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This study aims to reveal the ideology in King Salman's political
speeches at the United Nations General Assembly. A critical
qualitative design was applied in analyzing two of King Salman's
speeches in 2020 and 2021. In line with the research objectives, the
ideological square is used as the theoretical framework for data
analysis. The results of microanalysis show that King Salman uses
the basic strategy of emphasizing positive things about 'us' in 129
data (58.6%), emphasizing negative things about 'them' in 60 data
(27.3%), and de-emphasizing positive things about 'them'in 31 data
(14.1%). As for de-emphasizing negative things about ‘us’ not found
in the data source. In the microanalysis dimension, among the
rhetorical discursive strategies found were actor description in 77
data (35.0%), consensus in 16 data (7.3%), comparison in 6 data
(2.7%), values expression in 76 data (34.5%), victimization-
criminalization in 30 data (13.6%), and national self-glorification in
15 data (16.9%). Based on this analysis, the general ideologies
found in King Salman's speech are nationalism and anti-
imperialism. King Salman constructed Saudi Arabia's national
identity in international eyes as a philanthropist, humanitarian,
peace initiator, and non-violence country. These identities are then
represented as the trademark of Saudi Arabia's foreign policy.
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Introduction

Despite being extensively used to reveal ideology in the political speeches of global
leaders, critical discourse analysis (CDA) has not yet been applied to King Salman's
speeches. As one of the leaders of a developed country, King Salman instrumentalized his
speech to construct Saudi Arabia's identity in the international world (Reflinaldi et al,,
2024; Youssef & Albarakati, 2020). In line with Kentikelenis & Voeten (2018) and
Badache et al. (2022), King Salman takes advantage of crucial moments such as the United
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Nations General Assembly (UN GA) to convey his country's views on various current
issues. In the arguments of Baturo et al. (2017), Baturo & Dasandi (2017), and Luo (2021),
King Salman's speeches at the UN GA are an important lingual phenomenon for mapping
the ideological foundations of Saudi Arabia's foreign policy. This argument is
strengthened by Khaled (2020) and Lafta (2020) who interpreted the ideologies of
Benjamin Netanyahu and Donald Trump through their speeches at the UN GA. Based on
these studies, King Salman's speech can be positioned as a medium for representing
ideology which is formed through argumentative, emotional, and diplomatic language
styles (Anisimova, 2017; Jones, 2020; Jones & Clark, 2019).

As a strategic tool that represents ideology, the speeches of world leaders have been
studied by many researchers. Among the speeches of popular Western leaders that have
been analyzed are those of US presidents such as Bill Clinton, Barack Obama, Donald
Trump, and Joe Biden. Study of Zheni (2018) concluded that Clinton presented
knowledge as factual to legitimize his power. Clinton's language style is different from
Obama's, which predominantly uses simple language and builds solidarity with the
audience to internalize its power and ideology (Abdelaal et al., 2015; Kazemian &
Hashemi, 2014; Khalil, 2021; Sharififar & Rahimi, 2015). Meanwhile, Trump, who is
popular for his aggressive language style, implies anti-Islam and anti-Muslim ideology in
his iconic speeches (Khan et al,, 2019, 2020, 2021; Susilowati & Ulkhasanah, 2021).
Ideologically, Trump is the opposite of Biden, who represents more democracy,
liberalism, and humanism (Kadwa & Alshengeeti, 2020; Rahmaida & Cahyono, 2022;
Renaldo, 2021).

Ideological mapping is also often carried out in the speeches of leaders of Asian
countries which in the study of Lees (2023) are said to have ideologies typical of South-
South countries. Among the objects analyzed by several previous researchers is the
language style of the prime ministers of Pakistan, Nawaz Shareef, and Imran Khan. In the
study by Naeem et al. (2022) and Raza et al. (2022), Shareef was considered able to
synergize his power and ideology smoothly through simple language. This conclusion is
different from Imran Khan who is considered to represent his identity more than his
collective national identity (Naeem etal.,, 2022; Yahya, 2020). Xi Jin Ping China's supreme
leader is considered not to show paradigmatic ideological change because he
predominantly represents Maoism (Klimes$ & Marinelli, 2018; Luo, 2021). In Indonesia,
Sukarno as the first president was positioned as a leader who had a strong ideology.
Through his historical speeches, Soekarno was identified as promoting three main
ideologies: unity; revolutionism; and anti-imperialism (Latupeirissa et al., 2019b, 2019a).

In the context of the Middle East, several studies have been found that reveal the
ideology in speeches of King Abdullah II. King Abdullah II promoted the ideology of
tolerance, peace, and anti-extremism (Al-Khawaldeh et al.,, 2024; Khawaldeh & Hatab,
2018). This ideology which is oriented towards creating a positive mentality is the impact
of adopting Islamic values in the Jordan political system (Ebniya, 2020). Patterns of peace
and anti-terror ideology are also found in King Salman's speeches about terrorism
(Youssef & Albarakati, 2020). Meanwhile, different ideological characters are found in
studying the speeches of Bashar Al-Assad and Hassan Rouhani. Both leaders are
associated with extreme ideologies that legitimize war and violence against civilians
(Matar, 2019; Sharififar & Rahimi, 2015). Ideology and political speech in the Middle East
have complex study dimensions. Study of Haj Omar (2020) proves that ideological
infiltration is also carried out in translation, where several media are proven to have
intervened in the process of translating political speeches from the Arab-Israeli conflict.
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Based on the literature review presented above, an analysis of ideology in King Salman's
speeches at the UN GA will provide a new perspective amidst the dynamics of existing
studies. King Salman constructed identity in his speeches through the binary opposition
of "Us" and "Them". This construction can be described using Van Dijk's ideological
square analysis (Van Dijk, 2006a; 2006b; 2006c). Analysis of ideology in King Salman's
speeches can be formulated through the core question: what are the basic discursive
strategies and rhetorical discursive strategies used in King Salman's speeches at the UN
GA? Institutionally, ideological analysis will find the philosophical foundations of Saudi
Arabia's alignment and policy orientation at the national and global levels (Bennett et al,,
2023; Rempala et al.,, 2016). Meanwhile, personally, the analysis will conclude the factors
that determine King Salman's emotions and cognition in his speeches (Abuin-Vences et
al,, 2022; Engesser etal,, 2017; Mochtak etal., 2022). Thus, this study that accommodates
personal-institutional ideological elements will fill the new orientation of ideological and
political research as proposed by Carmines & D’Amico (2015) and Kissas (2017).

