and exclusive plural pronouns we. As it was discussed in chapter 4 that the SSC is 

an assembly with no political parties, so there is no opposing party compared to the previous 

literature. The in-group identity will be limited to particular group, which can be used to exhibit 

solidarity and motivation rather than discrimination. 

The analysis will adopt Formato’s (2014) analysis of the rhetorical form of plural pronouns 

and adjust them to suit the SSC. These categorisations were adopted because this study also 

examines pronouns as a rhetorical device. All the we forms will be counted for the quantitative 

part, but not all we pronouns will fit in the qualitative analysis categorisation. As we will see, 

there are some generic forms like ‘we all know’ that may be vague and hard to define. 

Formato’s main focus in analysing plural pronouns was in terms of ‘social groups’ and 

‘discursive groups’ as they differ in their conceptions of speakers’ (lack of) consciousness or 

intentionality in affiliating with and constructing collections of people. The categorisation 

below is inspired by her rhetorical Noi forms.  

We is categorised to two main categories political form and national form, they each have 

different functions and reference. The analysis will focus on the plural pronouns’ inclusiveness 

and exclusiveness in relation to the Council, how members use those pronouns to include and 

exclude the public, the government, committees or the Council as a whole. Their choice will 

be highlighted in the qualitative analysis which will reveal members’ goals for picking such 

groups. In the Council we can see that plural pronouns are used to induce group identities as 

insiders and outsiders. The analysis of plural pronouns will rely on identifying the inclusiveness 

and exclusiveness indicated in member’s choice, and how they contribute to their argument. 
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Figure 6 Plural pronouns categorization in the SSC 

 
Each item in the above main categories contains a certain group as in the political form 

“exclusiveness” can be directed from something general like the government to the Council, 

the committee or even a particular gender group. We can refer to general groups moving to 

more specific group. The most general is the government; referring to other ministers, 

undersecretaries as part of the government, then the Council as it includes all the members of 

the Council. Moving to a more specific groups as the committee; refers to a more specific group 

in the Council referring to a particular committee. Then we have the gender category which is 

used exclusively by women either to refer to their peers in the Council or to their national 

counterparts in general. The gender category is based on ‘I plus same gender group’ (Formato 

2014); in this category there are two sub-categories. The first one is exclusive to female 

members in the Council ‘female politicians’ and the other is exclusive to Saudi females ‘all 

women’, this categorisation is only used when there is a reference to gender within the context. 

The inclusive form is headed as national form as members use the inclusive, we to include all 

Saudis in their discourse. This is a common feature in parliamentary discourse as members are 

representing the people and refer to them in their debates. It “serves to arouse a special 

sympathy or patriotic feelings” (Pyykkö 2002, p. 238). 

Speakers do not use singular or plural pronouns exclusively; they interact with each other and 

overlap through their discourse. In order for a speaker to be persuasive, he/she will shift 

Plural 
pronouns

Political form
'Exclusive'

The 
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between them. Other elements will appear in relation to these pronouns such as modality, verbs 

of cognition, metaphors and idioms. The analysis will also reveal which types of identity 

members tend to foreground and which they try to background through their pronominal 

choices. The qualitative approach was developed to build a clear understanding of the 

pronominal choices’ members make. Plural and singular pronouns are used for specific goals 

by members in the Council as speakers use them to shift from different roles to make their 

discourse persuasive. 

7.3 Final remarks 
 

In this chapter, I first briefly introduced the persuasive power of pronouns; I then showed how 

it is viewed in political and parliamentary discourse. Other analytical approaches towards the 

analysis of pronouns was presented like gender, identity and positioning. In the second part of 

this chapter I presented the methodology used to carry out the analysis for this study, taking 

into consideration the pronouns found in the corpora, and how they can be analysed. I presented 

the pronouns in the corpora (see 7.2.3) to reveal how the quantitative analysis will be 

approached. Then I provided a taxonomy for the qualitative analysis in (section 7.2.4) which 

draws on approaches and areas that are developed specifically for the investigation of first-

person plural and singular pronouns. This will be applied to the analysis and discussion of 

pronominal choices in the next chapter. 

 

In Chapter 8, I present quantitative findings for the forms of pronouns used by male and female 

politicians and I discuss the qualitative findings to reach the results in terms of the use of how 

members ‘male and female’ employ pronouns as a rhetorical device in the SSC. 
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Chapter 8 Pronouns analysis  
 
 
 

Introduction 
 
In chapter 7, I reviewed previous literature on the use of pronouns in political discourse with a 

focus on gender and presented the analytical framework for this chapter. In this chapter I 

provide quantitative results and discuss qualitative insights concerning the use of pronouns in 

the debates taking a pragma-rhetorical approach. I have provided some grounds in the previous 

chapter in the analytical framework about the way pronouns will be analysed. However, in this 

chapter through the discussion of the quantitative findings we will see the number and types of 

pronouns members use in their debates in order to answer RQ’s 3.1.Do members of the Council 

have a preferred means of positioning themselves ‘Singular I’ and others ‘inclusive and 

exclusive we’ through the use of pronouns? And 3.2.Is there a difference between males and 

females’ pronominal choices in terms of ‘both form and function’?.  The answer to these 

questions will appear through quantitative and qualitative analysis of first person singular and 

plural pronouns. In the final section I provide answers to the research questions (RQs 3.1/3.2) 

and I discuss the results in relation to the wider Saudi context (8.3). 

8.1 Quantitative findings 
 

This section will highlight the quantitative findings of this chapter by comparing males and 

females use and choice of first-person pronouns. The raw numbers will be normalised to give 

the ratio of pronouns for males and females per 10,000 words, considering the word count of 

the total discourse of males (35,305) words and females (9,689) words. 
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Table 8 The quantitative results for the use of singular and plural pronouns 

First person pronouns Males 

Raw 
Rate per 

10,000 

words 

Females 

Raw 
Rate per 

10,000 

words 

Sig. χ2 Value 

 

Singular 

Detached  
['anaa] انأ  / 

I 

167  

47.3 

27  

27.9 

p < .05 

 

6.24421 

 

Singular 

Attached  
يـ  /-j’/ 122 

34.6 
23 

23.7 
Not 

sig. 
2.44311 

 /tu-/ تـ 

 

46 

13.0 

3 

3.1 

p < .05 6.01247 

 

Implied 

pronoun  
 310 / -' /  أ

87.8 

63 

65.0 

p < .05 

 

4.52734 

 

total  645 182.69 116 119.72 P<.001 17.75376 

Plural 

Detached 
[nahnu] نحن   

We 

33 

9.3 

14  

14.4 

Not 

sig. 
1.43924 

 

Plural 

Attached  
انـ  /-na/ 222 

62.9 
43 

44.4 
p < .05 4.13387 

Implied 

pronoun 
/n-/ ـن        254 

71.9 

41 

42.3 

p < .01 9.79649  

 

Total  509  

144.17 

98 

101.14 

p < .01 10.25463  

 

 

In the table first-person singular pronouns are used more than plural pronouns among both 

genders. The Chi-square test shows that there is a significantly clear difference between males 

and female’s choice of pronouns. Males generally use more personal pronouns (both singular 

and plural) than females, with the significant difference for singular pronouns = 

(χ2=17.75376/p < .001) and plural = (χ2=10.25463/p < .01). This suggested that male speakers 

tend to be more emphatic in their positioning than female speakers in their discourse. This also 
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corresponds to Larner’s (2009), Andersson’s (2012), Mulac et al.’s (2013), Yu’s (2013) and 

Ahmad and Mehmood’s (2015) who found that male speakers use first-person singular pronoun 

more than females in their discourse to show dominance. When it comes to all the types of 

pronouns male speakers use every type more than females, except for the plural detached 

pronouns where the ratio per 10,000 is slightly higher in females’ sample (14.4) than the males 

with (9.3). This shows that females use the strong detached pronoun to express a strong 

connection with their audience more than males. The most used singular pronoun among both 

genders is the implied pronoun. This gives rise to the suggestion that members feel comfortable 

using implied weak pronouns more than the other types in their discourse. As explained before 

these pronouns can be embedded in a word, so they are part of the word to express that it has 

a pronominal reference.  

Table 9 The quantitative results detached vs attached pronouns 

Pronoun Males 

raw 
Rate per 

10,000 

words 

Females 

raw 
Rate per 

10,000 

words 

Sig.  χ2 Value 

 

Detached 200 56,64 41 42,31 Not sig. 2.66881 

 
Attached 954 270,21 173 178,55 p < .001 

 

25.78387 

 
 

The table compares the use of attached and detached pronouns between male and female 

speakers. The results display that there is no significant difference between their choices of the 

detached ‘strong’ pronouns, they use them almost equally. While attached ‘weak’ pronouns are 

used significantly more by males than by females in their discourse with a high significance 

value of (χ2=25.78387 /p < .001). Members in general use the attached pronouns (weak) more 

than the detached pronouns (strong). Weak attached pronouns are more popular among 

members than detached strong pronouns, this might be related to the fact that detached 

pronouns are used for emphasis rather than a subject marker. Weak pronouns can still refer to 

the subject of the discussion, therefore they are favourable since it has less emphasis on the 

subject yet refer to it in communication.  
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8.1.1 Singular Pronouns 

Singular personal pronouns are used more than plural pronouns, and they are generally used 

with verbs of cognition ‘with implied pronouns’, or with other pronouns to express perception, 

sense and their opinion.  They are also used to express a speaker’s position as in agreement or 

disagreement with the agendas presented. This can be through the use of these words to express 

either agreement ‘['anaa ma'a] ]''yd[ دیؤأ  /I’m for - عم  انأ   ['ad¿m]  معدأ - I support/ ['atfq]  I - قفتأ 
agree’ or disagreement ‘[la '' yd] دیؤأ لا - I don’t support/ ['anaa akhtlf] فلتخا انأ  -I differ/ ['rfd]  

ضفرأ - I object or refuse and ['anaa lst ma'a]  I'm not for’.  The most used singular - عم تسل انأ 

pronoun is the implied pronoun; implied pronouns are embedded in the verbs as they help 

identify the subject of the sentence or argument. They can be used to express the speakers’ 

personal experience or opinion. This was expressed through the combination of verbs of 

cognition and implied pronouns such as ‘['aetqd] دقتعأ  / I think’ which appeared in the ratio of 

17.11(77 times) per 10,000 words in my data, it was used by the speakers in the Council to 

mostly express a deliberative function rather than tentative to express their opinion on what 

needs to be done. They were sometimes combined with the detached pronoun ‘[ana] انأ / I’ for 

emphasis which can be translated to ‘['anaa 'aetqd] انأ  دقتعأ / I personally10 think’. Another 

common appearance for implied pronouns was with the verbs of cognition ‘['ara] ىر  ’I see11 / أ

used by a ratio of 12.17 (43 times) for men and 9.2 (9 times) for women. Followed by ‘['atmna] 

ىنمتأ /I hope’ which was also used with a ratio of 7.93 (28 times) by men and 5.16 (5 times) by 

women. Singular pronouns can be used by the speaker to reflect on their experiences and 

position both ‘reflexive and interactive positioning’. Like with the possessive form of I, ‘my’ 

appears in the Arabic attached pronoun form يـ  /-j'/ to report a personal experience in ‘[tjrba-

tj'] يتبرجت   /my experience’ or a view in ‘[wjhh nzr-j'] يرظن ةھجو / my point of view’. Detached 

pronouns appear for emphasis as in emphasising the self as a way to reflect on their ethos that 

they have personally done certain things to prove that they have done their job properly and 

their opinion is coming from personal investigation and views as in ‘['anaa shkhsyan] ایصخش انأ / 

I personally’ and ‘['anaa mt'akd] دكأتم  انأ  / I’m sure’. They also come in combination with 

 
10 Personally, is used for translation purposes to emphases on the double pronouns as there are two pronouns 
used in the phrase (DP) and (IP). 
 
11 ‘I see’ is originally viewed as a verb of perception, however in my study it can be viewed as a verb of cognition 
to express an opinion, vision or knowledge as in example 39 ‘ ھتسارد يف  عارسلاا  ةرورض  ىرأ  / I see the need to 
accelerate the study’ so it is used to express a passive cognitive function rather than an active physical function 
‘physical performance’. 
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detached pronouns for more emphasis as in expressing support in ‘['anaa ''yd] دیؤأ انأ  / I 

personally support’ and ‘['anaa 'arfd] ضفرأ انأ  /I personally object’. This enables speakers to 

establish stronger grounds and opinions to their audience. They also come in combination with 

deontic modality as in ‘['anaa yjb] بجی انأ  / I must’ to express the necessity for an action, this 

underlines the speaker’s commitment and sense of obligation.  

8.1.2 Plural Pronouns 

Most of the plural pronouns used in the Council refer to the Council as a whole ‘exclusive’ to 

Council members, followed by the inclusive form referring to the nation, then ‘exclusive’ to 

specific groups. There is no significant difference in the use of plural pronouns across males 

and females. They are mainly used to express inclusiveness and exclusiveness of the audience 

“fellow members, the public”. The detached pronoun We/ نحن  [nahnu] is mostly used to express 

the Council collectively in relation to expressing collective knowledge, obligation or needs. 

Similarly, plural detached pronouns are attached to verbs of cognition and perception which 

are mostly used to express collective opinions or views ‘[n¿rf] فرعن - we know  nra[ / we[ ىرن - 
see’ mostly referring to an exclusive group. This collective pronoun is used to express shared 

responsibility of the members of the Council towards the public in relation to the Council’s 

actions using words like ‘[najid] دجن   -we found / [talabna] انبلاط  -we demanded/ [ndrs] سردن  – 

we study/ [nf¿l] لعفن – we do’. They are also used to express obligation as in combination with 

the modal verb as in ‘[nhtaj] جاتحن  - we need/ [ ¿lyna]  we must or have to’, It is attached to- انیلع

the pronominal suffix انـ  /-na/ and/n-/ ـن.    Modal verb [yjb] بجی -must can be used in combination 

with words containing plural pronouns in order to refer to the collective responsibility as in 

with ‘[yjb ndrsha] اھسردن بجی - we must study it/ [yjb ntâb¿] عباتن بجی - we must follow up/ [yjb 

nkhss] صصخن بجی  - we must dedicate’. This corresponds to Coltman-Patel (2018) and 

Vertommen (2013) who found that there is a rhetorical connection between modality and 

pronouns. Coltman-Patel (2018) found that plural pronoun we collocated with modal verbs in 

Obama’s speeches, as high-level modal verbs have a profound effect on a politician’s identity 

to show commitment and reinforce the power of their perception. Vertommen (2013) found 

that in government party talk; the exclusive meaning of the personal pronoun “we/wij” 

remarkably often occurs with material process verbs modified by the deontic modal verb 

“moeten” [‘must’]. This reveals that it is a way for government party politicians to stress the 

necessity of their actions. This can be connected to the SSC as members use modals in 

combination with pronouns to stress their roles and the necessity for an action towards the 
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presented agendas. They are meant to inform the audience of the government’s or Council’s 

future priorities.  

SSC members strategically employ personal pronouns for different goals as singular pronouns 

to reflect on themselves and their opinion, while plural pronouns can be employed to refer to 

the Council, a particular group or the whole nation to serve their discussion. They are usually 

used to express the collective goals which all participants should share as in expressing unity, 

creating harmony and invoking a sense of responsibility. Both plural and singular pronouns 

can be used by members to exclude or include themselves with others. 

8.2 Qualitative insights into the use of pronouns in the SSC 

The quantitative findings reveal limited differences in pronoun use between male and female 

members. In this section, case studies will be analysed to explore how members employ the 

personal pronouns to fulfil their discursive goals. It aims to look first at the use of first-person 

pronouns, and the analysis is based on the taxonomy built in the previous chapter. The main 

goal of this section is to discuss how members use the Arabic first person pronouns that 

correspond to the English singular pronouns/ possessive adjectives ‘I, me, my’ and plural 

pronouns/adjectives ‘we, us, our’ as a rhetorical device. Members choose to situate themselves 

in certain positions to become more persuasive. When comparing the forms of we to I the 

reference needs to be to that identified by Dam (2015: 35) who found that the meaning structure 

of we has more referential presupposition than I which has a clear reference ‘the speaker’. This 

corresponds with Goddard (1995, p. 107) who said that I does not imply that the addressee has 

to do some work to figure out who is meant; it is a pure index. We invites the addressee to think 

of who else other than I is being included. Therefore, the analysis of this chapter will begin 

with singular first-person pronoun forms as it has a clear reference to the self, and they were 

used more than the plural forms. Then it will move to a more detailed analysis of the first-

person plural pronouns “we, our, us” exploring the inclusiveness and exclusiveness and the 

type of identity speakers tend to orient to through the use of pronouns. It is hard to separate 

singular from plural pronouns in the analysis, but they will be examined in relation to address, 

inclusion and exclusion even though they overlap at some points. Also, through the use of these 

pronouns, members situate themselves in different identities, therefore looking at the use of 

pronouns in relation to identity can reveal how gender differences are presented through the 
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choice of pronouns and also how they can be used as a rhetorical tool in presenting the multiple 

roles of the members.  

