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Abstract

One tactful strategy in political rhetoric is hedging which is
associated with vagueness and innuendos. Despite the studies
that address hedging in academic discourse and conversation
analysis, studies that investigate hedges in relation to political
power, face, and politeness are tremendoudly few. To thisaim,
four political interviews were selected from CNN and BBC
websites on the basis of the diversity of topics and the
popularity of the interviewees and analyzed following a
combination of the existing taxonomies of hedges. The results
of this analysis revealed an inverse relationship between the
frequency of downtoners and the degree of political power.
The use of hedgesin palitical interviews also contributesto the
implementation of positive as well as negative politeness
strategies.
Keywords: hedging, political rhetoric, face, politeness

1. Introduction
Politicians can achieve their own political ams, that is, constraining the
mass action-environment through physical coercion. However, there is
another means, which is more tactful, hence strategic to this end: using
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political rhetoric to persuade people to act in the way they (politicians)
want. Since "power can only be exercised in socia relations" (Garcia
Pastor, 2008, p. 105) and language has an indispensable role in
maintaining these relations, politicians manipulate language to shape
SHRSEIMOK RAK W17 K HITDR XD H FRQWNM MUJHD [RIFHEK HP \WP (DRG]
fuzziness. It is "designed to make lies sound truthful and murder
respectable and to give an appearance of solidity to pure wind" (Orwel,
1946, p. 157).

7KHRI | H5HDM HRISRONDIDRX JHADQ EHDMIEYHSMR hedges
since they are said to be associated with conveying purposive vagueness
(e.g. Dubois, 1987; Lewin, 2004; Powell, 1985; Salager-Meyer, 2000).
Downtoners help the addresser to increase the degree of detachment to
\WHY X [(RIIMSWRSRWARQIF\ @G - O7KMZ D [(KHIRHEGNK H]
speaker to express fuzziness the exigencies of which, according to
Markkanan and Schroéder (1997), can be politeness, protection, or
SRDNAT RIK B HIMYREHK DY HGE@PDNDD MG HEHK Y RUZ K B
protects the face is described as tactful or diplomatic (Bloor & Bloor,
00 O7KXOWHRQFBW political rhetoric, hedging, and face are
interrel ated.

Political interviews are part of political discourse. A political
interview is a face to face interpersonal role situation in which the
LQMY HZ HID/N VD SROADQMM WNRQMGNLI QKB MRIREMQ DY HY17 K H
UHFHYHIRI W HER QWA BRYD QY HIMDUHRWQOVK HQWY HZ HYZ) K RO
present at the scene but the general public who are being represented by
\KHUGDGRV TV BN 1 [ 19K DD FROM K SROWNADDT 9 QWY HZ V(D]
kind of dyadic conversation in an ingtitutionalized context, where the
LQMY HZ HIM FRQWORY DK HVHPRMRQDRGIQMDARQRIDRIAI\M QU]
\BN QIIBRGUR RQMP RBIW M DRI HIQWY HZ. HHM 7 K M GHOMRQ]
DAMLIQVBRONDIDT 9 QWY HZ LI UHDMINSRQUHMWOK Q) RWHIVMBY MHS ]
politica genres. 7 KHIFRQMPWRICLQWY HZ 1IJHAM RSHDME W BXIK (WH]
generative process of interaction between interviewers and interviewees
(@ POQIEFHMIHTT  [O7 KMIQWIRNRQBUR FAM DN NKDSH/KH ]
LOWY HZ HIATDV Z HDOD WK HIQWY HZ HHATSEROLH 1P DIHI$ V.IHQBW DU
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evolutionary, recently (from the 1950s on) the encounters have grown
much more hostile especially in American presidential press conferences
DRGAIYK QHE VIQWY HZ V17 KMTM WNRQQRISURFHAM DK RIK EDIP H3
to be unbiased, may categorize interviewees in a way which makes it
easier for interviewers to exercise some ideological bias (ibid).

In studying political interviews, Chilton (2004) introduces the
linguistic structures on which political discourse relies. His analysis
illustrated how nominalization, agentless passives, and pronouns with
ambiguous antecedents are useful for implying politically motivated
propositions without stating them explicitly. Bull (2008) reflected on
YDy KDV YOAN[RKRYQ DGO ROWTH  DWHRULRICHTXY RBARQL
followed by a reflection on the studies he conducted to present the
reconceptualization of his theory in terms of face to face management in
political interviews. He argued that equivocation is, to a great extent, the
URR VIR ISR ONA DQ W DA S\'WRNDY HIDFHDQGK DK HFIRGHSWRITDRHR
face management can prove applicable to the analysis of equivoca as
well as non-equivocal political discourse. Fetzer (2008) examined
expressions of commitment, focusing on such cognitive verbs as think
and believe, taking into consideration their perlocutionary effects with
respect to the expressions of epistemic, emotive, and social commitment.
7 KHINRWRITK KITR QUBILY HDQGTR QAR HAE \ (X1 FXAMS AKDMK NH ]
verbs may boost or attenuate epistemic commitment.

7 K HIERH W L HAK DHRQHARPP RQSROQVE WKWK HIRXY UHWWAR \ (11
Focusing on linguistic strategies adopted by politicians in political
interviews to evade explicitly stating their ideas and to camouflage their
LG-QWMIQIGMRMVH 7 K HEWHWNE \ CTEWQIVIQRY B [K Kb1QI[DJ/]
another linguistic strategy which is frequently and strategically exploited
by politicians to cover up their ideas.