Methods

Qualitative-explanatory research was conducted on videos of King Salman's
speeches published on the AlHadath YouTube channel (AlHadath <&asll - YouTube). The
author took videos of King Salman's speeches at the UN GA in 2020 and 2021 as the data
sources. The videos were chosen for two reasons. The first is the complexity of the
content, where the speeches covered global emergency issues such as COVID-19,
humanity, security, politics, society, and culture. The second is the distinction of context,
where the UN GA that year was held via video conference. Details of the data sources are
shown in Table 1.

Table 1
List of data sources
Code Title of Video Source and Link
A Lnaall alal 3 el ae o lales lll (g2 sad) Jalall 4S hittps: //www.youtu
saaidl sl daladl  he.com /watch?v=0
kalimah al-‘ahil al-su’udi al-malik Salman ibn BSeWeQy4ms&t=4
Abd al-’Aziz amama al-jam’iyah al-’ammah li 4s
al-umam al-muttahidah September 23,2020
‘Speech of Saudi King Salman bin Abdulaziz
before the United Nations General Assembly’
B aaall (8 Sodall e 0 lelis Cllall (g2 g2l Jaladl S hittps: //www.youtu

saaidl s dalall  be.com/watch?v=tZ
kalimah al-‘ahil al-su’udi al-malik Salman ibn RM]0jhrGA
Abd al-’Aziz amama al-jam’iyah al-‘ammah li September 22,2021
al-umam al-muttahidah
‘Speech of Saudi King Salman bin Abdulaziz at
the United Nations General Assembly’

Research data was collected through several stages. First, transcribing oral data
from King Salman's utterances at the data sources into a text-based format manually.
Next, read the data to ensure the completeness of the speech narratives and the validity
of the transcription. After that, the data is printed before the tabulation and classification
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steps. Tabulation is then carried out by classifying the text in the form of sentences and
then proceeding with labeling letters and numbers for coding the data. Finally, data
grouping is based on the ideological square analysis framework. The data analysis
process is also carried out in several stages. First, describe the classification of the data
to identify the lingual units to be analyzed. Then sort the representative data to be
described. Analysis was carried out to outline discursive strategies and identify
ideologies in the data sources. Lastly, emphasize conclusions with arguments as the
answer to the core research problem.

Data analysis was carried out through a CDA framework. CDA is an effective
analytical tool for critically mapping qualitative communication and interpreting
discourse strategies in constructing and legitimizing power (Fairclough, 2013; Muller,
2015; Reynolds, 2019). To answer the research question, the authors use the ideological
square model proposed by Van Dijk (2006a, 2006b, 2006c). The ideological square
explains the binary representations of self and others in discourse, where the self or in-
group tends to be represented positively and other people or out-group are represented
negatively. Several recent studies show that this model is suitable for use in the analysis
of political discourse which represents subjective constructions based on ideological
conflicts (Khan et al., 2019; Masroor et al., 2019; Rauf et al,, 2019; Reynolds, 2019). Van
Dijk (2006a, 2006b, 2006c) explains that the analysis stages consist of macro analysis
containing four basic discursive strategies and macro analysis containing 25 rhetorical
discursive strategies. The strategies that are instrumented to legitimize the self and
delegitimize the other are displayed in Table 2.

Table 2
Element of macro analysis and microanalysis in ideological square model
Macro Analysis Micro Analysis
Basic discursive strategies Rhetorical discursive
strategies
(1) Emphasize positive things (1) Actor description; (2)
about ‘us’; (2) Emphasize negative Authority; (3) Burden; (4)
things about ‘them’; (3) De- Categorization; (5) Comparison; (6)
emphasize negative things about Consensus; (7) Counterfactual; (8)
‘us’; (4) De-emphasize positive Disclaimer; (9) Euphemism; (10)
things about ‘them’. Evidentiality; (11) Argumentation;
(12) Tlustration/Example; (13)
Generalization; (14) Hyperbole;
(15) Implication; (16) Irony; (17)
Lexicalization; (18) Metaphor; (19)
National self-glorification; (20)
Norm expression; (21) Number
game; (22) Polarization; (23)
Populism; (24) Presupposition;
(25) Victimization.

Results and Discussion

Based on data analysis, 3 basic discursive strategies and 6 rhetorical discursive
strategies were found. Basic discursive strategies in the data consist of emphasize
positive 'us', emphasize negative 'them’, and de-emphasize positive 'them'. Meanwhile,
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rhetorical discursive strategies in the data consist of actor description, consensus,
comparison, values expression, victimization-criminalization, and national
glorification. Details of the number and percentage of each strategy are shown in Table 3.

self-

Table 3
Discursive strategies in King Salman’s speeches
No Strategies Emphasize Emphasize De- De- Total
Positive ‘Us’ Negative Emphasize Emphasize
‘Them’ Negative Positive
‘Us ‘Them’
N % N % N % N % N %
1 Actor 45 349 16 267 0 0.0 16 516 77 350
Description
2 Consensus 16 12.4 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 16 7.3
3 Comparison 3 2.4 2 3.3 0 0.0 1 3.2 6 2.7
4 Values 50 38.7 26 433 0 0.0 0 0.0 76 34.5
Expression
5 Victimization 0 0.0 16 267 0 0.0 14 452 30 13.6
Criminalizati-
on
6 National Self- 15 11.6 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 15 6.9
Glorification
Total 129 100 60 100 0 0.0 31 100 220 100
Actor Description

Actor description is a strategy for constructing information about actors. Through
this strategy, speakers explain the character, role, tendencies, and status of actors in
various social and political dimensions. Actor description classifies actors into in-group
that are portrayed positively and out-group that are portrayed negatively. The actors

mentioned and described in King Salman's speech can be seen in Table 4.