8.2.1 First person singular pronoun 

The analysis of the first-person singular pronouns’ is directed towards the view members intend 

to reflect through such a choice. Speakers express their opinions and positions towards the 

recommendations presented by their colleagues or the specialised committees. I is central to 

the representation of the self by the politician, it can reflect positively by appealing to both 

ethos and pathos. This section will examine the use of first-person singular pronouns in regard 

to the taxonomy developed in Figure 5. 

8.2.1.1 Personal opinion 
 

This category is developed to show how members express their personal opinion towards the 

recommendation either by agreement or disagreement or reflect on their personal opinion 

through the use of cognition verbs as I think. 

 
8.2.1.1.1 Agreement and disagreement 

Since the SSC is a consultative assembly, members’ main role is to cast their votes and give 

input about the recommendations presented. Members express their personal opinion by the 

votes they cast during the debates. Singular pronouns are also used to express authority as in 

expressing agreement and disagreement towards the agendas presented.  Pronouns expressing 

agreement were introduced in the analytical frame section (4.1). All these forms have various 

strengths which can go from ‘I strongly support’ to just saying ‘I’m for’, the same applies to 

disagreement. Members usually position their opinion at the beginning or the end of their 

discussion, sometimes even twice for emphasis.  

This example is taken from a discussion about the lack of financial support given to talented 

people in the country. The speaker shows her strong support for the recommendation, then 

explains why she supports it.  

(35) 

 دوجوم زیزعلادبع.د هركذ يذلا يلیصفتلا حرشلا نوكی نأ تینمت و ،ةیصوتلا هذھل ةوقبو ةدیؤم انأ :ينرقلا ةمطاف.د

 نیب راتحیس نم نم عانقلإ ـل ةئطوت ينعی رثكأو لیصفت رثكأ اھنلأ انیدیا نیب يذلا فلملا يف ةیصوتلا تاغوسم يف

 وأ انییعت ـت ةیادب ءلامزلا ضعب نم تعمس سلجملا يف انھ نكل  يماظن ءارجلإ جایتحا كانھ معن ،نیرایتخلاا
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 و اھیماسروو اھئارعش غرفت انل ةرواجم لودو ،نیعدبملا غیرفتل ةریثك تاحرتقم تمدق كانھ نا ةیوضعلل انرایتخا

 لكشب يداصتقلاا كارحل ـل يرورض ينقت يملع بناجب كلاب امف ةفلتخملا ةیناسنلاا نونفلا يف ىتح هرخآ ىلإ و و

  فیظوت يف ىتح ةطروتم يھ ناك اذا نیركتبم نعوأ ءاملع نع عفادت نأ ةیندملا ـلا ةمدخلا ةرازو نم عقوتن لا ،ماع

 و اھیعدبمب ـب يفتحت نأ تاعماجلا ـلا لاعف نم رظتنا انأ ىلعأ فیلاكت ينعی فقلتت نأ كلاب امف ىندلأا دودحلا ـلا

 .اركش ،ةوقبو كلذل ةدیؤم انأو ... يداملا ىوتسملا ىلع ىتح مھست نأ و اھیركتبم

Dr. Fatima Al-Qarni (F): I strongly support this proposal and I hoped that the 1 

detailed explanation which Dr. Abdul’Aziz stated is provided in the proposal rationale 2 

in the file we have in our hands because it is more detailed and more, that is, helping 3 

to convince those who will be puzzled over the two options. Yes, there is a need for a 4 

legislating action but here in the Council I heard from some of the colleagues in the 5 

beginning of our assignment or selection (AP) for the Council that there [was] 6 

presented [to the Council] many proposals to give leave to the talented [to focus on 7 

their talents]. Neighboring countries give leave to their poets and painters and so on 8 

and so forth even in the varied fields of the Arts so what do you reckon [when it comes] 9 

to a scientific and technical aspect that is necessary to the economic mobility in 10 

general. We don’t expect from the Ministry of Civil Service to fight for scientists and 11 

innovators. If it is troubled by just employing the minimum numbers what do you 12 

reckon [if] it took upon itself, that is, higher responsibilities? I am really expecting 13 

from universities to celebrate their talented people and innovators and to contribute 14 

even on the financial level ...  and I strongly support that. Thank you. 15 

 

This discussion is coming from a subject point of view as the speaker starts her discussion by 

giving her opinion “ ['anaa m''ydah w bequwa] ةوقبو ةدیؤم انأ -   I strongly support” then 

explains why she supports this recommendation. She criticises the Council for not making any 

past actions in lines 5-8 she engages herself. In addition, line 5 “[sm¿tu] تعمس  - I heard” shows 

that she is responding to the contribution of others and is therefore, a reactive Council member 

rather than simply one who produces pre-prepared remarks. In line 6, our refers to her female 

colleagues because they were recently appointed to the Council. She disassociates herself and 

her female colleagues from this process; this happened before their appointment. In line 8 she 

compares Saudi Arabia to other neighbouring countries as they have done something about this 

matter and ‘we’ have not. This way implied indirectly to encourage the Council to follow the 

path of these countries. Then she moves to the national current situation to direct where this 
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support should come from, all these elements invite her fellow member to agree with her 

argument. We can see the strength of her support through using the word ‘strongly’ in “I 

strongly support” and using it at the beginning and end of her discussion. In this example the 

speaker has repeated her position ‘vote’ twice in the discussion, for the purpose of persuasion 

and emphasis. She also supported her discussion by referring to previous actions and 

comparison to neighbouring countries to give a solid argument.   

Other forms with less strength may appear in simply saying “‘['anaa ma'a]  .”I’m for - عم انأ 

This depends on the speakers’ position and how they feel about the report and can be realised 

in the content of the discussion that follows their opinion as we will see in the example below. 

The speaker is in favour of financial and administrative support but has some concerns. The 

speaker seems hesitant about his full support to the recommendation that requests financial and 

administrative support to governmental institutions: 

(36)  

 

 لا نأ ةظحلام يل نكلو ،ھجو نسحأ ىلع اھلمع ءادأب موقتل ایرادإ و ایلام ةسسؤملا معد عم انأ :يلیحرلا دمحم.أ

 هذھ صصخأ لا انأ و ،ایرادإ وأ ایلام ناك ءاوس للاقتسلااب تاھجلا زاھجلا معدب ةبلاطملا يف ةبلاطملا يف عسوتن

 تاھجلا ضعب نأ نیقی ىلع يننأ امك .…نیدح وذ حلاس يرادلإاو يلاملا للاقتسلااف ،ماع لكشب نكل و ةسسؤملا

 تاجایتحلاا يطغت ةیرشبلاو ةیلاملا دراوملا نأ تدجول ةیباقرلا تاھجلا دحأ تلاس ول يلاملا معدلا ةلق نم يكتشت يتلا

 .سیئرلا يلاعم اركش ،كلذ ىلإ ىدأ ةرادلإا ءوس نكلو ةدایزو

 

Mr. Mohammed Al-Ruhaili (M): I am for supporting the organization financially and 1 

administratively to do its work in the best way. However, I have a remark that [we 2 

should] refrain from excessively demanding that bodies become independent whether 3 

financially or administratively. I don’t mean only this organization [with this remark] 4 

but in general, because financial and administrative independence is a double-edged 5 

sword; [ 2 lines removed explaining why] …. I am also positive that some of these 6 

bodies that complain of the lack of financial support - if you asked one of the supervising 7 

authorities, you will find that the financial and human resources cover all needs and 8 

more, but mismanagement lead to that. Thank you, your Excellency, Mr. Speaker. 9 
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In this contribution the speaker is expressing his personal view using the first-person singular 

pronouns throughout the argument. He started by stating the side he supports by simply saying 

['anaa ma'a]  I’m for. He states that he has some reservations towards giving financial - عم انأ 

and administrative support in lines 2-6. He used figurative elements to support his argument 

like the idiom in line 6 to show that this agenda has advantages and disadvantages. Then he 

reflects on his knowledge in line 8 that he is positive that some institutions do not need that 

support. There is a contradiction here, as in the beginning he was with the support then in the 

end he is questioning it. This explains his choice of such a support phrase “I am for” which 

carries less strength than in example (35), as he seems to be unsure about his decision. He also 

did not repeat his initial positive support for the recommendation in contrast to the previous 

example. All these elements reflect on his vote, it seems nuanced. 

Disagreement can be expressed in various forms; they depend on the speaker and the strength 

of his objection. Disagreement using personal pronouns is expressed less than agreement in the 

Council. In the excerpt below, the speaker is disagreeing with the retirement rules and discusses 

how it will affect those who have already retired; that they will be excluded from the presented 

recommendation. 

(37) 

 مھكرتن لھ ؟اودعاقت نیذلا صاخشلأا ریصم امو بیط .فظوملا نم ةبسن ذخأت ةیناثلا ةیصوتلا :يلیحرلا دمحم.أ

 ةحارص ىردأ لا .رشب يلوذ ؟شیل ةشیعم ءلاغ لدب مكیطعن لا نم ذخأن لا ؟مكبتاور نم انذخا ام يلوذ لوقن

 دقتعأ نلآا يئلامز نم ریثكو .ةیلاملا ةنجللا عم تقسن يدو ناك انأ فیكو ؟ةنجللا ةحص فیكو ةنجللا هذھ نع

 يتاتف .ةسلج لك يف سلجن 4 ةعاسلا ىلا ھیصقتسم ةسارد هذھ نا فرعی علط مھضعبو ةنجللا يف ناك مھضعب

 لجأی و سلجملا اذھ يف اھیلع توصی لا نم انأ .تیوصتلا اذھب اھیلع توصن مث هذھ ةساردلا نع لزعنن ةنجل

 .سیئرلا يلاعم اركشو ثیدح ثداح لكل نوكی كلذ دعبو .اھماظن ةسارد ةیلاملا ةنجللا نم دقتعت ىھتنت ىتح
  

  Mr. Mohammad AlRuhaili (M): The second recommendation takes a percentage of 1 

the employee ok and what is the fate of the people who retired, do we leave them to 2 

say what we haven’t taken from their salaries, Then we don’t give benefits for the rise 3 

of the cost of living, aren’t they humans? I honestly do not know about this committee 4 

and the credibility of this Committee and how I was hoping it coordinated with the 5 

Committee of finance and many of my colleagues now I think some of them were in 6 

the Committee and some of them have left, know that this study was conducted until 4 7 
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pm. We sit in each session of the Committee and dedicate time for this study and then 8 

we vote with this vote. I am not voting for this in this session and will postpone my 9 

vote until the final decision from the Finance Committee to study its system and then 10 

“for every incident there will be a discussion12” Thank you, your Excellency the 11 

president. 12 

When the speaker wants to express his disagreement, he starts by indicating the reasons why 

he is not in agreement with this proposal. He gives comments that show his disapproval like 

“aren’t they humans/ رشب يلوذ سیل ” which we can also note that this is a rhetorical question 

that elicits criticism as the way they are treated is inhumane. He also uses the negative form 

“not/ لا  ” many times in lines 2,3,4,9, this contributes to the member’s position throughout his 

discussion. It leads the hearer to his point of view indirectly, that he has something negative to 

say. He also shows his exasperation about the situation by questioning the committee and the 

accuracy of the information they have provided in lines 4-6.  For more support in line 6 he 

moves to refer to his colleagues and that he thinks they have spent a lot of time working on this 

study, to show his knowledge of the situation and prove that this is not the right solution. The 

speaker ends the discussion with a firm expression of his disagreement by saying “['anaa mn 

la ySwt ¿lyha] اھیلع توصی لا نم انأ / I’m not voting for this/”. He detached himself from 

the previous plural pronoun we in we vote, to show his individual opinion and place himself 

outside the shared responsibility. He reveals his position by refusing to vote as this agreement 

needs more accurate studies before being approved. He says he will postpone his decision for 

further investigation. Then he backs it up with the cultural idiom in line 11, meaning when an 

action is done, we will discuss this matter further. To show his dissatisfaction with the report.  

From the beginning of the discussion the speaker leads to his position which is disagreement 

as he used negative assertions leading to his vote. 

Another form of disagreement appears in the example below as the speaker expresses his 

disagreement towards the recommendations concerning hiring community college graduates. 

(38)  

 

 ھجوت نأ بجی هذھ نكلو فیظوت ىلا ةجاحب عمتجملا تایلك يجیرخ نأ كش لاب :نودعسلا اللهدبع رایطلا ءاوللا
 ةرازو نأ دقتعأ لاو ،فیظوت مث لیھأت ةداعإ لاوأ لیھأت ىلإ ةجاحب ءلاؤھ ،لمعلا ةرازو ىلإو ةیندملا ةمدخلا ةرازول

 
12 Cultural idiom 
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 يملعم ىتح نأ دجن ةمدقتملا لودلا يف ،میلعتلا كلس لاجم يف ةصاخ بناجلا اذھب عیطتست يتلا يھ -املا يھ میلعتلا
 تلاباقمل -اردل نوعضخی اضیأو ،اذھ دعب نیتنس ریتسجام نع لقی لا ام ھعم نأ دجت لافطلأا ضایر لا لا
 بتاكم لیعفت اعسات اا صخی امیف اضیأ ،ةلاسر يھ امنإو طقف ةفیظو تسیل اھنلأ ،اھریغو ةیسفن ةریثك تارابتخاو
 نیتیصوتلا عم تسل انأ كلذلو .... ،ةیزكرم ةھج نوكت دق نكلو تاعماجلا اھنأ دقتعأ لا ،تاعماجلا يف نیجیرخلا
 .اركشو ةعساتلاو ةنماثلا
 

Maj. Gen. Piolet Abdullah Al-Saadoun (M): [There is] no doubt that the graduates from 1 

community colleges need employment, but this [issue] must be directed to the Ministry 2 

of Civil Service and Ministry of Labour13. Those [graduates] need rehabilitation first; 3 

rehabilitation and then employment, and I don’t think that the Ministry of Education is 4 

the one- is what can [take care] of this aspect; especially in the field of Education. In 5 

advanced countries, we find that even the teachers of kindergarten; you find that he has 6 

no less than a master’s degree of two years after this. They go through stud- interviews 7 

and tests, psychological and otherwise, because it is not an occupation only but a 8 

mission. Also, with regards to [the] ninth [proposal to] activate [the role] of graduate 9 

offices at universities. I don’t think it’s universities [that should undertake this mission] 10 

but it could be a central authority, Therefore, I don’t endorse the eighth and ninth 11 

proposals. Thank you. 12 

He starts by showing his doubts about the recommendation in lines 4 and 10 by saying [la 

'aetqd] دقتعأ لا /I do not think using this form of negation indicate that he has some negative 

views about the recommendation.  The speaker starts by indicating why he is against the 

recommendations, then expresses his vote at the end. Unlike the agreement which appears at 

the beginning then is supported through the discussion. This backs the assumption that when 

members express something positive, they show their support from the start, while negative 

views are expressed at the end of their statement. 

In my data female members did not express their disagreement directly like male members. 

Indeed example 6 was the only case where strong disagreement appeared in my data. It is more 

common to express agreement strongly rather than disagreement which appeared less in my 

data. Members also support their opinion with different rhetorical devices since they want to 

 
13 Ministry of Labor and Social Development 
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persuade their fellow members to agree with them by employing other elements like idioms, 

metaphors, and rhetorical questions.  

8.2.1.1.2 Cognitive verbs  

Cognitive verbs can be used in combination with pronouns to reveal a speaker’s opinion and 

point of view. They can be considered a persuasive tool as they enable speakers to present their 

opinion to the public more precisely and directly. This helps get the attention of the audience 

in that the speaker is talking from a personal perspective.  

In the example below the word ['ara] ىرا / I see was used to convey a cognitive means rather 

than its literal meaning. The speaker in the example below is using it to represent her point of 

view towards the urgency of conducting a study to prevent the misuse of medical herbs. 

 (39)  

ىرأ  عارسلاا ةرورض  سیئرلا يلاعم : بلاط وبأ بنیز.د عم انأ لب بسحف اذھ سیل ةساردلل حرتقملا اذھ ةمئلام
 مھتاجاح للاغتسا و ىضرملاب فافختسلاا و باشعلأا ةراجت راھدزا نم ةیبطلا ةحاسلا هدھشت ام نلأ ھتسارد يف
 لب ةملعتم ریغلا ةقبطلا مھ ضعبلا نظی وأ نظن امك سیل باشعلاا  هذھ يمدختسم نا امك بجعلل اوعدی ةیجلاعلا

يرظن ةھجو نم سیئرلا يلاعم .ةیلاع ةیملع تاداھش نولمحی ىضرملا ءلاؤھ ضعب نأ  ىرا مل ةحصلا ةرازو نا
 يوادتلا قوس میظنت و عمتجملا ةیعوتل ءيشنأ يذلا لیدبلا بطلل ينطولا زكرملا رود لیعفت يف بولطملاب مقت
.حرتقملا اذھ ةسارد ةیمھا نمكت انھ و........... باشعلأاب  

Dr. Zeinab Abu Talib (F): Your excellency the President, I support the suitability of this 1 

proposal to study not only this, but I see the need to accelerate the study because the 2 

medical scene is facing a growth in the trade of herbs with disregard for patients and 3 

exploiting their therapeutic needs, which causes us to wonder! The users of these herbs 4 

are not as we think or some people think from the uneducated class, but some of these 5 

patients have high degrees. Your excellency the President, from my point of view I see 6 

that the Ministry of Health has not been required to activate the role of the National 7 

Centre for Alternative Medicine, which was established to raise the awareness of the 8 

community and regulate the herbal medicine market ... ... and here lies the importance 9 

of studying this proposal.  10 

In the example above the speaker used I see as a cognitive verb to direct the attention 

towards her personal opinion. In line 1 she uses the cognitive verbs to express the danger



 

 177 

of the misuse of alternative medicine and its negative effect on society, which requires the 

government to involve itself in solving this issue. In line 6 she boosts her point of view by 

adding ['ara] ىرأ / I see by giving a solution to the problem and directing it towards the ministry 

of Health who haven’t activated the role of the National Alternative Medicine Centre.  