Table 4
List of actors and their descriptions in King Salman's speeches
No Actors Description Freq. Percent.
1 (al-mamlakah al- 43 s 4slaall - Peace initiator 14 18.2%
su’tidiyah) ‘Kingdom of Saudi Anti-terrorism 8 10.4%
Arabia’ Philanthropist 6 7.8%
Humanitarian 6 7.8%
fighter 5 6.4%
Visionary 4 5.2%
country 3 3.9%
Law-abiding
country
Leader
2 ‘America’ (al-amrikd) \Ss »<¥) Peace initiator 1 1.3%
3 ‘Yemen’ (al-yaman) o< Crisis country 4 5.2%
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4 ‘Iraq’ (al-ir'‘aq) &' =) Crisis country 1 1.3%
5 ‘Sudan’ (al-sidan) o254 Crisis country 2 2.6%
6 ‘Egypt’ (misr) »<=« Crisis country 1 1.3%
7 ‘Lebanon’ (lubnan) ¢ Crisis country 1 1.3%
8 (afghanistan) Ji-s\sél  Crisis country 1 1.3%
‘Afghanistan’
9 ‘Libia’ (libiya) ! Crisis country 2 2.6%
10 ‘Syria’ (suriya) Los« Crisis country 2 2.6%
11 (al-nizam al-trani) & _xY) i) Terrorist 8 10.4%
‘Iranian regime’
12 (al-milithiyat al- 45 ) <lilall - Terrorist 6 7.8%
‘Houthi militia’ hiithiyah)
13 ‘Hezbollah’ (hizbullah) &) <3~ Terrorist 2 2.6%
Total 77 100%

In general, the actors in Table 4 can be grouped into positive, neutral, and negative
actors. The positive actors represented in the protagonist context consist of Saudi Arabia
and America, which were mentioned 47 times (61%). Neutral actors represented in the
non-aligned context consist of Middle Eastern countries, namely Yemen, Sudan, Iragq,
Egypt, Lebanon, Afghanistan, Libya, and Syria, which were mentioned 14 times (18.2%).
The negative actors represented in an antagonistic context consist of the Iranian regime,
Houthi militia, and Hezbollah, which were mentioned 16 times (20.8%). Meanwhile, from
the perspective of each actor, those most frequently mentioned were Saudi Arabia
(59.7%), the Iranian regime (10.4%), and the Houthi militia (7.8%). Among the
descriptions of Saudi Arabia in the data source can be seen in data A.15 and B.34 below.

A15  eldly 5 et duclidl Joull dadls (3 3 dolaindl 0dd Gurnl die (33 ]
o 9!
inna biladi mundhu ta’sis hadhihi al-munazzamah kanat fi tali’ah al-
duwal al-sa’iyah li tahqiq al-amn wa al-silm al-dawliyyin. (Year 2020.
Minutes 3:14-3:23)
‘Since the founding of this organization, my country has been at the
forefront of countries seeking to achieve international peace and
security.’

B34 Jses (£09 sk o0 S plol piom Joll geicmall LBg89 dsal Jo AShanll uST9
Slelly (o290l i) Ay Lgausiun of &dslall Oldnbaally dolayYl Olelozd! S9509
392119 diapgll Jasg
wa tuakkidu al-mamlakah ‘ald ahammiyah wuquf al-mujtama’ al-
dawli bi hazm amam kulli man yad’amu wa yar’a wa yamulu wa yu'wi
al-jama’at al-irhabiyah wa al-milithiyat al-taifiyah aw yastahdimuha
wasilah li nashr al-fawda wa al-dimar wa bast al-haymanah wa al-
nufidz. (Year 2021. Minutes 11:03-11:28)
‘The Kingdom emphasizes the importance of the international
community standing firm against anyone who supports, sponsors,
finances, or harbors terrorist groups and sectarian militias, or uses
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them as a means to spread chaos and destruction and extend
dominance and influence.’

A.15 contains the description of Saudi Arabia as a country that always strives for
international peace. Saudi Arabia's reputation for peace has been built for along time and
they have proven themselves to be a country that is always at the forefront. King Salman
describes this through the clause ..mundhu ta’sis hadhihi al-munazzamah kanat fi
tali‘ah... '..since the founding of this organization, [my country] has been at the
forefront..." Directly proportional to A.15, description Saudi Arabia as an anti-terrorism
country is included in B.34. These two data construct a congruent logic, where love of
peace is in line with non-violence. The description as an anti-terrorism country is
reflected in the phrase ...bi hazm amam kulli man yad’amu wa yar’a wa yamiulu wa yu'wi
al-jama’at al-irhabiyah wa al-milithiyat al-taifiyah...'...standing firm against anyone who
supports, sponsors, finances, or harbors terrorist groups and sectarian militias..."
Through B.34, King Salman also emphasized that Saudi Arabia always invites other
countries to stand firmly against terrorism.

King Salman positions eight Middle Eastern countries as neutral actors. These
countries are described as countries experiencing humanitarian crises due to conflict and
war. These countries can be said to be neutral actors because the description of them is
not in the form of characters, roles, and status that contain positive or negative values.
Meanwhile, the Iranian regime and the Houthi militia are two other actors who are also
widely said to be in a negative position. These two actors are represented as terrorists
who undermine the peace and security stability of Yemen and intervene in conflicts in
several Middle Eastern countries. King Salman's descriptions of these two actors can be
seen in data A.24 and A.29 below.

A24  dhaadl Oladedl Gluginl ooledl bl 1)1 pladll a6 ¢ 3lgdall el I Dl yosunly
gl eldly oYl e sliely dd gl owleall &ybe gl <3 (Aol ‘3
wa istimrar li dhalika al-nahj al-'udwani, gama al-nizam al-Irani al-
‘am al-madi bi istihdaf al-munshiat al-naftiyah fi al-mamlakah, fi
intihak sarikh li al-qawanin al-dawliyah, wa i’tida’ ‘ald al-amn wa al-
silm al-dawliyyin. (Year 2020. Minutes 6:01-6:19)
‘In continuation of this aggressive approach, the Iranian regime last
year targeted oil installations in the Kingdom, in flagrant violation of
international laws and an attack on international peace and
security.’

A29 b &ojl JI ol e adl dalud! e A daoldl 48 9ol bl O IS (s,
Aoludly dolaidly
..min hilal inqilab al-milithiyat al-huthiyah al-tabi’ah lahu ‘ala al-
sultah al-shar’iyah addat ila azmah siyasiyah wa iqtisadiyah wa
insdaniyah. (Year 2020. Minutes 7:35-7:42)
‘..through a coup carried out by the Houthi militia against the
legitimate government, causing a political, economic and
humanitarian crisis.’
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The Iranian regime was described as the actor who targeted attacks on Saudi
Arabia's strategic infrastructure on A.24. King Salman did not describe the attack as a
single act, but as a continuation of a series of terrorist actions they had previously carried
out. This emphasis is found in the phrase wa istimrar li dhalika al-nahj al-'udwani... 'in
continuation of this aggressive approach...". Apart from that, the description of the Iranian
regime as terrorists is also strengthened through their actions that violate international
law (...fi intihak sarikh li al-qawanin al-dawliyah...) and damage international peace and
security (...wa i’tida’ ‘ala al-amn wa al-silm al-dawliyyin). The description as a terrorist
also occurs with the Houthi Militia, as depicted in A.29. In his speeches, King Salman
consistently represents the Houthis as an extension of Iran. This militia group carried out
violent movements in Yemen. They oppose the legitimacy of the legitimate government
(...inqilab..."ala al-sultah al-shar'iyah...) and cause political, economic and humanitarian
crises (...addat ila azmah siyasiyah wa iqtisadiyah wa insaniyah).

Consensus

Consensus is a consolidation strategy that shows that one actor has agreement and
understanding about something. Politically, consensus is built across institutions,
organizations, or countries. Through this strategy, members who are members of the
consensus are committed to their respective values and defense against external and
internal threats. In his speech, King Salman indicated that Saudi Arabia had a consensus
with nine organizations and countries. These organizations and countries are mentioned
several times as shown in Table 5.

Table 5

List of Saudi Arabia's consensus partner organizations and countries
No Organizations and Countries Freq. Percent
1 ‘United (al-umam al-muttahidah) 3:aid) aeY) 4 25.0%

Nations’

2 ‘G-20’ (majmi’ah al-‘ishrin) (el de seaa 3 18.9%
3 ‘Security Council’ (majlis al-amn) oY) (a3 18.9%
4 Cla Y As8Sd sl sasiall aa¥) S 5e 1 6.2%

(markaz al-umam al-muttahidah al-dawli li
mukdfahah al-irhab) ‘United Nations Office of
Counter Terrorism’
5 Jxie) - G ylaiall Sal AxlSal allall S5al 1 6.2%
(al-markaz al’alami li mukafahah al-fikr al-
mutatarrif - I'tidal) ‘Global Center for Combating
Extremist Ideology - Etidal’
6 ‘OPEC Plus’ (Upic Plus) ok <l 1 6.2%
7 g pal gladl 02 ol e 1 6.2%
(majlis al-ta’awun li duwal al-khalij al-‘arabiyah)
‘Cooperation Council for the Arab States of the

Gulf’
8 ‘Middle East’ (al-sharq al-awsat) 2uss¥) G4 1 6.2%
9 ‘America’ (al-amrika) \So<Y) 1 6.2%
Total 16 100%
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The data in Table 5 shows that among Saudi Arabia's partners that were frequently
mentioned in King Salman's speech were the United Nations, G-20, and the UN Security
Council. The context of the mention of the three partners can be seen in data A.36 and
B.10 below.

A4 DB ey Ao fiay oLyl doxdal J gl Buswiall @adl S50 Aol Crned G

2 (Jiel) Gylanell Sl dmdBal (eIl S5all eilidly V9o
haythu da’amat al-mamlakah markaz al-umam al-muttahidah al-
dawli li mukafahah al-irhab, bi mablagh miah wa ‘asharah malayin
dular, wa anshaat al-markaz al-‘alami li mukafahah al-fikr al-
mutatarrif (i’tidal). (Year 2020. Minutes 10:25-10:38)
‘The Kingdom supported the United Nations Office of Counter-
Terrorism Center with an amount of one hundred and ten million
dollars, and established the Global Center for Combating Extremist
Ideology (Etidal)...

Bl el degazal lgiwlly IS (10 o G 09 A gand] &yl dESlaa)l ColB U3
0 2l plall
wa qad gamat al-mamlakah al-‘arabiyah al-su’udiyah bi dawr hayawi
... khilal riasatiha li majmu’ah al-‘ishrin al-‘am al-madi. (Year 2021.
Minutes 1:59-2:13)
‘The Kingdom of Saudi Arabia played a vital role ... through its
presidency of the G20 last year.’

In data A.42, King Salman explains his side with the United Nations Office of
Counter-Terrorism and the Global Center for Combating Extremist Ideology (Etidal). This
narrative is conveyed in the context of conflict resolution in Yemen involving Saudi
Arabia, the Iranian regime, and the Houthi militia. Saudi Arabia's siding with the United
Nations and the Etidal is expressed through support for the decisions of these
institutions. This can be seen in the clause ...da’amat al-mamlakah markaz al-umam al-
muttahidah al-dawli li mukdfahah al-irhab... "The Kingdom supported the United Nations
International Counter-Terrorism Center...". In another part, King Salman also stated that
the UN special envoy to Yemen and Security Council resolution number 2216 were
agreements that they seriously supported as part of the organization. Meanwhile, B.10
explained the form of Saudi Arabia's collaboration with countries that are members of
the G-20. In the context of the narrative in this data, King Salman explained the efforts
made by Saudi Arabia as president of the G-20 to overcome the impact of the spread of
the COVID-19 pandemic. He said that Saudi Arabia plays an important role in the
international world through the key phrase qamat..bi dawr hayawi.. 'playing an
important role'. This not only shows Saudi Arabia's membership in the organization but
also the significance of the role they play.