There is a stronger form of ['ara] ىرأ / I see when it is connected the strong detached pronoun 

['anaa] انأ  / I. An example of this is in the excerpt below where the speaker expresses his 

position towards the retiree expressing an issue regarding the public, which needs a solution.  

He is reflecting on his social commitment towards the society he is representing 

(40) 

ىرأ  ةیدعاقت بتاورو ةمیرك ةایح نوقحتسی . اذك نم رثكا نوقحتسی نیدعاقتملا نا  :ةعمج نب دھف.د انأ
ىرأ  نم ةرم يف يقیقح معد كانھ نوكی ھنا لضفلاا ھنا انأ   اذلو....... مھلئاوعو ةمیركلا ةایحلا ىلع مھدعاست

 .%20 كیطعن لاق مصخ ينوطعت مك لاق دعاقتم يركسع ءاجو اكیرما يف تلاحملا ىدحا يف تنك تارملا
نذا  جاتحن معد كانھ نوكی نا يبط نیمات ىطعی نا ةیراجتلا تلااحملا يف صاخ مصخ دعاقتملا ىطعی نا

اركشو ةیمویلا ةیشیعملا ةایحلا عم ىشامتی  

Dr. Fahad Ben Juma (M): I see that the retirees deserve more than that.  They deserve 1 

a decent life and retirement salaries that help them and their families have a decent 2 

life [5 lines removed] ... So, I see that it is better that there is real support. Once I was 3 

in a store in America and in came a retired military who asked to be given a discount 4 

and the shopkeeper said we’ll give you 20 %. So, we need to give the pensioner a 5 

special discount in the commercial districts to be given medical insurance that there 6 

is support in line with daily life and thank you. 7 

In this example the speaker used ['ara] ىرأ / I see to express his personal opinion about the 

‘retirees’. Both uses in lines 1 and 3 they were combined with the strong detached pronouns 

to give his view more strength. Dr.Fahad also reflects on a personal story through the cognitive 

verb to support his point of view. He combined reflexive positioning and cognitive verbs to 

boost his personal view. He also used the epistemic modal [nhtaj] جاتحن  / we need to move to 

a collective agreement in order to support his story, as in we ‘the Council’ need to do 

something to solve this problem. This reflect positively on his ethos as it shows his social 

commitment in improving the situation of retirees. It also shows that he is being a good 
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politician by reflecting on their needs and wanting to improve their lives, as “They deserve a 

decent life”. 

In this example the speaker used ['ara] ىرأ / I see to express his personal opinion about the 

‘retirees’. Both uses in lines 1 and 3 they were combined with the strong detached pronouns to 

give his view more strength. Dr. Fahad also reflects on a personal story through the cognitive 

verb to support his point of view. He combined reflexive positioning and cognitive verbs to 

boost his personal view. He also used the epistemic modal [nhtaj] جاتحن  / we need to move to a 

collective agreement in order to support his story, as in we ‘the Council’ need to do something 

to solve this problem. This reflect positively on his ethos as it shows his social commitment in 

improving the situation of retirees. It also shows that he is being a good politician by reflecting 

on their needs and wanting to improve their lives, as “They deserve a decent life”. 

The other cognitive verbs ['atmna] ىنمتأ  /I hope is usually used to refer to the committee. It 

is used to soften the potential criticism of the agendas presented and demanding answers 

from the committee. It can be considered soft as it is combined with the weak implied 

pronoun rather than the strong detached pronoun in the argument. In the example below, it 

was used to demand answers from the committee regarding the information presented in 

their report as they appear insufficient. 

(41)  

 و ةیرث تانایب لعفلاب يھف ریرقتلا يف ةدوجوملا تامولعملا و تانایبلا ىلع ةئیھلا ركشا نا دوا :ناماشلا لمأ .د
أ ىنمت تاذ تاھجلا تامولعملا هذھ نم دیفتست نا جمارب لمعل اھریغ و ةیعامتجلاا نوؤشلا و میلعتلا لثم ةقلاعلا

 ىلا ةدراولا تاغلابلا ددع نا ریرقتلا يف درو ریرقتلاب ایاضقلا ضعب يف دادعلاا ةدایز نم دحت دق
اوجرا ا دجا ن  روصلل ةبسنلاب ةعیرس ةفقو اھدنع يلف ينابملل ةبسنلاب اما ةنجللا نم ةباجا ...........ةئیھلا

 يف ةیلامشلا دودحلا ةقطنم يف ةئیھلا عرف نم زجنملا نا انل رھظی قباسلا ریرقتلاب ةنراقم ریرقتلاب ةدوجوملا
 ةبسن ةبسنلا هذھ تناك اذا %75 تغلب يلاحلا ریرقتلا يف زاجنلاا ةبسن نا نیح يف %80 وھ قباسلا ریرقتلا

زاجنا ةبسن يھ ةبسنلا هذھ تناك اذا و ضرتفملا يونسلا زاجنلاا نم  عورشملل لماك لوبقم ریغ اذھف فیك
.ةنجللا نم ةباجا دجا نا ىنمتا اضیا هزاجنإ ةبسن صقانتت نا عورشملل   

Dr. Amal Al-Shaman (F): I would like to thank the Commission for the data and 1 

information contained in the report. It is indeed rich data. I hope that this information 2 

will benefit the relevant authorities such as education, social affairs and others to work 3 

on programs that may limit the increase in the number of issues in the report.... I hope 4 
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to find an answer from the Committee. As for the buildings, I have a quick comment 5 

about the images in the report compared to the previous report. It shows us that the 6 

branch of the Commission in the Northern border area has been completed 80% in the 7 

previous report, while the proportions of achievement in the current report is 75% if 8 

this percentage of the estimated annual achievement and if this percentage is the 9 

percentage of complete completion of the project, it is unacceptable. How did the 10 

project decrease its percentage completion? I also I hope to find an answer from the 11 

Committee. 12 

She starts by praising the commission for their report and uses ['atmna] ىنمتأ  /I hope to reveal 

her wish that this report should be considered by other authorities.  Then she turns against the 

report and criticise the committee for not providing a recommendation to reduce the number 

of issues presented and asks them to provide an answer in line 4. Then she follows up with 

another comment to show the deficiency and the lack of accuracy in the report by revealing a 

contradictory statement about the completion of the building project, and questions how that is 

possible? She also demands an answer from the committee in line 12 about this issue. Using I 

hope to present her comments has less epistemic effect than ‘I demand’ or ‘I need’. Even 

though the content of her comments is strong her demands seems softer, maybe this is a way 

to create a balance between the implicit accusation in her claims and the language used as she 

revealed a major undeniable flaw in the report. 

['atmna] ىنمتأ  /I hope is also used as a booster to demand support of either agreement or 

disagreement. This verb is usually used at the end of the statement to close the speaker’s 

argument like in example 43 and in the following example where the speaker invites his fellow 

members to reject the recommendation. 

(42) 

19:50 و...:مغفلا فاون.د : حصنأ ةدشب نأ سیئرلا يلاعم  ىلا متیأر اذا جرح نم رھنل ةیقافتلاا هذھ داعت

ىنمتأ  مدع سیئرلا يلاعم ةنھارلا ثادحلأل رظن ةیقافتلاا هذھل ةینملأا ةنجللا ةسارد بوجو ىلع دكؤا و ةنجللا 
.سیئرلا يلاعم اركش  ةیقافتلاا هذھ ىلع ةقفاوملا  
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Dr. Nawaf Al-Faghm (M):... I strongly recommend, your Excellency the President, 1 

that this agreement is returned to the Committee to avoid -a river of – 2 

embarrassment14 and to confirm that the Security Committee should consider 3 

studying this agreement in accordance with the present events. Your Excellency the 4 

President, I hope that this agreement is not approved, thank you. 5 

This can also be seen as a strategic move on the part of the speaker, actively encouraging other 

members to clearly reflect on how they will use their votes. 

Again, it was used strategically by a female speaker to ask members to support a 

recommendation. 

(43)  

 ھیجوت و يملعلا ثحبلا عیجشتل ةیصوتلا هذھ ىلع ةقفاوملا عیمجلا نم ىنمتأف... :حلاصلا سودرف.د
.اركش و جتنملا نم ةدافتسلاا ىلا ركفلا  

Dr. Fardous Al-Saleh (F): ... I hope everyone agrees with this recommendation 1 

to encourage scientific research and guide our vision towards benefiting from 2 

this product and thank you. 3 

In both of the examples above the speakers have used the cognitive verb ['atmna] ىنمتأ  / I 

hope to boost their views and seek support. They are employed to direct the audience to the 

speaker’s personal view and invite them to agree or disagree with the presented 

recommendation. This is used at the end of the discussion to direct the audience towards 

their personal view.  In example (42) it was used by the speaker to invite his follow members 

and the president to agree with his recommendation and ‘not vote’ for this recommendation 

and reject it because it needs further study by the committee. In example (43), the female 

speaker invites all the Council by encouraging ‘everyone’ to support and agree with the 

recommendation mentioning its benefits.   

 

. 

 
14 Metaphor to refer to a ‘endless-continuous’ flood of embarrassment. 
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In this section it is argued that ['aetqd] دقتعأ  / I think is used as a tool to assert a member’s 

opinion and positioning with a proposition to establish an appropriate level of commitment to 

a proposition. It will compare I think used for tentative or deliberative function as explained in 

the analytical frame. This also explains the same function when paired with negation like 

example (38). In the data speakers express their opinion often using ['aetqd] دقتعأ  / I think, as 

it appears in men discourse more than women in my data with 18.97 (67 times) for men and 

10.32 (10 times) for women.  When ‘I think’ is combined with the detached pronoun as in “[ana 

'aetqd] دقتعأ انأ / I personally think” for more emphasis. However, when it is used alone it is 

combined with the hidden personal pronoun as in ‘ دقتعأ ’embedded in the sound / '- / which 

corresponds to a less emphatic, I think.  This phrase will appear in most of the examples in this 

chapter, but its two different functions deliberative or tentative will be highlighted to explain 

the variety of this phrase. 

The deliberative function has more force than the tentative function.  An example of the 

deliberative function used to express a positive view in the speaker talking about the 

importance of supporting inventions: 

(44)  

 يبرغلا ملاعلا يف ھنلأ ،هذھ نیبوھوملا ةنجل ةنجللاھ كراشی وھ ةقیقح حرتقملا ـلا :ناشیطعلا زیزعلادبع.د
 يعت ـعت ةیعمج وأ ةسسؤم دوجو ..... تاعارتخلااب تمدقت ةقیقح ایزیلام ىتحو ایروكو نابایلاو ابورأ يف
 قیسنتلا نم عون وأ ةكراشم اھیف نوكت ھضرب ھنأ بجیو ةدیج اھنا دقتعأ نیعرتخملا لا معد ةقیقح ـب ينعت
 دلبلل ریخ ھنأ دقتعأ نأشلا اذھ يف رامثتسا يأ ھنأ دقتعأ انأو ،نیبوھوملل ھلاجرو زیزعلادبع كلملا ةیعمج عم
 .دابعلاو دلابلاو

 

Dr. Abdulaziz Al-Otaishan (M): The  proposal is actually joining with this 1 

committee; the committee for the gifted because in the west in Europe and in Japan 2 

and Korea and even in Malaysia, they really advanced [because of] inventions. [4 3 

lines were removed]. The presence of an establishment or a society that 4 

undertakes, that is, the support of inventors, I think is a good [idea]. Also, there 5 

must be a joining or a kind of collaboration with King Abdul’Aziz and his 6 

companions for Giftedness. I personally think that any investment in this matter I 7 

think is good for the land and the country and the worshipers15. 8 

 
15 People  
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We can see that in order for the speaker to give his opinion he first started stating facts and 

comparing the country to other countries. He is moving from collective identity to reflecting his 

personal view as he uses public knowledge to support his personal view. Then in the end, he 

gives his opinion using ['aetqd] دقتعأ  / I think in combination with the modal must to express the 

solution to this problem again. He offered his opinion at the end of the discussion after revealing 

all the facts and that it will be good for everyone to follow his suggestion. He repeated ['aetqd] 

دقتعأ  / I think three times to express his belief in a deliberative function to boost his personal 

view; expressing a positive view towards the recommendation. It also shows male members’ 

tendency to repeat themselves for a rhetorical reason. Female speakers, by contrast, used such 

expression with less repetition as in examples (55) and (59).  

 ['aetqd] دقتعأ  / I think for tentative function is the least positive function of I think and appears 

less than the deliberative function, it was only used by male speakers in the council.  The 

example below shows how I think can be used for a tentative function to express uncertainty 

about the time when this recommendation was approved. 

 

 (45) 

يف بلاط ىروشلا سلجم عباتی نم ...........:يقوزرملا متاح.د  دقتعأ داجیإب ةیضاملا ةرودلا وا ةرودلا هذھ
..سلجملا اھرقأو تمدق ةیصوتلا ةیدلبلا ةطرشلا  

Dr. Hatim Al-Marzouqi(M): ........... He who is following the Shura Council it has 1 

requested I think in this round or the last round has requested the establishment of 2 

the municipal police, the recommendation was submitted and approved by the 3 

Council. 4 

 

In this example ['aetqd] دقتعأ  / I think was used to express the speaker’s uncertainty of when the 

recommendation was issued. But it also reflects his certainty that a recommendation was issued 

regarding this matter, he is just not sure about the time. It is interesting to note that, despite 

Lakoff’s (2012) suggestion that women are more tentative, we do not find evidence of this with 

the use of I think. We might suggest that the more marginal position of female members means 

that such tentativeness would underline the persuasiveness of their arguments and so tends to be 

avoided.  
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8.2.1.2 Positioning the self  

Positioning the self will be explored through Davies and Harré (1990) reflexive and interactive 

positioning. This section will discuss how members position themselves to present different 

stances of singular first-person pronouns ['anaa] انأ  / I. In order to express their position 

strongly members use the strong detached pronoun ['anaa] انأ  / I to show where they stand as 

they employ it differently to place themselves in different positions, for a rhetorical reason. 

Speakers adopt ‘reflexive positioning’; by linking the matters discussed to something they have 

personally experienced. By giving descriptions or narratives about oneself, recounting actions 

that the politician has performed in relation to his/her job as a politician this would reflect 

positively on their ethos, in revealing their knowledge and responsibility towards the issues 

being discussed. Members would also use the personal pronoun to out themselves in other 

people’s shoes ‘interactive positioning’, in order to appear to reflect the views of others. It helps 

in adding a different perspective about the recommendation being discussed. These uses will be 

analysed in relation to identity and what kind of appeal the speaker is trying to evoke from his 

audience.  

8.2.1.2.1 Reflexive positioning 

Reflexive positioning has many functions as it allows members to express their personal 

experiences or reflecting on their (social) situation. Such positioning enables the audience to 

view the member outside or inside role in the Council as they choose to emphasise through their 

pronominal choices. In doing so, their ethos is highlighted as reflect on the matters of the Council 

through the mirror of their personal lives and experiences. Positioning themselves in this way 

will contribute to them coming across as relatable and responsible, to describe him/herself in a 

way close to the public and show personal involvement. 

In this example the speaker is reflecting on a past experience with the Public Investment Fund 

to show his knowledge about the recommendation in order to support his view. 