Comparison

Comparison is a strategy for constructing gaps that emphasizes the differences
between one actor, situation, event, and role with other actors. Through this strategy, two
or more things are sometimes contrasted to form a binary image. Among the uses of
comparison strategies can be seen in data A.16-A.17, B.24-B.25, and A.23 below.
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A16  O1Y ..ol dwle Jelod Juogdly dblugll d9g> Jdb de JI5 Yo Lags cacs
- cile Jawg¥l (3,401 ddlaie
A17 wa ‘amilat dawman wa la tazal ‘ala badhl juhid al-wasatah wa al-
tawassul Ii hulil silmiyah li al-naza’at... illa anna mantiqah al-sharq
al-awsat ‘anat... (Year 2020. Minutes 3:24-3:56)
‘(The Kingdom] continues to undertake efforts to mediate and
achieve peaceful solutions... However, the Middle East region has
suffered...

B.24 Ji b auily .. o2bll pule 3 dShedl lgtedd (2l coodl 3 el By3be O

- gkl skl (85 duplasYl ddgodl Colddes

B.25 inna mubadarah al-salam fi al-yaman allati qaddamatha al-
mamlakah fi maris al-madi... wa lil asaf ma tazalu milithiyat al-
huthiyah al-irhabiyah tarfudu al-hulul al-silmiyah... (Year 2021.
Minutes 7:31-7:53)
‘The peace initiative in Yemen, presented by the Kingdom of Saudi
Arabia in March... Unfortunately, the Houthi military still rejected
a peaceful solution...’

A23 el @l 6l 6y3Tans By S5 c5993) Olial ol domdlnad Al 05l ooy
e g gl dbolid 8oL) (§ 2942l odgd 1)l pladl JMiasiw
wa rahabat bi al-juhid al-dawliyah li mu’alajah barnamij Iran al-
nawawi, walakin marrah ba’d ukhra raa al-’alam ajma’ istighlal al-
nizam al-Irani li hadhihi al-juhid fi ziyadah nashdtah al-tawsi’i...
(Year 2020. Minutes 5:30-5:45)
‘The Kingdom welcomes international efforts to address Iran's
nuclear program, but over time the entire world has seen the
Iranian regime exploit these efforts to increase its expansionist
activities...’

The three data above contain comparisons between Saudi Arabia and several
Middle Eastern countries, the Houthi militia, and the Iranian regime. In all three data,
Saudi Arabia is consistently represented as a country that strives for international peace.
Meanwhile, the other three actors are represented in different situations and roles. The
Middle East region in data A.16-A.17 is represented as countries experiencing security
challenges. Based on the context of the discourse, the countries referred to by King
Salman in this data are Yemen, Iraq, Sudan, Egypt, Lebanon, Afghanistan, Libya, and Syria.
The situation of suffering in these countries is described through the clause illa anna
mantiqah al-sharq al-awsat ‘anat ...... 'however, the Middle East region has suffered...".
This situation is inversely proportional to Saudi Arabia as a country that is stable and able
to move towards seeking peace on an international scale (..wa la tazal ‘ala badhl juhud
al-wasatah wa al-tawassul li hulul silmiyah...).

The same pattern is carried out in representing the Houthi militia in data B.24-B.25
and the Iranian regime in data A.23. In B.24-B.25, the Houthi militia is represented as an
actor who rejects a peaceful solution to the conflictin Yemen. King Salman described their
attitude through the clause wa lil asaf ma tazalu milithiyat al-hiuthiyah al-irhabiyah
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tarfudu al-hulul al-silmiyah... 'Unfortunately, the Houthi military still rejected a peaceful
solution.... This attitude contrasts with Saudi Arabia's efforts to initiate peace in the
previous March. Meanwhile, the Iranian regime in data A.23 is represented as a country
that exploits conflict to increase expansion (istighlal al-nizam al-Trani li hadhihi al-juhud
fi ziyadah nashatah al-tawsi’i...). The Iranian regime's activities also contradict Saudi
Arabia's steps to ask for international assistance to stop Iran's nuclear program. Based
on the three data displayed above, the comparative pattern constructed by King Salman
regarding three actors outside Saudi Arabia can be seen in Table 6 below.

Table 6
Comparison pattern of Saudi Arabia with three other actors
Kingdom of Saudi Arabia : Striving for international
peace
Middle East region : Suffering from  security
challenge
[ranian regime : Increasing expansionist
activities
Houthi militia : Rejecting peaceful solution
Values Expression

Values expression is a strategy that associates certain values with certain actors.
Through these associations, actors are identified with a value that produces a positive or
negative image of themselves. The results of the data analysis show that there are several
values expressed in King Salman's speech. These values contain positive and negative
tendencies identified with the actor. The list of values is displayed in Table 7.

Table 7
List of values expressed in King Salman's speeches

No Values Tendency Freq. Percent.
1 ‘peace’ (al-salam) .24l Positive 13 17.1%
2 ‘security’ (al-amn) (<Y) Positive 11 14.4%
3 ‘terrorism’ (al-irhabiyyah) <xa_¥) Negative 11 14.4%
4 ‘extremism’ (al-tatarruf) <,ki1l Negative 10 13.1%
5 ‘stability’ (al-istiqgrar) J)_£s¥! Positive 8 10.5%
6 ‘prosperity’ (al-izdihar) J»2)Y) Positive 4 5.2%
7 ‘humanity’ (al-insaniyah) 4Ly Positive 3 4.1%
8 ‘sovereignty’ (al-siyadah) 33.sl  Positive 3 4.1%
9 ‘sectarianism’ (al-tdifiyah) %8kl Negative 3 4.1%
10 ‘erowth’ (al-numw) s<3) Positive 2 2.6%
11 (al-istiglal) J>&isY)  Positive 2 2.6%
‘independence’

12 ‘moderation’ (al-I'tidal) J\x=y) Positive 1 1.3%
13 ‘solidarity’ (al-takatuf) <3< Positive 1 1.3%
14 ‘chaos’ (al-fawda) ~=s4 Negative 1 1.3%
15  ‘hegemony’ (al-haymanah) el Negative 1 1.3%
16 ‘tolerance’ (al-tasamuh) ==Ll Positive 1 1.3%
17 ‘unity’ (al-wihdah) 3> Positive 1 1.3%
Total 76 100%
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Based on the data in Table 7, there are four dominant values expressed in King
Salman's speech, namely al-salam 'peace' (17.1%), al-amn 'security' (14.4%), al-
irhabiyah 'terrorism' (14.4%), and al-tatarruf 'extremism' (13.1%). The values of al-
salam 'peace' and al-amn 'security' have a positive tendency, while the values of al-
irhabiyah "terrorism' and al-tatarruf 'extremism' have a negative tendency. In his speech,
King Salman associated these values with several actors he consistently represents: the
Kingdom of Saudi Arabia; the Middle East region; the Iranian regime; the Houthi militia;
and Hezbollah. It regulates the position of actors in existing positive and negative values
so that they can be associated and identified with these values. Following this strategic
orientation, the position of the actors in dominant values can be seen in Table 8 below.

Table 8
Position of actors in dominant values
Actors Position in Dominant Values
Peace and Security Terrorism and
Extremism
Kingdom of Saudi Arabia Initiator Anti
Middle East region Claimants Violence
Iranian regime Destroyer Supporter
Houthi militia Destroyer Actors
Hezbollah Destroyer Actors

The analysis results in Table 8 show the framing of important actors by determining
their position in the expression of dominant values. In the value of "peace and security",
narratives about the Kingdom of Saudi Arabia represent them as initiators who are
persistentin fighting for peace and security. Meanwhile, the Middle East region which has
experienced humanitarian conflict in recent years is described as a claimant of peace and
security amidst the conflict they are facing. Three other actors are on the opposite side as
destroyers of peace and security. This framing is in line with the next value expression,
"terrorism and extremism". The Kingdom of Saudi Arabia, through various narratives, is
framed as an anti-terrorism and anti-extremism country. They condemned the acts of
violence that occurred in all countries. Meanwhile, the Middle East region is depicted as
a victim of terrorism and extremism carried out by the state and national and
transnational militia groups. The Iranian regime is considered responsible for several
acts of terrorism and extremists in the Middle East because they are supporters of these
acts. Meanwhile, the Houthi and Hezbollah militia groups are described as terrorist and
extremist groups.

Victimization-Criminalization

Victimization-criminalization is the main strategy in representing individuals in
positive and negative groups. Victimization as a strategy that positions actors as victims
elaborates on the unfair treatment received by certain actors. Meanwhile, criminalization
as a strategy that positions actors as criminals elaborates on criminal acts carried out by
certain actors. In King Salman's speech, victimization was seen in the representation of
several Middle Eastern countries as victims of humanitarian conflict. Meanwhile,
criminalization can be seen in the representation of the Iranian regime, the Houthi militia,
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and Hezbollah as extremists and terrorists who undermine the stability of peace and
security in other countries. The list of actors depicted as victims and victims can be seen
in Table 9.

Table 9

List of actors represented as victims and criminals
No Actors Status Freq. Percent.
1 ‘Yemen’ (al-yaman) o< Victim 13.4%

4

2 ‘Iraq’ (al-irdq) 3,2 Victim 2 6.7%
3 ‘Sudan’ (al-sudan) ohs-d) Victim 2 6.7%
4 ‘Egypt’ (misr) »<=< Victim 2 6.7%
5 ‘Lebanon’ (lubnan) o Victim 1 3.3%
6 ‘Afghanistan’ (afghdnistan) oislsdl Victim 1 3.3%
7 ‘Libia’ (libiya) b Victim 1 3.3%
8 ‘Syria’ (suriyd) Wos« Victim 1

9 ‘Iranian (al-nizam al-irani) & x¥ 2l Criminal 8

regime’
10  (al-milithiyah al-hithiyah) &) @Uiball - Criminal 6 20.0%
‘Houthi militia’

11 ‘Hezbollah’ (hizbullah) &' <> Criminal 2 6.7%
Total 30 100%

3.3%
26.6%

Based on the data in Table 9, the criminalization strategy is more widely used than
victimization. Criminalization was found in 16 data (53.4%), while victimization was
found in 14 data (46.6%). King Salman consistently puts the Iranian regime, the Houthi
militia, and Hezbollah in a negative position through criminalization. In direct proportion
to this representation, eight Middle Eastern countries are in a neutral position regarding
victimization. Among the forms of use of victimization-criminalization strategies can be
seen in data B.27 and A.28 below.

B.27 cdsludYl suclusd) doelall dizlog o sud! anitdl Bllas Adgoll Olidales pusiudg
1719 dagluel) Blol ¢ 3L ABUII cllg e AUl bl
wa tastakhdimu milithiyat al-huthiyah ma’anah al-sha’b al-yamani,
wa hajatuhu al-mulihah li al-musa’adah al-insaniyah, wa al-makhatir
al-natijah ‘an tahdluk al-nagqilah safir, awraqan li al-musawamah wa
al-ibtizar. (Year 2021. Minutes 8:17-8:38)
‘The Houthi militias use the suffering of the Yemeni people, their
urgent need for humanitarian assistance, and the risks resulting
from the deterioration of the safer tanker as bargaining chips and
blackmail.’