(46) 

 قودنصلا ىلع انحرتقا نیتنس نم رثكأ لبق نكمی ،قودنصلا عم ةقباس ةبرجت يدنع انأ :ناشیطعلا زیزعلادبع.د
 لا ناك ،ةكرشلاو قودنصلا نیب ام ةكارش كانھ نوكی ھنأ ىلع ةیدوعسلا تلاواقملا تاكرش داحتا ةكرش
 فلأ 20 تفظو ةكرشلا نوكت نوكی 2020 ماع ةیاھن يف وأ للاخ ينعی 2020 اھومس ةطخ اھدنع ةكرش
 -fu  ىمسی يفیظولا راسملا ةطخ وأ عورشم ـم اا كانھ ھیف ناك و ،تاصصختلا بسح اا ةیدوعس و يدوعس
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future career plans،  ةقیقح انبلطو نیلوؤسملل انأ تحرشو دوجوم تنك ایصخش انأ نیلوؤسملل تحرشو 
 لوقی فورعم اذھ ھنأ دقتعأو ،صاخلا عاطقلا عم ثلاث وأ نیتنث وأ ةدحو ةبرجت ةرم ةبرجت ھیف نوكی نأ ـجتلا
 .ادج ةمھم يذھ دقتعأ انأ .....بیبط لأست لا و برجم لأسإ

 

Dr.Abdulaziz Al-Otaishan (M): I personally had a previous experience with the 1 

Fund16. Maybe more than two years ago, we proposed to the Fund [and] the Saudi 2 

Consolidated Contracting Company to establish a partnership between the Fund 3 

and the Company. The company had a plan which they called 2020; meaning that 4 

during or at the end of 2020 the company would have hired 20,000 Saudi men and 5 

women according to their specialties, and there was a project or a career plan called 6 

future career plans. I explained to the officials – I personally was there and I myself 7 

explained to the officials – and we asked actually that there be an experiment, one 8 

experiment or two or three with the private sector. I think this is well known; they 9 

say ask an experienced person and don’t ask a doctor17...I personally think this is 10 

very important. 11 

 

Dr. Abdulziz is reflecting on a personal previous experience with a company that offered a 

suggestion to the Fund. The speaker keeps shifting from different positions in his argument using 

both singular and collective pronouns. But his main goal is trying to support the proposal by 

reflecting on his previous experience to show that he was engaged with the company mentioned 

in the recommendation. He is positioning his personal experience to show personal engagement 

with the matter being discussed. He starts by talking about his experience to prove his knowledge 

about the project in lines 7 and 8 “['anaa shkhsyan knt mwjwd w sharaht 'anaa]  تنك ایصخش انأ 

انأ تحرشو دوجوم  / I, personally was there, and I myself explained/”.  Then he draws on common 

knowledge in ‘well known’ line 9, to be more persuasive. In saying that he personally asked 

them to apply this project and supports the necessity of adopting this suggestion by refraining to 

the cultural idiom in line 9, an Arabic common saying about experience, to support testing such 

programs and see its results in accomplishing the Fund goals. He concludes the discussion 

moving to his personal opinion [ana 'aetqd] دقتعأ انأ / I think deliberative function’ using both 

pronouns (DP) and (IP) to reflect his personal opinion and belief that after all that he has said it 

is important to introduce such project, it also shows a sense of authority that his opinion matters. 

 
16 Referring to the Human Resources Development Fund 
17 A common Arabic saying meaning experience is more important that education ‘doctor’ 
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The speaker has employed the singular pronoun I to emphasise on his personal opinion and 

reflect on his personal experience. He uses different rhetorical tools to support his argument in 

combination with reflexive positioning.  

 
A female member also reflected on a personal experience to criticise a recommendation and 

express her past experience as a resident and currently a Professor of ophthalmology.  

 

(47)  

 

 هذھ لوخد نودب نیلھؤم ءابطلأا ءاردملا اوناكو ،رنقاو لكیام هرخآ ىلإ يدولیب كیردرف ... :عازھلا ىولس.د
 لفاحملا يف نوكن امل ضورفملا ،ءابطلأا ءاردم نم ةیقافتلاا هذھ تمدق اذام لأستأف ،زنیكبوھ نوج ةیقافتلاا
 تادایعلا عیمج تایفشتسملا لوقأ ام عیمج لا بصع وھو خماش ىفشتسمل يبطلا ریدملا نم ركذیو ةیبطلا
 تناك هذھف ،ھل فقی فقی عیمجلا يبطلا ریدملا مسا ركذی امل ضورفم ،تایفشتسملا يف ةدجاوتم يلا نویعلا
 يكیرمأ ةیسنجلا نم )correction( ةیكیرملأا يسنج وھ ثاحبلأا ریدم معن ،ثاحبلأا ریدم ىلإ عجرنو ،لاعف
 ثاحبلأا ریدم لا اذھ دیدشلا فسلأل نكل ،يكیرملأا دروبلا هدنع معن ،اذ ضارتعا سیلو يدنھ لصأ نم
 ينعجر ةطخلا انل درس امدنعو ،نویعلل يصصختلا ىفشتسم يف رداكك لَغتشا ةمیقم تنك انأ مایأ اقباس لغتشأ

 ىسوملا رصان روتكدلا ركذ امكو ثاحبلأا ما تركذ امكف ،ھب مئاق لاصا ناك ام اذھو ،فلخلل نینسو نینس
 رصتقم ھنأ دقتعأ انأ و ثاحبلأا مسقلا نم لاإ ةیكینیلكلإا ةیحانلا نم ىفشتسم میقتست لاف ،ىفشتسملا ةاون وھ
 .ادج

 
Dr. Salwa Al-Hazza (F): … Frederick Belloudi  to Michael Wagner. The doctor 1 

directors were qualified without [having] to enter this Johns Hopkins Agreement. So, 2 

I wonder what this agreement offered [to us in term of] doctor directors. It should be 3 

that when we are in medical events and [the name of] the director for a prestigious 4 

hospital which is at the core of all the - I won’t say hospitals [only, but also] all the 5 

clinics of ophthalmology present in hospitals. It should be that when the name of the 6 

medical director is mentioned everyone stands for him18. This was really [an important 7 

point]19. We [now] go back to the director of research. Yes, the director of research is 8 

of an American Nationality and originally Indian. This is not a protest [to his 9 

nationality or origin]. Yes, he has the American Board [certification], however; very 10 

regrettably, this research director has previously worked - in the days when I was(AP) 11 

 
18 Metaphorical; as a sign of respect and admiration for their qualifications  
19 Here the speaker did not complete the sentence and it seems it was just used to emphasize the importance of 
the point just mentioned. 
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a resident [in the hospital]- he worked as a member of staff in the Eye Specialist 12 

Hospital20 and when he told us his plan, he took me21 years and years back. This was 13 

what was already carried out before. So, as I mentioned, and as Dr. Nasser Almosa 14 

has mentioned, research is the core of a hospital. No hospital would be clinically fit 15 

unless [it has] a research department and I personally think this is restricted to the 16 

bare minimum. 17 

 

Dr. Salwa talks about the situation of King Khalid Eye Hospital based on her personal 

experience by emphasizing the role of the research director and criticising their agreement with 

John Hopkins. She mentions the names of the doctors to display her personal knowledge about 

their names which leads to knowledge about their contribution also. She uses we in the 4th line 

to refer to a new category which is ‘we medical doctors’. By talking about such an agenda, she 

is reflecting on her personal experience as a practising MD and ophthalmologist. 

 

She criticises the director of research that he is applying very old methods which foregrounds 

that their agreement with John Hopkins hospital has not changed anything from the time she 

was a resident which means it is useless. She also hints on the fact that the nationality of the 

doctor does not add value to their role. Then she reflects on her experience as a resident in 

lines 13-15 which was a long time ago, to show how old the director of research and that he 

is still using the same methods he did when she was a resident. This is a way to criticise the 

hospital and show it needs to bring in a new director. Through reflexive positioning she was 

able to draw on her personal experience, as she situates her identity as a practising MD to 

support her arguments and show that her criticism is coming from experience. In the end of 

the discussion after giving all her justifications, she expresses her disagreement indirectly by 

stating what she ‘thinks’ using the deliberative function in line 16 using both pronouns (DP) 

and (IP) to strengthen her argument and prove that she believes there is great deficiency in 

the field of research. This type of positioning comes from the speaker’s experience and belief 

as she has personally engaged in this situation, it allows her to draw on her situational 

‘professional’ identity. 

Another female speaker reflects on her personal experience as a rhetorical tool. This 

corresponds to Amaireh’s (2013) finding that females use story telling as a rhetorical tool to 

 
20KingKhalid Eye Specialist Hospital 
21 Used instead of us  
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appeal to the audience’s emotions. In the excerpt below the speaker is reflecting on a personal 

experience that she had with Saudi airlines’ financially sponsored employees in Boston. 

(48) 

 نأ يھ اھحرط دوأ يتلا ىرخلأا ةطقنلا سیئرلا يلاعم ..... ةثراك ربتعت يل ةبسنلاب يذھف .... :يدنس ةایح.د
 ،لھؤملا دعاولا بابشلا نم تادایقلا دیدجتو لیعفت مدع يھ طوطخلا اھنم يناعت يتلا لكشملا وأ لكاشملا نم
 مھنم فرعأ انأ ،لثملأا ةقیرطلاب مھنم دافتسی لا ةدوعلا دعب نكلو جراخلا ىلإ ثعتبتو ءلاؤھ كلتمت طوطخلاو
 ةبترم ىندأ يف اوعضو اوعجر امدنعو  MIT يف اوسرد و نطسوب يف دنسباب ةیلك يف اوناك نیثعتبم ایصخش
 صرفلا مھئاطعإو ةباشلا تادایقلا ریوطت ةرادإ لیعفت وأ جمانرب دوجو نم دبلاف ،مھتاردق نم دافتسی لاو ةیاردإ
 .ةنرم ریغ فسلأل ةیلاحلا تادایقلا مظعم نلأ روطتلا عم بكاوتتل

 

Dr.Hayat Sindi (F):….. In my opinion this is considered a tragedy…..Your 1 

Excellency, Mr Speaker, the other point I want to present is that one of the problems 2 

or issues which the Airlines suffers from is the inactivation and nonrenewal of 3 

leadership among qualified and promising youths. The Airlines do have them and 4 

[also] commissions some [to study] abroad. However, after those commissioned are 5 

back, they are not utilised in the best way. I personally (IP)know some who were 6 

sent to study abroad in Babson College in Boston and they studied at MIT 7 

‘Massachusetts Institute of Technology’ and when they returned, they were placed 8 

in the lowest administrative position and their skills are not utilised. Therefore, there 9 

must be a program or an activation of the directory of Youth Leaders giving them 10 

the chance to keep up with development because most of the current management 11 

are unfortunately not flexible. 12 

In this argument Dr. Hayat reflects on a personal experience to explain why the airlines are 

tragic as she described it in line 1. The whole argument is made to suggest solutions for the 

problem of Saudi airlines. Before that she lists the benefits of creating a vision for Saudi 

Airlines so it will improve its performance. Then she emphasises the importance of having 

young leadership as this might be one of the reasons why the airlines is losing, that they have 

not adopted such a method. Then she supports this argument by reflecting on her personal 

engagement taking a reflexive position and using both forms of the pronouns ['anaa '¿rf ] 

فرعأانأ ’ (AP) and (DP) of the pronoun ‘I’ in line 6, to emphasize her personal knowledge 

and experience. She tells a story of Saudi Arabian Airlines’ sponsored students that were sent 
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to study in MIT Boston in lines 4-9 and their experience and studies were not taken advantage 

of, as they were not placed in leadership positions. This experience was mentioned to support 

her view that a youthful leadership is needed to develop the performance of the Airlines and 

they are not applying that, even though they have the graduates who they sponsored. She 

concludes the argument by stating there ‘must’ be a program (in line 9), using this modal verb 

to highlight the necessity for an action to correct the mistakes of the airlines. Sharing her 

personal knowledge of the situation of the airlines reflects on her ethos that she has personal 

knowledge and experience about the actions of the airlines and sharing them to strengthen 

her argument.  

Reflexive positioning can be used to highlight a person’s main position for emphasis. Male 

members tend to reflect on their position as members of the Council. They have used this way 

exclusively to distinguish themselves in their discourse. As in this example the speaker 

criticizes the report of the committee for not being sufficient by reflecting on his role in the 

Council. 

(49) 

 هذھ ھب موقت ام عم اقلاطإ يقترت لا ریرقتلا اذھل ةنجللا ةسارد نأ لوقی لاحلا عقاو ... :سیدیركلا روصنم.د
 وضعك انأو ،طقف تاحفص ثلاث يفو يحطسو ادج بضتقم ءاج ءلامزلا ركذ امك ریرقتلا ،دوھج نم ةرازولا
 ریرقت سردن نأ نكمی لا ،تاحفص ثلاث يف ةرازو ءادأ  -دأ ىلع مكحأ فیك ءلامزلا ةیقبو ىروشلا سلجم
 نعمتب اھأرقت امل تایصوتلا ،سكعنت مل اضیأ تایصوتلاو ةیحطسلا اذھبو ةروصلا هذھب - سیئرلا يلاعم -
 ... اھتساردو ةنجللا ریرقت نم تایصوتلا هذھ رربی ام تایصوتلا يف دجأ مل

 

Dr.Mansour Al-Kuraidis (M): ... the reality of the situation says that the committee’s 1 

study of the report22does not rise at all to the level of the efforts of this ministry23. The 2 

report, as my colleagues have said, is very brief and shallow and was in three pages 3 

only. I, as a member of the Shura Council, and the rest of the colleagues, how can we 4 

judge the performance of a ministry [based on] three pages. We cannot, Your 5 

Excellency, Mr. Speaker, study a report in this way and in this shallowness. Also, the 6 

proposals do not reflect; when you read the proposals closely, I don’t find in them 7 

what justifies these proposals in the report of the committee or in its study... 8 

 
22 The Ministry of Foreign Affairs  
23 The Ministry of Foreign Affairs 
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The speaker is trying to explain the deficiency of the report submitted by the Ministry of 

Foreign Affairs. He distinguishes himself from the rest of the Shura members as a way to reflect 

on his ethos as in ['anaa k¿dw majls alshura] ىروشلا سلجم وضعك انأ  /I as a member of the 

Shura Council/”, to express for me personally this is not acceptable. This is a form of 

invocation to show where the speaker stands in the Council as it reflects on his credibility and 

how he values his position in the Council. It also reflects on the responsibility he feels as 

member of the SSC. This means that it cannot always be expected that the other members of 

the Council agree with the speaker’s opinions when the pronoun I is used (Bramley 2001:27). 

Then he shifts to a collective identity in line 5 including his colleagues that might share his 

feeling that this report is not sufficient for a proper review because it is superficial and as a 

member you should decide based on a detailed and more adequate report. This feature only 

appeared in male’s discourse as members associated themselves directly by referencing their 

‘position’ as associates in the Council. 

Male speakers have used reflexive positioning to express a personal experience related to the 

matter under discussion and to seek agreement from the Council, when they reflect their 

association with the agenda presented. This has a specific effect; it reflects on their ethos and 

is proof of their engagement with the matters being discussed as in the example below. The 

speaker has used storytelling to tell a personal story and compares it to the lost plane, this 

practice was used to criticise the aviation traffic control system.  

(50) 

زتعأ  و ،كلذب اریثك و ،تلااصتلااو لقنلا ةنجل ةنجللا هذھ نم  سیئرلا يلاعم ... :قعدف قراط.د يسفن ربتعأ انأ
يدنع سب ،ةیقافتلاا هذھ ىلع قفاوم  ىنمتأ يصخشلا يیأرب ةمھم ةفاضإو ةیقافتلاا هذھل ةفاضإ ھیف نوكی ھنأ

 موی 52لا يف لصح يللا شیا ظحلا نكل ادج ةدیج ةیقافتا نلآا يھ امك ةیقافتا ينعی ،ةریخلأا ثادحلاا ىلع ءانب
یط يف ؟يندملا ناریطلا خیرات يف اا ةریخلاا ،ةعئاض اھلمكأب ةرئاط ةعئاض هرا ركذتا  انأ تعیض ةنس لبق

 ىلع ةینقتلا رصع يف ةطنش عیضت فیك مھل تلقو ادج نلاعز تنكو ناریطا ةلحر يف ةطنش يل تعاض ةطنش
 ماظن يف ادج ریبك صقن يف هانعمف ،اذك و اھباكر نمو اھیف ام لكب ةعئاض اھلمكأب ةرئاط يف مویلا ،ةرئاط
 ةرئاطلا رابخأ عباتی  نم نلآا ىلا نلآا انءاج يذلا لیلعتلا لا لا نلآا ينعی ،ملاعلا ىوتسم ىلع ةیوجلا ةبقارملا

 نم ةرئاطلا تفتخا يلاتلابو بیجتسملا زاھجلا وھ يللا  transponder لا اوفط ھنا 337 مقر ةلحر ةیزیلاملا
 دحاو زاھج يدنع يف ھنا هانعم ، single point failure ةدحاو لشف ةطقن هذھ ھنا اھانعم ،رادارلا ىلع

 لا يف ھنا لصاح يللا نلآا ،يملاعلا ىوتسملا ىلع يذھ ةرئاطلا داجیا ریصمو اھلمكأب ةرئاط ریصم يف مكحتی
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 اولصح ام ھسل و اذھ انموی ىلا ةیراج يندملا ناریطلا خیرات يف ثحب ةیلمع ربكأ يذھ ةیضاملا موی 52
و ... ةسداسلا ةداملل ةفاضلإ ةرورض ھیف دقتعأ يلاتلاب  ل بقم ریغ اذ ھ نا   و ةرئاطلا دقتعأ  انأ

Dr. Tariq Fadaq (M): ...Thank you Your Excellency, Mr. Speaker. I consider 1 

myself a part of this committee; the Committee on Transportation and 2 

Communications24 and I am proud of that and I approve of this agreement25 but I 3 

wish there be an addition to this agreement. A very important addition that is, in 4 

my personal opinion, considering the latest events. The agreement as it is now is 5 

a very good agreement but consider what happened in the last 52 days in the 6 

history of civil aviation. There is a missing airplane; an entire airplane missing. 7 

I remember a year ago I lost a bag, a bag of mine was lost in a flight and I was 8 

very upset, and I told them how could a bag in the age of technology be lost on an 9 

airplane? Today, an entire airplane is missing and all the things inside it, its 10 

passengers and so on. This means that there is a huge deficiency in the air traffic 11 

control system all over the world. Now, the explanation we got now; until now, 12 

for those who follow the news of the Malaysian flight number 33726, is that the 13 

transponder, which is a response device, was turned off and so the airplane 14 

disappeared from the RADAR. This means that this is a single point failure, which 15 

means I have one device controlling the fate of an entire airplane and the fate of 16 

finding this airplane on the international level. Now, what is going on is that in 17 

the previous 52 days this is the biggest search operation in the history of civil 18 

aviation and is still going on until this day and they have not found the plane yet. 19 

I personally think this is not acceptable. Therefore, I think there is a need to make 20 

an addition to the sixth term27 21 

The speaker is referring to his role as a member in the committee in line 1. He refers to the 

committee to reflect on his personal opinion and experience about the agenda presented. 