A26  BLDE bsae jalx @ AWl gyl giall dSkood) Clagiud 3 4Bl9al e podun LS
2216 oY1 sl 1) File gl 3 s 09 Bl deanl (e STy oyl
22315

kama yastamirru ‘ibr adawatihi fi istihdaf al-mamlakah bi al-
sawarikh al-balistiyah allati tajawaza ‘adaduha thalathamiah sartikh

wa akthar min arba’imiah tairah bi duni tayyar fi intihak sarikh li
qiraray majlis al-amn 2216 wa 2231. (Year 2020. Minutes 6:29-6:50)
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‘It also continues, through its tools, to target the Kingdom with
ballistic missiles, the number of which has exceeded three hundred
missiles and more than four hundred drones, in flagrant violation of
Security Council Resolutions 2216 and 2231

Data B.27 describes the position of the Yemeni people as victims of criminal acts
carried out by the Houthi militia. King Salman mentioned the situation of the Yemeni
people through the clauses ...hajatuhu al-mulihah li al-musa’adah al-insaniyah... "...their
urgent need for humanitarian assistance..." and ...al-makhatir al-natijah ‘an tahaluk al-
nagqilah sdfir... "...the risks resulting from the deterioration of the safer tanker...". On the
other hand, the Houthi militia who closed the route of providing aid made the
community's situation a bargaining tool and blackmail (...awrdqan Ii al-musawamah wa
al-ibtizar). Meanwhile, data A.26 shows King Salman's efforts to represent the Iranian
regime as a criminal. The regime carried out several crimes that damaged peace and
security, including ...istthdaf al-mamlakah bi al-sawarikh al-balistiyah... '...targeting the
Kingdom with ballistic missiles..." and ...intihak sarikh li qiraray majlis al-amn 2216 wa

2231."...in flagrant violation of Security Council Resolutions 2216 and 2231".

National Self-Glorification

National self-glorification is a strategy for elaborating an actor's positive sides in a
more specific form. Through this strategy, discourse producers glorify the actor's
strengths in terms of history, principles, culture, traditions, character, values, and so on.
Through his speech, King Salman glorified several sides of the Kingdom of Saudi Arabia.
The form of glorification is shown in Table 10.

Table 10
List of aspects of national self-glorification
No Glorification Aspects Freq. Percent.
1  Economy 5 13.4%
2 Religion 4 6.7%
3  Politics 2 6.7%
4  Culture 2 6.7%
5  Social 2 3.3%
Total 15 100%

The data in Table 10 shows that two dominant aspects of national pride are glorified
in King Salman's speech: economy and religion. The form of glorification of this aspect
can be seen in data A.14 and A.6 below.

Ald e Y9 Hlde (wledy diw o AST dusladl BMI 5 gaall IS aSIandl Candd Cu>
Agd Ogilady i e wolaiuw! (ddlud) Wlue i
haythu qaddamat al-mamlakah khilal al-‘uqud al-thalathah al-
madiyah akthar min sittah wa thamanin milyar dular min al-
musd’adat al-insaniyah, istafadat minha ihda wa thamantin dawlah.
(Year 2020. Minutes 2:58-3:10)
‘Over the past three decades, the Kingdom has provided more than
eighty-six billion dollars in humanitarian aid, benefiting eighty-one
countries.’
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A7 dgzlse § Wpendy el oo pn 58l (Jluaely pMadly ioladll ] lgd g5
Ladle dlgs )1 ¢dSitinedl 8Lt dsluddl bdsdll
nad’i fiha ilda al-ta’ayush wa al-salam wa al-i’tidal, wa al-takatuf bayn
duwal al-‘alam wa shu’ubiha fi muwajahah al-tahaddiyat al-
insaniyah al-istithndiyah al-mushtarakah, allati tuwajihu ‘alamana
(Year 2020. Minutes 1:06-1:23)
‘In our country, we call for coexistence, peace, moderation, and
solidarity among the countries and peoples of the world in
confronting the exceptional common humanitarian challenges
facing our world.’

Data A.14 glorifies the Kingdom of Saudi Arabia as a philanthropic country that has
consistently provided humanitarian assistance for more than thirty years. King Salman
elaborated on three aspects of this data, namely the consistency of Saudi Arabia as a
philanthropic country, the amount of assistance provided, and the number of countries
that benefited. Saudi Arabia's consistency is described through the phrase ...khilal al-
‘uqud al-thalathah al-madiyah... '...over the past three decades.... The amount of
assistance provided can be seen in the phrase ...akthar min sittah wa thamanin milyar
dular... '...more than six billion dollars...". Meanwhile, the number of countries that have
benefited is expressed in the phrase ...istafadat minha ihda wa thamanin dawlah
"...benefiting eighty-one countries’. Meanwhile, data A.7 glorifies Islamic, Arab, and
humanitarian values as the basis for state administration. In the narrative he conveys,
these values become the spirit of Saudi Arabia as a country. The humanity values are
reflected through the phrase nad’i fiha ila al-ta’ayush wa al-salam wa al-i’tidal, wa al-
takatuf bayn duwal al-‘alam wa shu’tibiha... ‘In our country, we call for coexistence, peace,
moderation, and solidarity among the countries and peoples of the world...".

From a specific basic discursive strategies perspective, King Salman tends to use the
strategy of exposing the positive dimensions of the Saudi Arabian government rather
than constructing the positive dimensions of other actors. Despite this, he continues to
demonize several actors through the politicization of third-country suffering. King
Salman's consistency in giving a negative image to the Iranian regime, the Houthis, and
Hezbollah is shown through the narrative of the three actors' bad treatment of Middle
Eastern countries. Middle Eastern countries that have suffered from acts of terrorism
have been used as media to construct a bad image of the Iranian regime, the Houthis, and
Hezbollah. In the context of these findings, the strategy of emphasizing positive things
about "us" was carried out to construct Saudi Arabia. The strategy of emphasize negative
things about "them" for the Iranian regime, Houthi, and Hezbollah. Strategy to de-
emphasize positive things about "them" for Middle Eastern countries experiencing a
crisis. The number and percentage of use of each of these strategies is shown in Table 11
below.

Table 11

Basic discursive strategies in King Salman'’s speeches
No Strategies Freq. Percent.
1  Emphasize Positive Things about ‘Us’ 129 58.6%
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2  Emphasize Negative Things about 60 27.3%
‘Them’

3  De-Emphasize Negative Things about 0 0.0%
‘Us’

4  De-Emphasize Positive Things about 31 14.1%
‘Them’

Total 220 100%

Through the various discursive strategies used, it can be concluded that the general
ideology contained in King Salman's speech is "nationalism" and "anti-imperialism".
Nationalism is reflected in narratives that favor Saudi Arabia over other countries. King
Salman emphasized Saudi Arabia's status as the third country that provided the most
humanitarian assistance during the COVID-19 pandemic. He also boasted of the Saudi
2030 vision which emphasizes the green economy dimension which constructs an image
as an innovative country and sensitive to environmental issues. The speech also included
exposure to the superiority of Saudi Arabia's religious, cultural, and political dimensions.
Meanwhile, anti-imperialism can be seen in Saudi Arabia's consistency in condemning
and opposing acts of terrorism in several Middle Eastern countries. King Salman
emphasized his position on respecting human rights, social justice, and international
peace and security. Saudi Arabia opposes narratives of imperialism that have a real
negative impact on human interests and welfare.

The ideology of "nationalism" is reflected in King Salman's rhetoric which glorifies
the various achievements of the Saudi Arabian government. Several positive
characteristics such as tolerance, peace, equality, and innovation are keywords that
represent Saudi Arabia as a developed country. In emphasizing the aspect of nationalism,
the image of tolerance, peace, and equality in King Salman's speech strengthens the
findings of the Al-Khawaldeh et al. (2024) and Khawaldeh & Hatab (2018) which
examined the speech of the Jordanian leader, King Abdullah II. This finding is also in line
with the results of Ebniya (2020) study which explains that the positive characteristics
of Islam are caused by the strong influence of Islam as a state ideology. Meanwhile, one
new finding that explains King Salman's ideology of "nationalism" is the effort to shape
Saudi Arabia's image as an innovative country. He described Saudi Arabia's 2030 vision
which carries the idea of a green economy as a new and original initiative that has not
been carried out by other countries.

The ideology of "anti-imperialism" is reflected through discursive strategies that
use diplomatic, emotional, and predicative language. King Salman has several times
emphasized war against the Iranian regime and the Houthis as a form of anti-imperialism.
In line with research by Abdelaal et al. (2015), Khaled (2020), Khalil (2021), and Lafta
(2020), King Salman's rhetoric is no different from Obama, Netanyahu, and Trump who
also used discursive strategies to justify their violent actions in various countries. The
diplomatic, emotional, and predicative language used by King Salman strengthens the
findings of Jones (2020), Jones & Clark (2019), and Khaled (2020) regarding the language
style of world leaders at the UN GA. In emphasizing his “anti-imperialist” ideology, King
Salman made the Iranian regime and the Houthis their common enemies. The
involvement of other parties in this discourse strengthens the research findings of Khalil
(2021) and Lafta (2020) regarding Obama and Trump's rhetoric which often involves
other parties in the discourse, such as Iran, China, and Iraq to divert attention toward
America.
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The ideologies of “nationalism” and “anti-imperialism” in King Salman's speech are
represented as belonging to the state, not individuals. This means that King Salman does
not claim attitudes and achievements in his claim but in the name of the Saudi Arabian
government. This rhetorical strategy is different from the findings of the studies by Khan
et al. (2019, 2020, 2021) and Susilowati & Ulkhasanah (2021) who analyzed Donald
Trump's speech. Trump often emphasizes the positive dimensions of himself as a person
and constructs power relations between himself and society. This tendency for personal
claims was also found in studies of the speeches of Imran Khan (Saad & Jubran, 2020;
Yahya, 2020) and Joe Biden (Kadwa & Alshenqgeeti, 2020) who on several occasions made
their personalities representations of ideology. On the opposite side, King Salman's
rhetorical strategy which tends to represent the country is similar to Barack Obama's
rhetoric which tends to build national solidarity in his various speeches (Abdelaal et al.,
2015; Alemi et al., 2018; Altikriti, 2016; Kazemian & Hashemi, 2014; Williamson, 2015).

Through various rhetorical strategies, King Salman tries to emphasize Saudi
Arabia's ideology and power compared to other countries. King Salman carries out
discursive practices as a form of political effort that can produce power, as is also done
by other leaders revealed in previous studies (Bushell et al., 2017; Matar, 2019; Rahmaida
& Cahyono, 2022; Winter, 2020). In the context of the situation of speeches at the UN GA,
the study findings also strengthen several previous studies which explain that the UN GA
is a momentum for state leaders to expose their power and ideology (Anisimova, 2017;
Khaled, 2020; Lafta, 2020). In these political forums, the substance of state leaders'
speeches tends to be biased and subjective because they often do not represent actual
reality (Mitrani, 2017; Pressman, 2020). However, despite this, the same rhetorical
strategy will have the potential to be repeated by state leaders in the future.

Conclusion

This research concludes that the basic discursive strategies and discursive rhetoric
used by King Salman represent Saudi Arabia's ideology of "nationalism" and "anti-
imperialism". In the momentum of the UN general assembly which was attended by world
leaders, King Salman emphasized the ideology and power of his government to increase
Saudi Arabia's political bargaining power in global geopolitical dynamics. Thus, the
speech he delivered became an instrument for carrying out the strategy and achieving
these goals. Although researchers have drawn research conclusions, it cannot be denied
that this research has several limitations. The relatively small amount of data narrows
the scope of the research conclusions. This means that future researchers have a great
opportunity to discover other phenomena through various study perspectives that can
enrich or refute the findings of this research. Among several opportunities for this study
are political discourse analysis which emphasizes the political context of speech and
political metaphor analysis which more specifically discusses metaphorical meaning in
the political speech.
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