The speaker in this discussion is supporting the recommendation and adding something 

new to it, in accordance with the present circumstances of the missing plane. The whole 

conversation will be carried from his personal perspective as he repeatedly used the 

 
24 Full name of the committee is “Committee on Transportation, Communications and Information Technology” 
25 An air transport agreement between the government of Saudi Arabia and the government of the United States 
of America 
26 The correct number of the flight is 370 
27 Of the Agreement discussed 
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singular person pronoun 12 times. They were employed to emphasise his point of view as 

he repeated them to show the direction of his discussion that it’s completely personal. 

Contrasting his personal experience of losing a bag when flying, the member is able to 

make his incredulity at there being a missing plane. He positioned his opinion using I think 

twice with the deliberative function at line18 it was combined with two pronouns to show 

the strength of his belief. In line 19 by the end of the discussion he returns to express his 

belief and what he thinks through using the deliberative function of I think combined with 

the modal ‘need’ to express the necessity of the situation. 

Reflexive positioning has been used by members to reflect on a personal experience 

(41/42/43), to situate themselves in the Council (45/11) and to share a personal story (43, 

46) for rhetorical reasons. Male and female speakers have used reflexive positioning 

similarly to reflect on their personal involvement with the matters discussed this reflects 

well on their ethos as it shows their personal engagement and feelings about the issues 

under discussion when linked to their personal lives. 

8.2.1.2.2 Interactive positioning 

Interactive positioning enables the speaker to create a relationship with the audience and 

reflect on their position. It expresses the multiplicity of the self in which what one person 

says positions another (Davies and Harré 1990; 48-49). Claiming to be on the other side of 

the argument makes the speaker sound persuasive as he is able to deliver a comprehensive 

view about the agenda by positioning him/herself in the position of others and talking from 

their standpoint. 

In the example below the speaker positions herself in the position of a patient coming from 

as position she is familiar with as a practicing MD. 

(51) 

 ... : عیركلا ھلوخ.د ةضیرمك انأف ،ردان صصخت ھیدل نوكی جلاعملا بیبطلا ھنأ امئاد جاتحأ لا انأ
 جاتحأ ] ..[ ءوفكلا بلقلاو ةنطابلا بیبط ىلإ جاتحأو ءوفكلا اا ةزكرملا ةیانعلا بیبط ملعن نحن نا

 عیمجلا ةیعامتجا عاضولأ ةیبرولاا تاءافكلل ھباذج ریغ ةقطنم ةكلمملا اھیف امب طسولاا قرشلا ةقطنم
بطقتسن انحبصا  دجوف ةیبنجا تازاوج نولمحی نیذلا ةیبرع تایسنج نم ءابطلاا ل و  اھفرعی نك

ةئیس ةیسفن ھلاح يف ھسفن يدوعسلا  
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Dr. Khawla Al-Kuraya (F): … I, as a patient, don’t always require that the 1 

treating physician has a rare speciality. I (IP) need the competent intensive care 2 

physician and I need the competent physician of internal medicine and 3 

cardiology..[5 lines follow issues with recruiting doctors in the Kingdom] we 4 

(IP) know that the Middle East region, including Saudi is unattractive for 5 

European qualified doctors for social reasons as everyone knows, but we are 6 

now (IP)attracting doctors from Arab nationalities who are holding foreign 7 

passports and we found that Saudis are affected badly… 8 

In this example Dr.Khawla supports her argument through positioning herself in the 

position of patients, this comes from her experience as a doctor who knows what patients’ 

need in lines 1-3. She used the modal ‘ جاتحا /need’ in stating what a patient needs and 

whatever they are doing is wrong, they need doctors from different fields and the health 

law is not giving them justice. So, she switches between being a patient to how practitioners 

feel, giving a comprehensive view about the whole situation from her situated identity as a 

doctor. This rhetorical tool is considered as prolepsis – concede one thing from the point 

of view of the patient – to come back more strongly with the counterargument about the 

doctors the system needs. She used the rhetorical form of ‘[nahnu n¿lm] ملعن نحن  / we 

know/’ using two pronouns (DP) and (IP) to draw on a matter that is obvious to the public 

and should not be ignored. Using interactive positioning enabled her to give a 

comprehensive view of the health situation in the Kingdom from a patient’s and a 

physician’s perspective, which raises the audience’s awareness of the issue under 

discussion and appeal to their emotions ‘pathos’. 

This technique was also applied by a male speaker as in the example below. The speaker 

puts himself in the position of employers. This helps give a comprehensive view as he 

encourages looking at things from all angles and not take sides. 

(52) 

بحاصل  زوجی  ھناب لا  ةرقفلا  رخآ  يف  اوركذ  ةداملا 64  ىلع  ةظحلام  يدل  : ... نوسحلا دمح   / رایط ءاوللا 
بجی  هذھ  ھنا  دقتعأ  انأ  ھماما  لمعلا  ةصرف  نم  ررقی  وأ  لماعلا  ةعمسل  ءوسی  دق  امل  ةداھشلا  نیمضت  لمعلا 

 اماظن ددحی نأب بجی اذھ لماعلا سفن نع ریرقت ةداھشلا وھ يللا نمض نم عضویو عضوت نا ةقیقحلا
 دیری وھ اذلال بولطم ةقیقحلا بولطم اذھ نلأ اذھ يواسی ام وا ادج دیج وأ دیج وا لوبقم نوكی امأ

اذاملف  ينعی  ةقیقح  لجرلا  اذھ  يضام  نع  فرعأ  نا  لمعلا  بحاص  ينأ  بجی  انأ  رخآ  لمع  يف  ةفیظولا 
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ةداملا  نا  دقتعأ  انأ  لجرلا ف اذھ  يضام  نع  فرعأ  نا  دیرأ  انأ  ةسسؤم  بحاص  انأ  ؟لماعلا  عم  امئاد  نحن 
.لجرلل مییقت عضوی وأ ..قن عضوی نا ةقیقحلا بجی 64 وا ةقیقحلا بجی ھنا 64 لا  

Major General pilot / Hamad Al-Hassoun (M): .... I have a comment on Article 1 

64. They mentioned at the end of the paragraph that the employer can not include 2 

an evaluation which might ruin the reputation of the worker or reduce his 3 

opportunity to find a job. I personally think this must be included to be honest 4 

from within the evaluation there is a report about the same worker this must be 5 

determined by a system either by evaluating him as acceptable or good or very 6 

good or something equally evaluative because this is truly needed it is required if 7 

he wants another job I must, [as] the business owner, know (IP) the past of this 8 

man28. Really. Why are we always [standing] with the worker? I am an 9 

establishment owner and I want (IP) to know (IP) about the past of this man. So, 10 

I personally think that [with regard to] the article number sixty-four [there] really 11 

must be an evaluation for the man. 12 

He started by referring to the Article, then positioned his opinion firmly using both weak 

and strong pronouns with I think in lines 4 and 10. The speaker believes that the employer 

has the right to know about the history of the person he is hiring. He wants to reveal the 

other side of the request in saying we should look at matters comprehensively from both 

sides ‘the employer and the employee’. Then he criticizes the direction of the Council by 

the question in line 9. Then he placed himself in the position of the employer in lines 9-

10 to reflect on their view and their needs as they seem to be neglected and the focus 

directed towards the employee. This form of interactive positioning reveals the different 

roles members place themselves in, to provide their consultation from different 

perspectives. It reflects on the speaker’s credibility as he looks at matters 

comprehensively and asks the Council to follow and consider his opinion. The modal 

‘must/ بجی ’ was repeated 4 times in his argument to show the necessity of the situation 

and the need to have a background about the worker. It was also combined with I think to 

reflect his belief and authority that an evaluation must be created. 

Singular pronouns have been shown statistically to be used more than plural pronouns in 

the SSC discourse.  The Council members have employed them in various ways either to 

 
28 Referring to workers 
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express their personal opinion or to position themselves. When it comes to gender, 

statistically there are gender differences as men use first person pronouns more than 

women. The analysis also revealed there are some differences in the way they use these 

pronouns in their discourse. In regard to giving their opinion, different forms were used to 

express agreement and disagreement. The data have shown that members express their 

agreement directly rather than disagreement. It also revealed that females didn’t express 

their disagreement directly ‘verbally’ like men in examples (37,38) this feature didn’t 

appear in the females’ discourse.  I think has shown deliberative and tentative function, but 

the deliberative is used more in the Council as it gives the argument more strength. In 

regard to gender men used I think forms more than women, but women have exclusively 

used the deliberative function of, I think.  In regard to positioning both men and women 

have used interactive and reflexive positioning in their discourse. The only difference is 

that women did not use the singular pronouns I ‘reflexive positioning’ like men, when they 

reflected their position as part of the Council or committee. We can see in examples 

(50/49).   

The first-person singular pronouns were used by members in the Council to reflect on their 

personal views, opinions and positioning themselves in the position of other. All these used 

reflect positively on their argument and reinforces their ethos, as it displays their individual 

involvement.  The number of these pronouns are high in the Council as there are no political 

parties in the Council, so every member is responsible for supporting their views.
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8.2.2 First person plural pronouns in the SSC 

Inclusiveness and exclusiveness can be used differently though the interchange of pronouns 

either plural or singular as they are used strategically by members of the Council. The previous 

section examined the use of first-person singular pronouns and how members can switch from 

one form to the other depending on their argument. Plural pronouns are used less than singular 

pronouns in the Council, however they have particular significance and effects on the audience. 

They are used for strategic reasons by the speaker creating sub-groups that includes or excludes 

others, forming a sense of engagement. The analysis of this section is based on the taxonomy 

developed for of plural pronouns analysis in Figure 6.    

8.2.2.1 Exclusive “we” 

This section will examine the uses of exclusive ‘political’ we in forming a particular audience 

identified by Formato (2014, p.241) as a ‘discursive group’: “politicians’ affiliation with these 

groups suggests, an interesting insight on ‘discursive group’ constructions, which takes into 

consideration men’s and women’s positions not only inside but also outside the chamber”. 

These political groups in the SSC can be specific like a committee or general as the whole 

government. This discursive group can also refer to a gender group as Formato (2014) 

identified the possible purposive ‘inclusion’ and ‘exclusion’ of some others, i.e. in the search 

for visibility as women or as a political group. Females are newcomers to the SSC it will be 

interesting to see how they identify their group membership and if they follow male norms. In 

this section, the sub-sections of the exclusive we, are presented from male and female members 

constructing ‘discursive groups’. In each example presented below, I discuss the meanings 

embedded in the ‘discursive groups’ and who they might include and exclude within specific 

groups.  

We the committee is the smallest exclusive group in the SSC discourse. It is the least common 

inclusive form in the debates. Members usually give comments to the committees to do things 

by referring to it in the 3rd person as in examples 18, 29, 32, 37, 49 and 55. They rarely associate 

with the committee. The inclusive form of we the committee is usually used by the committee 

chairmen in representing their agenda to the Council. However, in some cases members 

associate with the committee for persuasive means as in the example below the speaker is 

trying to discuss the efforts of his committee ‘The Committee of Housing’. 
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 (53) 

 ةكلمملا يف ينطو جمانرب دجوی لا نلآا ىتح ةیناكمویجلا تامولعملا  عوضوم :ناطلسلا ناطلس.د
 دیحوتو عضول نیتنس لبق  ناكسلإا ةنجلا يف ھیلإ انیعس يذلا اذھو ،ت انأیب دعاوقك ةیناكمویجلا تامولعملل
 رارقلا ةذختملا ةیئاصحلإا تاعاطقلا عیمج  ـلا ،بھذی يندملا عافدلا ،ينطو جمانرب دجوی نوكی تامولعملا
 ةیصوتلا عوضوم يف ببسلا اذھ ـف ،ادج ةمھملا يھو ةیناكملا تامولعملا مظنل ةدحوم ةدحو ھیف نوكی
 رادصإ ددصب نحنو تامولعملا هذھ دیحوتل ةنجللا يف ضفرو عوضوملا اذھب انمدقت و قبس ،ةثلاثلاو ىلولأا
 ریغ اھنكل تاینقتلا ضعب ىلع و بھذت نلآا ةماعلا تاءاصحلإاف  ،ةیناكمویجلا تامولعملا دیحوتل ماظن
 يف ةیساسلاا ةطقنلا هذھف ،ةتباث ت انأیب دعاوقب ةطوبرم ریغ ينعی ضرلأا يف تامولعم دعاوقب  ةطوبرم
 لازلا امنیب يناكمویجلا تامولعملا ماظنلا وھو كیتسیتاتسویجلا ھنومسی ـل تلوحت لودلا بلغأ ھنأ عوضوملا
.ةیدیلقتلا تامولعملا عمج اا ـتلا تامولعملاب موقن نحن  

26:32: Dr. Sultan Alsultan (M): [With regard to] the topic of geospatial 1 

information, until now there is no national system in the Kingdom for geospatial 2 

information in the form of data bases. This is what we strived for in the Committee 3 

of Housing29 two years ago; to set up and unify the information to [make available] 4 

a national system. [So that] all decision-making statistical sectors, there be [for 5 

them] a unified unit for spatial information systems which is very important. This is 6 

the reason [behind] the content of the first and the third proposals. We have 7 

previously presented this subject and it was rejected by the committee; to unify this 8 

information. We are now about to issue a system to unify geospatial information 9 

because now General Statistics30 [depend] on some technologies but they are not 10 

connected to a data base on land, that is, not linked to a stationary data base. This 11 

is a principal point in the subject – that in most countries they turned to [the use of] 12 

they call it geostatistics which is a system for geospatial information – while we still 13 

(IP)collect conventional information. 14 

The speaker here used two forms of exclusive we; the first to refer to his committee in lines 3,7 

and in the end by lines 8 and 13 he moves to a general group referring to the government. We 

the committee is referring to the Housing Committee, the speaker here is indicate his position 

as a member of the committee to show his involvement. Then he refers to the work of the 

committee that they are in the process of announcing a new system. He is speaking on behalf 

 
29 Committee of Hajj, Housing and Services 
30 General Authority for Statistics 



 

 197 

of the committee to persuade members to support the committee’s recommendation.  In this 

way he tends to represent his input as a member of this committee which reflects on his ethos 

as he is personally involved and part of this committee. Then he moves to include the whole 

government in lines 8 and 13 to be more inclusive, this was used to criticise their traditional 

approach of the government in collecting information. It also draws attention to the fact that 

they are responsible for collecting such information, therefore they should follow the 

committee’s suggestion henceforth, the international track.  

We the Council, plural pronouns are also used to exert different identities as members choose 

the groups they want to be identified with. The case of ‘we + the Council’ is used to establish 

solidarity and reflect a sense of obligation within the Council. The strong detached plural 

pronoun [nahnu] نحن  / we is mostly used by the members in the Council to refer to ‘the Council’ 

as in example (49), as a way to show their collective responsibility, and therefore reach a 

collective agreement. However, in the data there was a direct use of the Council in relation to 

the pronoun we (we ‘strong detached pronoun’ + the Council). This form is used exclusively 

by male members to identify themselves with the Council directly. Membership to the Council 

can be expressed through the exclusive we. When members refer to the Council, they usually 

combine it with the deontic modal ‘must-should’ to express the collective responsibility of the 

members as in (54/55). We the Council expresses a sense of collective identity and 

responsibility of the Council roles and duties. This is the most common form of We either to 

refer to the Council directly we + the Council or indirectly with just we. The following example 

reveals how a male member uses the exclusive pronoun to view his position in the Council 

through drawing criticism of the way it operates. 

 (54) 

 اذھو بجی امنإ و ةدحاو ةیواز نم لئاسم ىلإ رظنن نأ بجی لا ىروشلا سلجم يف نحن  ... :ينارھشلا رصان .د
 ةنجللا ةیصوتل لا لوقن امدنع لا لوقن امدنع لوقأف سیئرلا يلاعم رصتخأ نأ دوأ ،...... ةیلومشب رظنن نأ انجاو
 ،صاخلاو ماعلا عاطقلا نیب لاقتنلاا ةنورم وھو ھیلع صُن يذلا عفانملا لدابت ماظن فادھأ قیقحتل لا لوقن نحنف
 امدنع سكعلاو صاخلا عاطقلا نم لاقتنلاا دیری يدوعس لكل معن معن لوقن نحنف ةنجللا ةیصوتل لا لوقن امدنع
 عیضاوملل رظنی نأ يف  ىروشلا سلجمل لیصأ صاصتخاو ةیلومش ةرظنل معن لوقن نحنف ةنجللا ةیصوتل لا لوقن
 .سیئرلا يلاعم اركش ،ةدحاو ةیواز نم اھارن نأ لا نزاوتب
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Dr. Nasser Al-Shahrani (M): …We at the Shura Council should not (AP)view things 1 

from one angle. What we must do and is our duty is to (AP)view things holistically. I 2 

want to summarize Your Excellency, Mr. Speaker so I say that when we say no, when 3 

we say no to the proposal of the committee, we are [actually] saying no to achieving 4 

the objectives of the benefits exchange system which was stated, which is the flexibility 5 

of moving between the public and private sectors. When we say no to the committee’s 6 

proposal we are (IP)saying yes to every Saudi who wants to move from the private 7 

sector and vice versa. When we say no to the committee’s proposal we are saying yes 8 

to a holistic view and an original specialty of the Shura Council to view matters with 9 

balance and not for us to view them from one angle. Thank you, Your Excellency, Mr. 10 

Speaker.  11 

He uses the pronoun we to position himself within the Council then talk about the collective 

roles and duties of the Council that they should be following.  The plural pronoun is used as a 

way to reflect on the civic responsibility placed upon the members. He reinforces his point 

talking about the Council’s duties towards society and that looking at things from one angle 

does not reflect properly on the Council. Implicit in this is criticism for committee members 

who have bought their proposal whom he would suggest have looked at things from only one 

perspective. When members use we the Council they connect it to deontic modality in saying 

what are the duties and obligations of the Council, what they بجی  / should or بجی لا /shouldn’t 

do in lines 1 and 2. It is used as a way to influence voting intentions. He also referred to the 

results and the consequences of their collective decision if we say yes or no how it will affect 

the public matter, so this matter is sensitive and needs a comprehensive view. This way he is 

showing the positive side of saying ‘no’ by countering each time, when we say ‘no’, we say 

‘yes’ – an effective piece of rhetoric. We here hold them accountable for the results of their 

decision, it is used to reflect on the sense of unity and responsibility at the same time. All these 

tools were used to reinforce the persuasive power of his argument and guide the audience to 

follow his opinion and say no. This reflects positively on the speaker’s ethos as he displays 

knowledge about the role of the Council and how it should operate. 

Whilst, ‘we ‘strong detached pronoun’ + the Council’, is used by male members, it does not 

feature in the discourse of female members. They did not associate themselves with the 

Council directly like their male counterparts. Instead they do so indirectly, using the weak 

attached pronouns as in excerpt (35/ 51). Interestingly, the only instance where a female 
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member referred to the Council was to detach from it, in order to criticise other members as it 

appears below: 

 (55) 

 طبر ةیلضفأ يضاملا ماعلا قودنصلا ریرقت ةشقانم دنع سلجملا ءاضعأ ضعب راشأ دقو ... :ناماشلا لمأ .د
 نم بلطلاب ماعلا اذھ ریرقت اا -ذھ يف ةنجللا تفتكا دقو ،ةرادلاا سلجم سیئرب ةیلخادلا ةعجارملا ةدحو
 ةدحو طبر ززعت ،ھیونتلا نم لدب ةیصوتب جورخلا ةیمھلأا نم ھنأ دقتعأ  ،كلذل هابتنلاا قودنصلا يبودنم
 نأ ضرتفی يذلا ةمكوحلا أدبمل اقیقحتو اھتیللاقتسا ةدایز نامضل ةرادلإا سلجم سیئرب ةیلخادلا ةعجارملا
 ةیصوت كانھ نأو ةصاخ ،ةرادلاا سلجم سیئر ةلاحلا هذھ يف وھو قودنصلا يف ایلعلا ةرادلإاب اطبترم نوكی
.نأشلا اذھب يضاملا ماعلا قودنصلا ریرقت ةعجارم دنع سلجملا اھعضو  

Dr. Amal Al-Shaman (F): ... Also, some of the members of the Council have pointed out 1 

during the discussion of the Fund’s report31 of last year the preference of linking the 2 

Internal Audit Unit to the Chair of the Board of Directors. The Committee also have 3 

merely asked the deputies of the Fund in the report of this year to pay attention to this. 4 

I think that it is of importance to come up with a proposal instead of [only] alerting. 5 

Emphasize the linking of the Internal Audit Unit to the Chair of the Board of Directors 6 

to ensure increasing its independence and to achieve the principle of governance which 7 

assumes that it is linked to the higher management in the Fund who in this case is the 8 

Chair of the Board of Directors, especially [since] there is a proposal put forward by 9 

the Council upon reviewing the Fund’s report of last year regarding this matter. 10 

 

In this discussion through the use of ‘some of the members’ the speaker is distancing herself 

from the Council. Doing so enables her to directly criticise other members’ previous decision 

on the basis that they proposed a recommendation in the form of a suggestion rather than a 

formal recommendation, and this recommendation was not discussed in the committee’s 

report. They have not given an official recommendation and she insists on the importance of 

issuing a recommendation in line 5; emphasising the need for a recommendation ‘an action’. 

She also emphasises the importance of creating such a link and refers to a previous Council 

report that was related to this matter and was not applied, to support her view. This reflects 

on her ethos as she is showing her knowledge about the Council’s previous decision, which 

reflects that she has done an investigation about this recommendation.  

 
31 Referring to the Human Resources Development Fund 
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We the government, this form is not directly used by the members in the Council. They are 

usually referred to in the third person as ‘the government’. An instance where this appeared it 

was indirectly in example (53), the speaker was criticizing the government for following the 

old methods in collecting their data. In example (57) the speaker refers to the government as 

“our wise leadership/ ةدیشرلا انتدایق ” to compliment the leadership then criticize the Council for 

not applying their recommendations. It is not surprising that this form is absent in the SSC, as 

members understand that their role is consultative rather than executive as would be the case 

if they used the term ‘we the government’. 

We gender, this category is exclusively used to refer to women. It is also used by women 

exclusively. Female members construct themselves within two discursive groups in the Council 

as ‘female politicians’ which includes women inside the Council, or ‘women in general’ which 

includes women outside the Council. They construct the group based on their gender role 

within the parliament. This reflects on their gender identity, as speakers may shift between 

different identities discourse, gender and professional. 

When analysing the use of pronouns among genders, an interesting finding appeared in 

females’ discourse as female speakers have shown their tendency to emphasise their gender 

identity. Gender is viewed by Adams (2015) as a transportable identity (explained in section 

7.1.4) in political debates. Females in the Council show their tendency to shift roles as they 

reveal different in-group and out-group identification. Since they are considered as newcomers 

to the Council, they see their main role as representatives of female society ‘Saudi women’ 

which appears in example (56). This conforms to Zimmerman’s transportable identities as 

female members tend to indicate their gender identity in some political discussions for 

rhetorical reasons. This may be explained in regard to Ridgeway (1997)’s view that when 

gender-based accounts are offered, it becomes a way for females to express their own rights in 

a collective sense which leads to significant consequences on their discourse.  

In the SSC female members reveal their gender identity, they refer to themselves collectively 

as female members exclude men from their discussions as in the examples below.  

In this example a female speaker seeks support for her female colleague’s recommendation, by 

praising it and states that in applying this recommendation they are fulfilling the society 

expectation of their new role in the Council. 
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(56) 

 نم صقنلا تسملت يتلا طیشم لآ ىنم.د ةلیمزلا يھو ةصصختم نم ىتأ حرتقملا اذھ نإ :يبرحلا للاد.د  
 يف نأ دجأ اا ایناث حرتقملا اذھ میدقتب لحلا میدقتل يملعلا قیرطلا تكلسو ةیملعلا و ةیلمعلا اھتیرجت عقاو نم
 اذھ رركیو ىروشلا سلجم يف تاوضعك انیلع حرطی يذلا لاؤسلا ىلع در ھیف اا وھ حرتقملا اذھ میدقت
 تاوضع نأ ىلع يلمع در اذھ حرتقملا اذھ میدقت يف ؟ةأرملا ـل نتمدق اذام عمتجملا تادیس نم امئاد حرطلا
 ةأرملا بناج نیلوی اضیأ نھ - عیضاوملا لكب ةصاخلا مھتاحرتقمو مھتایصوت ينعی ریغ – نمدقی ىروشلا
.نھمامتھا  

Dr. Dalal Al-Harbi (F): This proposal came from a specialist who is [our] colleague 1 

Dr. Mona Almushait who felt the deficiency based on her practical and scientific 2 

experience. She followed the scientific methodology to offer a solution through 3 

presenting this proposal. Secondly, I find that presenting this proposal [provides] a 4 

response for the question we are asked as [female] members of the Shura Council. 5 

And this question is repeated constantly by women in [our] society; what have you 6 

done for women? In presenting this proposal [there is] an actual response that the 7 

[female] members of the Shura Council give – other than their proposals and 8 

recommendations related to all matters- they also give women’s issues their 9 

attention. 10 

From the beginning of the discussion the speaker directs her discussion towards females by 

showing support to her female colleague then excluding female members as a group. This 

discussion started with a supportive comment about this proposal that it came from a 

specialised member and how it is based on a scientific study and experience. Note how this 

could also be viewed as an implicit criticism of the proposals brought before the SSC as not 

being based on sound principles. In contrast, proposals brought by a female member are well 

researched. Then she uses a question that is addressed to them (female members) in lines 5 and 

6 as a way to reveal an interesting verbalisation of their awareness of their responsibility and 

show the commitment they feel towards Saudi women. “We” in line 5 is used to include female 

members as newcomers and also to give them their own identity, the same form appeared in 

example (35). This reflects on their ethos as they realise their responsibility and role in the 

Council and are trying to fulfil the society’s expectation. It is employed as a rhetorical tool to 

be more persuasive to the whole Council that they are here to speak up for the Saudi women, 

and this proposal is an indication of that. 
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Females employ different forms of their identities that are related to their transportable 

identity like being a mother or a daughter or a wife. They can use gendered family identity as 

in appearing as a mother by referring to graduates as “our sons and daughters” in the example 

below: 

(57) 

 ةلمحل فیظوتلا تلاضافم نییعتلا نم عمتجملا تایلك تاجیرخ مرحت ةرادج تلاضافم ... :طیشم لا ىنم .د
 ذیفنت قیعت ةمیلس ریغلا نیناوقلا كرتتس ىتم ىلإ ،لاجرلا نم مولبدلا يجیرخلو نیسنجلا نم سویرولاكبلا
 انتانب ةمزأ ءاھنلإ كرحتلا ةعرس میلعتلا ةرازو ىلع ،انتانب و انئانبأ حومط فعضتو ةدیشرلا انتدایق تایجوت
 -ـقباس تاونس 4 وأ 3 ةدم ةسارد -لاث ىلع تلاصاح نھف مھب قیلت لمع صرف ریفوت و مھنع ملظلا عفر و
 ةیصوتلا هذھ دیأأ ،تاملعمك فینصت مھل ناك و ةطسوتملا تایلكو تاملعملا دھاعم تاجیرخ نیعی ناك اقباس و
 فئاظو ثادحتساو ،عمتجملا تایلكل فئاظولا فینصتب داجلاو لجاعلا لمعلاب ةینعملا تاھجلا بلاطأو ةیعونلا
 سودرف ةروتكدلا ةداعس و ىنبل روتكدلا ةداعس ةیصوت دیأأ امك ،لیھأتلاو بیردتلا عم ةدیدج نھل فئاظو دیلوتو
 ...میلعتلا تاجرخم نع تامولعمب ةصاخلا

Dr. Mona Al-Mushait (F): ... the nominations system of Jadara32  deprives female 1 

graduates of community colleges of employment. [I refer to] the nominations for 2 

bachelor degree holders of both sexes and for the male graduates of diploma 3 

programs. Until when should [such] unsound laws be left obstructing the execution 4 

of the directives of our wise leadership and weakening the ambitions of our sons and 5 

our daughters? The Ministry of Education must move quickly to end the predicament 6 

of our daughters and to remove the injustice towards them and to provide work 7 

opportunities that suit them, for they have studied for three or four years. And 8 

previously, the female graduates of Teacher institutes and programs of higher 9 

education diplomas used to be employed and were classified as teachers [as well]. 10 

I support this qualitative proposal and I demand [that] involved parties work quickly 11 

and seriously to classify jobs for community college [graduates] and to establish 12 

and create new jobs for them along with training and qualifying. I also support the 13 

proposal of her Excellency Dr. Lubna and her Excellency Dr. Furdoos regarding 14 

information about education outputs … 15 

 
32 Jadara is a governmental employment system under the supervision of the Saudi Ministry of Civil Services 
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She starts the appeal by expressing the situation of female graduates as a way to transmit their 

feelings and express her knowledge of how they feel. This special reference may show their 

call for gender equality as females have not had their demands met yet. She describes the 

suffering of the laws for employing fresh graduates as “ ةمیلس ریغلا  /unsound law” using strong 

words to describe their results like “ مرحت  /deprive/” “ قیعت  /obstructing”, “ ملظلا  /injustice” and 

“ حومط فعضت  / weakening the ambitions” of these graduates. She uses the inclusive pronoun to 

refer to the future generation instead of using a gender inclusive form like “[abna'na] انئانبأ  /our 

children” she used gender specific references by including both genders separately as in 

“[bnatuna] انتانب  /our daughters” and “[abna'na] انئانبأ  /our sons” to refer to the fresh graduates, 

this transcends the gender identity of a mother as she tends to both gender individually. This 

was used to reveal how she feels towards these graduates and as a concerned mother and also 

includes the public as participants in her discussion through the inclusive /-na/ ان- / our. Then 

she expresses the urgency for an action through the use of the modal “must/ ىلع  ” in line 6 to 

point out that the ministry must specifically do something to fix this, it has an authoritative 

function. Then she indexes the gender of the graduates back to “[bnatuna] انتانب  /our daughters” 

again to include the gender she is representing. This shows her awareness to her role in the 

Council to express female views, since Saudi’s cultural norms segregates men from women, 

therefore the views of women can only be expressed through their female Council 

representatives.  

A further example of women referring to other female members through the use of pronoun 

‘we’ as a way to build in group solidarity. 

 (58) 

 نحن ...رقوملا سلجملا اضیأو ھلوبق مكیلاعم نم لمآ حیضوتب يتلایمز نع ةباین ةلوخم انأ : يبرحلا للاد.د
 رابخأ انتلصو مویلا ىتح نكل ،اھب نیكسمتم نحنو اھب نمؤنو ةیصوتلا هذھب مھتیقحأ ىرن ةیصوتلا تامدقم
 رقوملا سلجملا و مكیلاعم نذأتسأ كلذلو ةلكشملا هذھ لح يف ةداج اھناو مھتلكشم لح ددصب میلعتلا ةرازو ھناب
 نم دكأتن ىتح رابخلأا هذھ انبناج نم نحن عباتن فوسو میلعتلا ةرازول مداقلا ریرقتلا ىلإ ةیصوتلا هذھ لیجأتب

 ...اھتحص

Dr.Dalal Al-Harbi (F): I am commissioned by my colleagues (female) to make a 1 

clarification that I hope Your Excellency, and the respected Council will accept. … 2 

... We, the presenters of the proposal, we see their right to [the application] of this 3 

proposal and we believe in it and we are holding fast to it. However, up to this day 4 
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we received news that the Ministry of Education is undertaking to solve their 5 

problem and that it is serious about solving this problem. Therefore, I ask your 6 

Excellency’s permission and the respected Council to postpone the [discussion of 7 

the] proposal until [we have] the forthcoming report of the Ministry of Education 8 

and we will follow up (DP) on our part on this news to ascertain their accuracy... 9 

In this excerpt the female speaker is referring to a particular female group in the Council and 

is speaking on their behalf by the use of my (attached pronoun) line 1,  the strong detached 

pronoun we line 3-8 and the attached pronouns (AP)in lines 4,5,8,9. Through her discussion 

she is trying to convince the Council to accept the proposal that she worked on with her 

colleagues. This form was distinctly used by female members in talking about a collective 

identity for the Council members that were engaged in a proposal, to reflect a sense of unity 

and solidarity. Moreover, by bringing such a petition on behalf of other members, the speaker 

adds weight to her request and make it more difficult for the Council to reject. 

The exclusive we was used by members to create discourse groups, including themselves with 

these groups reflect a sense of solidarity that strengthened their argument and delivered their 

point accordingly. Both male and female speakers used them to serve their different goals. 

Men used them to refer to their role and belonging to the Council directly i.e. ‘w+ the 

Council’, while women didn’t do so. However, women created their own gender group where 

they felt comfortable ‘we +gender’ used specifically to discuss their gender issues. 

8.2.2.2 Inclusive we 

‘We the nation’, is what is meant by the inclusive form of we in the Council when members refer 

to their nation or Saudis in general. This is a powerful form to raise awareness of national 

identity, as the speaker includes him/herself with the nation. It creates a bond and a relationship 

between the speaker and the audience, as it shows them as a united front. It is very common 

among the members in the Council as it appeals to the audience in showing their concern as part 

of this country and their position in serving it. It can be employed in different ways as in 

expressing concern, for the purpose of comparison or to express public knowledge. Members 

also use ‘we’ the nation, inclusive of the whole country they are part of, in interaction with their 

personal experience or background. It reflects positive political identity as it shows equality and 

assimilation to the whole nation and reflects the speaker’s ethos. In this example the speaker is 

talking from her experience as a doctor and expresses a social problem by including herself with 

the nation to raise awareness of the need to control the use of herbal medicines.  
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(59) 

 باشعلأا ـلا ااا نیزختو عیزوتو جاتنلإ نیناوق نسو عورشملا اذھ لثم دوجو ھنأ دقتعأ انأ :عیركلا ةلوخ.د 
 ،ةیدوعسلا ةیبرعلا ةكلمملا يف ةصاخو جیلخلا لود يف يف اا انعمتجم يف انیدل ةرورضلا سمأ يف رمأ اھتاقتشمو
 لئاسولا ىلع لابقلاا ربتعت يتلا ةباشلا بوعشلا نم انحا اضیأ ،يولكلا لشفلا نم ةیلاع بسن نم يناعن نحن
 لا اا يتلا ةبذاكلا تایاعدلا رشنل بصخ اا ناكم اا ھلعلو ،ةریبك ةروصب ھیلع لبقت بب ـص يعامتجلاا لاصتلاا
 يعولا عفر ىلع ةیدج ةروصب ـب لمعلا بجی نیناوقلا هذھ نس عم ھنأ دقتعأ انأ لا لا اا ،اھنم ققحتلا عیطتسن
 هذخأن نأ عیطتسن دیفم يبشع ءاود اا ـشم لك سیلف ...... ،ھسفن نع لولأا عافدلا طخ وھ ھنلأ نطاوملا ىدل
 .ةبقارم نود

 

Dr. Khawla Al-Kuraya (F): I personally think that the existence of such a project 1 

and the establishment of laws for the production, distribution, and storage of herbs 2 

and their derivatives is a matter of the highest importance for us in our society in 3 

the gulf countries and especially in the Kingdom of Saudi Arabia  We (IP) suffer 4 

from high percentages of kidney failure. Also, we are a youthful society which uses 5 

social media extensively, which33 might be a rich place for spreading false 6 

advertisements which we cannot verify. I personally think that, along with the 7 

establishment of these laws, work must seriously be carried out to raise the 8 

awareness of the citizen because he is the first line of defense for himself… 9 

Therefore, we cannot take (IP) any beneficial herbal medicine without supervision.10 

11 

The speaker is talking about a dangerous medical issue: the unsubscribed use of herbal 

medicines. She has used many persuasive tools in her discussion including pronouns (singular 

/ plural), modals and metaphors, as a way to make her discourse clear and effective. She starts 

from a personal point of view opinion with “I think” deliberative function, this assumption 

came from her experience as a practicing MD, which reflects positively on her ethos 

‘credibility’. This also emphasizes her situated identity as a Doctor to the Council. She keeps 

moving from different roles first as a doctor then to a member of society. She includes herself 

as a member of the society in “[mjtm¿na] انعمتجم  / our society” line 3, to warn Saudi society 

and then includes the entire Gulf region, to show how this issue may spread and is of great 

danger to the whole nation. She is expressing her concern in saying “[nahnu n¿any] يناعن نحن  / 

 
33 Social media platforms  
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we (IP) suffer” using the detached ‘strong’ pronoun including herself in the suffering, adding 

more emphasis on this point to shows her involvement and concern about the issue. She moves 

back to her personal opinion in line 6 to express the need for an action that involves decision 

making through the use of must that reinforces the power of the discourse. Then she distances 

herself by drawing attention to raising the awareness among citizens and adds a metaphor in 

line 9 to support her argument. This reinforces the persuasive power of her discussion as she 

reflects her role as a doctor and relates to society by expressing her knowledge and concern 

about the society that she considers herself part of. Note that she ends with we when issuing a 

prohibition. This might suggest solidarity with her follow Saudi’s as well.  

We the nation can be used for the purpose of comparison with other countries, this form is 

used for criticism as in why do we not follow their track. This feature was highlighted by 

Bramley (2001), Van Dijk (2002) and Vertommen (2013) as the ‘us and them’ dichotomy used 

for comparison and contrast between the pronouns us and them.  However, in the Council the 

form of us and them form was used differently, it was used to compare the positive features of 

them and encourage us to be like ‘them’. This is quite in contrast to much research in the West 

on this dichotomy, where they are framed negatively while we are framed positively (Bramley, 

2001; Van Dijk, 2002; Vertommen, 2013). This feature appeared in both genders’ discourse, 

in male’s discourse as in example 44, but it is more often in females discourse as in the 

examples below.  

 (60) 

 ةیملاع تاكرش سمخ لضفأ فاصم يف ةیدوعسلا طوطخلا نوكت نأ عنمی يذلا ام يلاؤس :يدنس ةایح.د

 لمح ةدایز ىلإ ةجاحلا سّمأ يف انحاو ...؟ةرواجملا ىرخلأا جیلخلا لودك كلذل ىعسنو حمطن لا اذامل

 .ةثراك ربتعت يل ةبسنلاب اذھ و باكرلا

 

Dr.Hayat Sindi(F): My question is what prevents the Saudi Airlines from being 1 

among the best five international [airway] companies?  Why don’t we aspire and 2 

(IP)strive to [achieve] that like other neighbouring Gulf countries? [6 lines 3 

removed about other international airlines].. We are in dire need for increasing 4 

the passenger capacity [of airplanes] and this to me is considered a disaster. 5 

In this example Dr. Hayat is trying to move the audience by motivating them through questions 

in lines 1-3. They were addressed to elicit criticism; she is hinting that neighbouring countries 
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have good airlines why don’t we too. She is referring to Saudi in the plural pronoun we “the 

nation” in the case of Saudi Airlines, since it’s a national company. It was used to emphasize 

the issue of the airlines that it is affecting the whole country. In line 4 she raises the urgency of 

finding a solution using the plural pronouns in the Najdi dialect [əḥna] انح  identified as SNA34 ا

(Saudi Najdi Arabic) it is derived from the detached ‘independent’ pronoun We/ نحن  /nahnu/, 

having the same final sound (Abboud 1979, AlOthman 2012, Lewis 2013, AlTamimi 

2015).This pronoun was strategically employed for a rhetorical reason to appeal to the 

audience’s emotions, as she steps to their language level and the common dialect of the region 

to connect with her audience through their everyday rather than formal dialect. She used the 

inclusive ‘we’ in combination with the colloquial pronoun form which heightens her emotional 

appeal, henceforth her discussion.  

This form of comparison is used similarly in discussing the tourism situation as indicated 

below. 

(61) 

 ؟ةكلمملا لخاد ندملا نیب حایسلا نم ةیسایق ماقرا انیدل نوكی لا اذامل اھسفن ةئیھلا تلأس لھ ... :ناماشلا لمأ.د

 ةحایس ىلا لودلا هذھ يف ةیمسوملا ةحایسلا لیوحت تعاطتسا فیك ؟ ةرواجملا لودلا هذھ نیب و اننبی قرفلا ام و

 ؟ةیفارغجلاو ةیخانملا ءاوجلاا سفنب اھعتمت نم مغرلاب ماعلا يأرلا رادم ىلع ةمادتسم

Dr. Amal Al-Shaman (F):...Did the Commission ask it itself why don’t we 1 

have high records of tourists between cities within the Kingdom? And what 2 

is the difference between us and these neighbouring countries? How has it 3 

been able to transform the seasonal tourism in these countries into 4 

sustainable tourism throughout the public opinion, despite enjoying the 5 

same climate and geography? 6 

This example starts with Dr. Amal talking about the potential of tourism in the Kingdom, 

she was being objective and distancing herself. She expresses her frustration towards the 

tourism plans of the country by mentioning the criticism Saudis receive from the media. 

She highlights that this matter became a matter of ridicule, and she makes it personal when 

 
34 SNA is one of the major SA varieties spoken in Saudi Arabia. Of 9,977,000 total registered speakers, 
approximately 8,000,000 reside in Saudi Arabia (Lewis 2013). Najdi is commonly used in the spoken media, 
and is thus a common dialect throughout the country. It is regarded by its speakers as a prestigious dialect 
because it has preserved most of the SA features (Ingham, 1994). 
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she includes herself as part of this nation in the question, she addresses next. She criticises 

the commission and asks them a question using the inclusive we to get her involved in the 

process which is affecting us. She compares Saudi to other “neighbouring countries” using 

an us and them dichotomy to show we share the same geographical and climate features. 

This comparison is strategic as it proves that the commission has no excuse for their delay 

in dealing with the situation. Other countries share the same climate and geography and 

they still attract tourists, there is no excuse for this deficiency in the tourism plans. 

Another form of us and them can be combined with the inclusive we: the form ‘we all 

know’. This is a rhetorical form as, in drawing on common knowledge, an assertion is 

made that we all share a common understanding. In this example the speaker draws on 

public knowledge as a way to highlight the role of inventors in the society and show the 

importance for supporting them. 

(62) 

 ھب عّلطضی يذلا يدایقلا رودلا يدایرلا رودلا میظعلا رودلا فرعی انلك ایناث ....:ىسوملا رصان.د

 يتلا لودلا نأ فرعی اضیأ انلكو ،اھمدقتو بوعشلا يقر يف نوثحابلاو نوعرتخملاو نوركتبملا

 يتلا ةدیدشلا ة انأعملا اضیأ فرعی انلك كلذكو ،تروطتو تمدقت يتلا لودلا يھ تائفلا هذھب تمتھا

 مھتاءارب ااا ينعی اا قیوست عوضوم يف اندلاب يف نوثحابلاو نوعرتخملاو نوركتبملا اھھجاوی

  .اھنم ةدافتسلاا نكمی تاجتنم ىلإ اھلیوحت و مھتاعارتخاو

 

Dr. Nasser Almousa (M): ... Secondly, we all know the great role, the pioneering 1 

role, the leading role which innovators, inventors, and researchers undertake in 2 

[helping] advance nations and their development. We all know too that countries 3 

that cared for those groups are the countries that developed and advanced. Also, we 4 

all know the extreme suffering that innovators, inventors, and researchers face in 5 

our country in the matter of marketing  their patents and their inventions and in 6 

turning them into products that can be useful.  7 

The speaker is showing his support towards the recommendation and highlights some elements 

to his audience through the use of [klna y¿rf] فرعی انلك /we all know throughout the argument. It 

was used to reflect collective knowledge first by emphasising the role of such innovators and 

then addressing the issues they face in our country. This is a rhetorical form, as in this matter 

known to everyone and not knowing this may display your lack of knowledge. As he emphasises 
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these matters to prove everyone’s knowledge of their suffering as it is a significant matter that 

everyone needs to acknowledge and help solve. He also indirectly points to us and them 

dichotomy in lines 3,4, as in we should do like them and support our innovators to develop and 

advance. In that way he is encouraging other members to support the recommendation as it is a 

matter of public knowledge that needs a solution. 

The inclusive we is used by members to talk about public matters and a way to include the public 

in their discussion. In the SSC the members are picked to represent the public and, therefore, 

they are expected to discuss their issues as if they were their own. This heightens the rhetorical 

aspect of their discussion and highlights their ethos as they appear as responsible committed 

members.  

8.3 Final remarks 
 

Many of the studies about parliamentary discourse and pronouns introduced in the previous 

chapter focused on plural pronouns since members are representing the people and would usually 

seek to express the views of others. Our results have shown a different case as singular pronouns 

are used more than the plural pronouns and are equally important in this political domain.  

 

Plural pronouns may be used less since the Council does not have any political parties and so 

this type of collective identity is not referred to through pronoun use. Members speak to represent 

their personal views as their individual perspectives are legitimised by virtue of the fact that they 

were chosen from different fields to share their knowledge and expertise. Singular pronouns 

serve the speakers in expressing their authority through voting, expressing a personal opinion or 

even positioning themselves in take different stances. It affects member’s discourse positively 

by reflecting their ethos and appealing to pathos, as we have seen in the examples adduced. In 

terms of the quantitative findings, reveals that there are significant gender differences in the use 

of pronouns. Aside from singular pronouns being used significantly more than plural pronouns 

for both genders, little of note was found when exploring gender differences in pronouns.   

 

But once again, the value of the qualitative analysis was shown when we explore the differing 

ways particular pronouns were used in context. It revealed for instance, that females still do not 

feel comfortable positioning themselves as in ‘we’ the Council directly, but they feel 
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comfortable referring to their gender group in the Council. This maybe because they feel the 

pressure as they were brought to the Council to represent females, since the Saudi society is a 

segregated society and female voices can only be heard through their female representatives. 

Turning now to the specific research questions established in (section 7.2.1) what we can say 

about them in light of the analysis presented in this chapter. 

 

To answer RQ 3.1 relating to whether member have preference in pronominal use for positioning 

purposes, I have shown a preference amongst members for singular pronouns. When it comes to 

forms of such pronouns, the strong detached pronouns were not preferable and were used mainly 

when speakers wish to be emphatic. Interestingly singular pronouns play a significant role in 

member’s discourse as they are used more than plural pronouns in the Council. We saw the 

multiplicity of functions which pronouns were used for in context, with members often taking 

the opportunity to assert their membership of groups (either as Council members, Saudis or in 

some professional role). This had the potential to strengthen the argument presented by the 

speaker. The preference for singular pronouns stemmed from, I believe, opinions (using I think) 

and their voting intentions.  

  

Pronominal choices have revealed an interesting insight into the language and gender in the SSC, 

which answers RQ 3.2, gender difference does exist in member’s pronominal choices. According 

to the statistical findings in section 8.1 male speakers generally use pronouns more than females 

which conforms to Yu’s (2013) study. Singular pronouns were used the most by both genders, 

as they were used to project their votes and reflect their opinion. In this matter it was found that 

male speakers use pronouns to express their agreement (36/37) and disagreement directly (38) 

(56), while female speakers held back from expressing their disagreement directly. They might 

criticise the agendas and show negative reaction, but they do not cast their negative votes 

explicitly. This might be due to their recent position in the Council as they may not feel 

comfortable giving a negative vote directly.  

 

I think  has proven to be an effective tool in members’ discourse and it was used by male speakers 

(55/56) more than females (55), having both deliberative and tentative functions. This shows 

that male speakers like to emphasise and repeat themselves to reflect their beliefs through their 

discussion. We also saw that female speakers prefer the deliberative function rather than the 

tentative function which was absent from their discourse. This is possibly surprising given the 

avoidance of direct disagreement, but it equally seems to correspond to the assertiveness shown 
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by female members in the previous chapter on questioning. There is a strong connection between 

modality and ‘I think’ which can be seen in examples (48/54) as it gives a sense of authority. In 

matters of positioning the self, there was no gender difference, males and females both employed 

reflexive and interactive positioning similarly. The only form that was used by men and not 

women in reflexive positioning is that they reflected on their position in the Council or 

committee using the strong detached pronoun I. Females do not emphasise their position in the 

Council or committees as male speakers do. This may be due to their new position in the Council, 

where they do not yet feel comfortable affiliating themselves with committees or the Council in 

general. This corresponds to the plural pronoun ‘we (detached strong pronoun) + the Council’ 

which was not employed by females discourse in our data, they used attached and implied 

pronouns to refer to the Council indirectly see example (35/47). 

 

The main gender difference found in this category is that male members refer to the Council 

directly using the detached plural pronoun we as in example (54), while female speakers have 

used it to refer to their female colleagues in example (35/55) to distinguish their gender in-group. 

This corresponds to Formato’s (2014) finding that men use the subject plural pronouns more 

than women. Female speakers building their own discursive group in referring to their female 

colleagues and Saudi women in general. Such a thing is common in political discourse as female 

members refer to their transportable identity (Adams, 2015; Formato, 2014).  

 

Once again, this chapter has demonstrated that quantitative findings do not necessarily tell the 

full story. Female members do utilise pronouns for the same rhetorical purpose as male speakers 

(i.e. positioning themselves and others in pursuit of building persuasive arguments). However, 

we have seen examples of female members-who are newcomers- presenting a distinctive style 

when it comes to some uses, for instance around the function of I think. The extent to which this 

is to do with their status as newcomers or as female members is a complicated matter and one 

which I shall return to in the next and final chapter. 
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Chapter 9 Conclusion 
 
 
 

Introduction  

In this chapter I seek to summarize the main findings of this study and how they contribute 

to answering the overarching research questions of the thesis. I will then go on to outline what 

I believe is this study’s contribution to the field as well as its limitations and provide some 

avenues for further research.  In this study, I have sought to offer a description of the macro 

discursive practices of the SSC, then explore the use of specific micro linguistic tools, namely 

questions and pronouns, which are used as rhetorical devices. I have argued that these 

linguistic tools can be used as persuasive and argumentative devices, as members seek their 

audience’s support to either accept or reject the recommendations presented. In the analysis 

chapters I have provided numerous examples which attest the effect of those micro linguistic 

tools on the macro structure of members’ debates. The findings revealed that females have 

thus far adopted a rather different discursive style from their male counterparts.  

9.1 The overall picture: doing gender in the SSC 

This thesis was initially motivated by a desire to study Saudi females’ first political 

representation, with a focus on language and gender in the SSC. I approached the data analysis 

using grounded theory, with an understanding that there might be a gender difference in the 

use of language. An introduction to the contextual background of the Council was presented 

in chapter 1 to show the situation of women within Saudi society and the main roles of the 

SSC. In chapter 4 a detailed linguistic investigation was carried out to examine the discursive 

norms and practices of the SSC. Chapters 1 and 4 established the overall picture of the 

Council which instigated the investigation of the micro elements discussed in the following 

chapters.  Combining the macro and micro-structure using a pragma-rhetorical approach 

directed the focus to questions and pronouns inspired from the literature about parliamentary 

discourse reviewed in chapters 5 and 7. 

Since gender is the key underpinning of this study, the situation of men and women in the 

Saudi society has to be underlined. Saudi women are newcomers to the Council and their 

presence is expected to be limited by their social status, which had no previous presence in 
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the official political domain. However, from the findings of this thesis we can see that through 

their role in the Council, they have become proactive citizens who choose when and how to 

use their voices, especially speaking for Saudi women. From this the aim of the thesis is to 

investigate if and how male and female Council members construct gender, either their own 

or as a member of a wider social group inside the chamber of the SSC. I should stress that my 

study was not concerned with the linguistic state of affairs of the all-male Shura Council 

sessions before the addition of female members, but rather it was directed towards looking at 

gender though the construction of different groups of speakers in this specific Community of 

Practice, with women in the disadvantaged position as newcomers.  

In revisiting the findings for the two linguistic phenomena under investigation, I now discuss 

how they fit into the debate about the language used in institutional public spaces by men and 

women (see 2.2). In analysing women in institutions, Walsh (2001) dedicates part of her 

discussion to new linguistic practices introduced by women in traditional male institutions 

while Shaw (2000, 2006) convincingly argues that, through participation in terms of using 

and perceiving linguistic and interactional norms, “men and women belong to the same 

community of practice but on different terms according to gender” (2000, p. 416). We found 

this to be the case for the SSC with similarities and differences in the use of questions and 

pronouns by female Councillors. I suggested that female members within the community of 

practice are trying to achieve two different goals: (a) the legitimisation of their position in the 

Council and (b) discussing matters concerning women’s issues, as they speak for women. 

The linguistic discursive practices that tend to emerge in the language used by female 

Councillors – i.e. asking more questions and leaning towards gender-inclusive pronouns gives 

rise to the construction of a sub-CofP of female Councillors. Female members’ peripheral 

position in the Council as a CofP in fact still situates them between their private and public 

roles, in part because of their linguistic choices but also because of the pressure they feel 

trying to convince society that they can and will be able to present their gender publicly for 

the first time. 

 

In order to discuss the findings of the Council discourse, the overarching research questions 

addressed in Chapter 1 will be answered. To what extent do male and female members differ 

in their use of rhetorical proofs during Council debates? The results discussed in chapters 6 

and 8 point to the idea that men and women use their language in fairly subtly different ways 
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to serve their different goals and agendas. Both male and female members used questions and 

pronouns differently in the Council to support their argument and make it persuasive.  

 

In the case of questions women asked more interrogative and rhetorical questions than men 

in their debates. Asking questions may reflect positively on female member’s ethos since it 

exhibits a sense of responsibility towards their role in the Council, through questioning the 

recommendations presented. The other distinctive feature of gender and questions is that 

female questions focused on women’s rights in the country and critique of the topics of the 

role of the Council and the government. This also reflect positively on their argument and 

makes it persuasive, especially that they are questioning the position of Saudi women whom 

they are representing in the Council. Females justified their choice of questions in their 

debates by accompanying them with other rhetorical devices like metaphors and modality. 

Another distinctive feature of female’s questions is that they follow their interrogative 

questions with a demand for an answer, as they state the urgency for an answer after asking 

their questions. This has a strong effect on their questions, as it reflects the commitment 

member’s feel towards educating themselves and the Council about the matters being 

discussed. This may justify why men asked fewer questions than women, it can be linked to 

their prior experience in the Council meaning they are more aware of the Council’s 

procedures and may as well have more knowledge about the agendas discussed, hence ask 

fewer questions. However, given the contrast of the questions, I think a fairer judgement is 

that male members are more complacent about the running of business through the SSC and 

so are less challenging of the procedures and processes.  

 

In the case of pronouns both singular and plural first-person pronouns, the findings presented 

a significant gender difference. Men used pronouns more than women especially first-person 

singular pronouns. This may be connected to men being in the Council longer and therefore 

feeling more comfortable expressing their personal opinion. This reflects positively on their 

ethos as it displays their confidence and personal knowledge. Women have a more limited 

use of first-person pronouns and I argued that this may project their discomfort towards 

associating with the Council as discussed in chapter 8. This may also explain why one of their 

key pronoun uses is create a gender-exclusive grouping, which in turn expresses their 

collective views as female members of the Council. This exclusive gender + we pronouns 

reflect positively on female’s ethos as they show a strong united front of females in a male 

dominated Council. 
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Questions and pronouns are employed strategically by members to express their position in 

the Council and make their argument persuasive, but each gender has a different approach 

and motivation for their linguistic choices.  

 

To what extent do females conform to the male norms of the Council? It is important to stress 

that this study defines male norms as the ones displayed in its dataset and did not look at past 

practices before females joined the Council. In identifying the norms, it is of importance to 

restate that the findings of this study suggest that both genders belong to the same community 

of practice in that they all maintain the Council rules and that there are instances of language 

use which suggest that, for example, similar uses of forms of address and turn-taking. 

However, on a micro level there are some gender differences conforming to Shaw’s (2000) 

finding that in parliamentary discourse both genders are members of the same community, 

but on different terms. 

 

Each gender has explicit practices with different participation goals that are reflected in their 

linguistic choices. For example, females came to the Council to express their gender voices, 

as they were absent from the Council. Their existence as newcomers to the Council has 

affected their linguistic choices: the analysis in chapters 6 and 8 revealed that there are gender 

differences in the use of questions and pronouns as persuasive devices. This may lead to the 

notion that they are trying to developing their own norms. 

 

In asking more questions than men, it might be argued that females are shunning male norms 

and instead reverting to a female stereotype. Whilst the former may be true, the latter does 

not seem to hold. Female members are not asking questions out of politeness or tentativeness, 

instead they are asking to hold the SSC and its committee chairs to account. Questions were 

addressed by women to get an answer and women directly request an answer to the question 

at the end of their statement. This norm or feature does not appear in male members’ 

discourse. 

 

Clear gender-exclusive practices appeared in the use of pronouns. One recognisable male 

norm that appeared in male speakers’ discourse is the use of the plural pronoun we ‘detached 

pronoun’+ the Council. It was exclusive to male speakers, which supports the hypothesis that 

females do not feel confident associating themselves with the Council directly (or simply, do 

not wish to- given their strong criticism of its practices found elsewhere). Such a hypothesis 
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also potentially explains the female speakers’ introduction of the exclusive form of the plural 

pronoun we; we+ all females and we+ female Council members. Viewing women as a 

separate group in their discourse, can be explained as a way to express their solidarity as a 

gender group in the Council. These linguistic choices reveal that gender differences are 

observed and realised in the Council and speakers apply them in their discourse to serve their 

gender needs.  

 

Taken together, this points to the idea that female speakers have been able to create their own 

norms, separate from their male counterparts. Females have established new norms of asking 

more questions, accompanying the questions with a request for an answer and using gender-

exclusive pronouns. It will be interesting to monitor developments in the Council to see 

whether these are female norms or simply the norms of newcomers to the Council seeking to 

make a mark on the SSC’s business and perception amongst the public. This leads us to the 

next overarching research question.  

 

To what extent do female members present themselves as newcomers in the Saudi Shura 

Council? From a broad perspective, females as newcomers to the Council have followed the 

Council debate rules and maintained their role as Councillor. They were expected to be at a 

disadvantage since they are newcomers in the Council, however they were able to prove 

themselves and stake out their territory as powerful speakers. The micro-linguistic practices 

revealed some distinctive features of their discourse as a result of their recent addition to the 

Council. From the findings discussed in chapters 6 and 8 women were able to express their 

position and speak their minds in the Council. 

   

Female speakers have brought a new flavour to the Council by asking more questions and 

creating their own gender exclusive pronouns. The use of questions was described by 

Cameron et al.’s (1989), Coates (2004), Harris (2009) and Balogun (2011) as a characteristic 

of powerful speakers. This can be recognised as women wanting to be viewed as powerful 

speakers who are trying to prove their position in the Council. They asked more questions in 

the Council than men. Arguably, this may not be related to them developing new norms but 

rather to their position as newcomers wanting to know more about the Council and its 

operation. Further studies need to be made on future sessions to identify if this is a gender 

norm or a matter linked to newcomers. In relation to pronouns they have developed their own 

exclusive pronominal group referring to their gender, this can be viewed as their way of 
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observing their position in the Council as a distinctive group, therefore having their own 

distinctive needs.   

 

There is a developing awareness of the position of Saudi women which may put female 

members in a more challenging position as they feel the need to do more to prove themselves 

as active members of society. Female Councillors identify their role in the Council through 

their discourse, as they speak on behalf of the other half of society ‘women’. This is not a 

new phenomenon, women speaking up for women, it goes in line with the international 

community of female politicians who consistently demand equal gender rights. From the 

results of this study we can say that Saudi Councillors as newcomers were able to speak their 

minds and bridge the communication gap which exists between the unheard voices of Saudi 

women and the SSC.  

9.2 Contributions of the thesis 
 

This thesis contributes to different research fields like language and gender studies in 

institutional discourse, especially in the Middle East, as well as presenting new 

methodologies for the investigation of questions and pronouns in Arabic. The methods 

adopted in this study were tailored to fit the dataset, the analytical frames and approaches 

applied can be considered a contribution to the study of language and gender in political 

discourse. Primarily, it contributes to the field of language and gender in an attempt to analyse 

the workings of a particular CofP in a society in which public gendered practice is a very 

recent development (see Chapters 1 & 2). Further, it contributes to the study of Arabic 

political language use, from a pragma-rhetoric perspective in order to show that spoken 

discourse can be used to construct personal and group (political and gender) identities. While 

there is, as reviewed in Chapter 2, an interesting and extensive literature on sexism in 

language, this has been underexplored in Arabic. 

 

This study contributes to studies on Saudi women in the political domain. To my knowledge, 

there are no studies in the field of language and gender in Saudi public field; this is the first 

one, and this thesis aims to contribute to the growth of this field. More specifically, I hope to 

contribute to the blossoming research in language, gender and the workplace, more 

specifically related to public space and institutional bodies (in other countries see Wodak 
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1997, 2003, 2011; Walsh, 2001; Shaw, 2000, 2006; Ilie 2009, 2010, 2011a, 2013; Formato 

2014).  

 

The findings for each of the linguistic phenomena considered for this project (the 

parliamentary discursive norms, questions and pronouns) combined to allow me to coherently 

discuss gender as a social construct and the active, ongoing construction of  

Saudi women’s identity within the SSC. This research will also help expand the field of 

language and gender to consider linguistic studies of Middle Eastern political institution 

discourse, bringing together Arabic linguistics, gender, persuasion and argumentation in a 

grouped political context. Moreover, the detailed observations of discourse practices in the 

SSC will provide others interested in parliamentary discourse analysis with an insight into 

the norms and practices of this aspect of the Saudi political system which will hopefully 

encourage further work on this setting. 

 

In addition, the study introduces methodologies for the analysis of questions and pronouns in 

Arabic. They were adopted from different fields to investigate the Council’s discourse (see 

chapter 5 for questions and chapter 7 for pronouns). I have offered a critique of previous 

studies, mainly on the English language, and have sought to adopt these approaches to 

account for the characteristics of the Arabic language, taking into consideration grammatical 

differences in approximating Arabic question forms to English (for question forms), and 

introducing a new categorisation of Arabic pronouns to English speakers; detached, attached, 

implied or hidden pronouns (for pronoun forms).  

9.3 Limitations of the thesis 
 

Since this is the first study that conducts linguistic analysis of the language of the SSC, it has 

some limitations. There were no existing studies about women and parliamentary language 

in Arabic on which to base any hypotheses. This reflected the recent and limited participation 

of females. Parliamentary and institutional discourse more widely has not been studied in the 

Arab region either, which directed the search for literature to underpin the thesis to Western 

rather than Arabic studies. These gaps were identified and taken account of in the analysis.  

 

Before starting this thesis, the data collection challenge was identified as the data for 

member’s debates is not available in written form, unlike the Hansard Record for the UK 
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House of Commons (though see Shaw 2018 for issues relating to the use of Hansard). 

Therefore, the only source for data was the recorded video sessions available in the Shura 

Website. All the sessions for the 6th round of 4 years appeared to be available online. But 

once I started to scan through all the sessions, I found some links did not work which limited 

the number of the sessions examined. The process of examining the videos was time-

consuming and I had to watch almost 70 sessions for each year over the period of 4 years, to 

select the sessions suitable for the purpose of this thesis. I selected the sessions with most 

female participants and since some sessions did not have any female participants, this 

selection had to have some comparable data to fulfil the main motivation of this thesis which 

is looking at female participation in the political domain. Sixteen sessions were transcribed, 

and the selections were translated to provide examples for non-Arabic readers. All these 

factors limited the number of sessions analysed in this thesis as more could have been 

analysed if they were all available in a written format. 

 

The data analysis process also suffered some limitations. In relation to gender the data 

collected for male and female discourse were not equal in number, therefore they had to be 

normalised for the purpose of comparison. Members’ participation can also be limited to 

topics that might be stereotypically viewed as masculine or feminine (women for instance 

participate in matters concerning women). This raises questions of whether there gender 

differences when it comes to the topics they choose to participate in. 

 

There were also challenges in analysing the micro linguistic elements, questions and 

pronouns, as they were motivated from previous studies on gender and political discourse. 

However, the questions and pronouns systems in Arabic and in the Council differ from the 

ones discussed in the literature. Questions in the Council do not receive an immediate answer 

like other parliaments, so I had to find a way to interpret them on their own. This led to 

examining the questions elicitation, and the speaker’s rhetorical intentions for posing them. 

Another difficulty with pronouns was in dealing with Arabic pronouns. Arabic is a null-

subject language and I had to find a way to explain the Arabic pronoun system which has 

attached, detached and implied pronouns and explain how they can be identified within my 

data. I had to find a way to compare both linguistic phenomena while staying faithful to what 

they were suggesting and provide sufficient and relevant examples that make my analysis 

valid and defensible.  
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9.4 Further research 
 

Further research should seek to address the above limitations. More generally, research on 

Saudi women’s political representation and the language used in the SSC and its (possible) 

intersection with gender would benefit from a larger corpus of the Council debates which 

includes different topics. Similarly, research could be conducted by investigating the 

construction of/by female politicians in different genres (e.g. newspaper articles). This would 

triangulate the research to see whether female members are presented as powerful or 

powerless contributors.  

 

The findings of this thesis were limited to the linguistic practices and overlooked the broader 

context which could be achieved by interviewing the speakers. Therefore, I believe that 

contacting the female and male Council members whose contributions form part of my project 

to share the results and ask questions about their views on the findings could be another 

interesting follow-up. This ethnographic approach appears in the work of Shaw (2002) and 

Bird (2005). 

 

More generally, it would be interesting to conduct field-work with female MPs in the SSC to 

see if the ‘sub-group’ constructed through language extends to other practices negotiated 

(exclusively) among females in what could be described as a sub-CofP as suggested by 

Formato (2014).   

 

In relation to the study of pronouns in the Council a more detailed investigation could be 

conducted in comparing the use of other pronoun forms, like “us vs you” in contrast to “us 

vs them”, where “us vs them” – indicates a possible sharper clear-cut division of the groups 

involved than the latter – “us versus you”. They were highlighted in the excerpts presented 

but could be explored in more detail. 

 

Domains like cultural idioms and metaphors, as well as other domains, could be explored in 

this set of data and in other parliamentary debates. This could confirm, develop or challenge 

the findings and enable the discussion of similar or different constructions of scenarios by 

male and female politicians. 
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The research can be expanded to discuss other findings of this thesis, looking at past and 

future sessions. In regard to the topic of women speaking for women it will be interesting to 

see if women’s issues were discussed in past sessions, or if this topic is recent in the Council. 

Further research could compare the findings of this study to the following 2nd round of female 

Councillors to see if they still present as newcomers. It would be interesting to continue the 

investigation of the use of questions and pronouns in the debates.  

9.5 Final words 
 

This thesis originated from a desire to provide studies about Saudi women’s political 

participation. Although their representation is very recent, their discursive practices reveal 

that they are seeking to establish their ground in a male-dominated field. The linguistic 

analysis provides interesting insights into their position and status in such a gendered 

workplace. I hope that this thesis has provided an empirically-based understanding of the first 

political public position of Saudi females from the day they joined in 2013 in their first round 

in the SSC. From the start of this thesis till the present time Saudi women are gradually 

gaining more rights in society. Saudi women have now received the right to drive a car, and 

some changes in the guardianship rules of the country have been implemented. This may well 

be as a result of the effect of the equality demands raised by women in the Council in 

accordance with international equality movements. These changes are a positive step towards 

gaining equal rights with men in the region and raises the prospect that women in the SSC 

were able to support their fellow Saudi women in gaining the rights they have been asking 

for, but there is still a long way to go. However, given that all of these issues were discussed 

by women in the SSC, these changes being implemented are due in no small part to the work 

of female members on the SSC.  
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