Hedging has been investigated in conversation analysis where
informal expressions such as | think, sort of, maybe, and possibly are
frequently used to create vitality, facilitate discussion, indicate politeness,
and lubricate phatic communication (e.g. Coates, 1987; Holmes, 1982,
1984). It is adso considered as a means of achieving the distance between
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a speaker and what is said (e.g. Prince, Frader, & Bosk, 1982; Skelton,
1988).

Hedges are considered as positive or negative politeness strategies
that serve the function of reducing threat to the addressees' negative face
by mitigating the claims and giving the addressees the freedom of
judgment or showing "solidarity with the (discourse) community by
exhibiting responses that assume shared knowledge and desires’ (Myers,
1989, p. 8). Hedges can be used as shields to protect the addresser, who
anticipates possible negative consequences of being proved wrong, from
criticism. In so doing, the cautious addresser reduces the commitment to
the proposition.

Hedges not only fulfill the function of avoiding face-threatening-acts
(Banks, 1994, as cited in Salager-Meyer, 1994), but they may aso be the
result of a speech style, or as Crompton (1997) assumes, "a product of
socia forces' (p. 275), or devices that give life to language (Skelton,
00 07 KHUATM QM HRIK K HVK D EHH UHSR WG DV TIRR W JTONMRRDD]
atractiveness (Parton, Sitanen, Hosman & Langenderfer, 2002) and
SR HDAMYXG NRZ DGNAK HFROQMDRINK HP BAVDIHTE UMP RBITT 9 DG
. RSSAI0O 0O 7KHKHRBL | RGRZLQICW HIVRADDIQRRVIQHHABAM/ ]
employing a definite degree of hedges.

7KHIERY R L BOW R3K [MHY BIQJIIOM HUIRZ Q2 D VGRQRWRIIHI]
clues as to the fuzzy or bold and ostentatious nature of the language used
by politicians in interview settings. On the other hand, the issue of
hedging is a subject which has been challenged by researchers in various
contexts including conversation analysis and phatic communication (e.g.
Coates, 1987; Holmes, 1982, 1984; Prince,Frader & Bosk,1982; Skelton,
1988), scientific or academic discourse (e.g. Butler, 1990; Clyne, 1991;
Crompton, 1997; Hyland, 1994, 1998, 2000; Jdlilifar, 2007a & b;
Markkanen & Schréder, 1989; Meyer, 1997; Myers, 1989; Salager-
0 HHIIO O DODDwWO DGEMIQNW WIIRRII YRR
1993; Donochue, 2006; McLaren-Hankin, 2008; Pindi & Bloor, 1987). A
very rare example of studies that trace hedges in powerful and powerless
speech styles is Parton, et a.'s (2002) study in job interviews, which
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found that more frequent use of hedges and hesitation markers,
characteristic of powerless speech style, resulted in negative attribution
of employability and competence. In contrast, the powerful speech style,
with less hedges and hesitations, attracted higher evaluations of
competence but not of social attractiveness.

However, as Fraser (2010, p. 201) claims, very few, if any, studies
seem to be dedicated exclusively to the study of hedges in political
interviews, nor has the previous research linked the concept of hedging to
the degree of political power and face exclusively.  With the dearth of
research in this area, the present study takes a critical approach to
investigating hedging in political discourse, specifically in interviews
aming to gain a better understanding of hedges, one of the many
strategies politicians draw upon to influence the masses, from a
functional perspective since this, in turn, can provide insights into the
LQMIANR@DDQGLUK MRAUFDDDNY HRICERONDDDRX JH 7 KHW \ (MP \[]
to reflect on the following questions:

1. Does any relationship exist between the degree of political power
and the degree of toning down?

2. Do the paliticians use hedges for the purpose of politeness and
face?

2. Methodology

2.1 Materials

We aimed to demonstrate the functions that hedges have in political
context. 7 KHGERAHM H5TRIW M NS \ TFRQWN RIDABQVUISW RICRXU]
lengthy interviews downloaded on November 5, 2008 from BBC and
CNN websites (George W Bush:news.bbc.uk/2/hi/americas/ 7245670.stm;
Jmmy Carter:www.bbc.co.uk/hardtalk; Sarah Palin:articles.cnn.com/2008-
10-21/politicy/; David&RWNZ Z Z EEFFRX (K DAL [17 K HADQAUISWRIC
the full interviews were analyzed in terms of hedges since we needed as
much materia as possible in order to arrive at some sound conclusions
UH DGR W NH T SRONA DR IK KEILQ T SDAMOQVILQ DWW IV FRQMWAZ 7 K HJ
interviewees were prominent political figures, namely George W. Bush


www.SID.ir

48 The Journal of Teaching Language Skills/ 3(3), Fall 2011, Ser. 64/4 H

(the U.S. President), Jimmy Carter (the U.S. former President), David
S&RWNWWID MRUP HP EHIRICEHP EDEZ MM P DQIRSSRM) I ISDNWC W H]
0 RYRHQMRU HP RRDMA &K QIHIDBDRGEDLIK BN ROQYW Y BH]
SBMGIOWI 7 KNZ HHIQWY P HGIQYHEBDY (D 0 ' HHHPEHRIT O
2 AREMIT] DRG2 AREMIT]  OUASHALY 1 IV KHIHDWRQY HFK RM
almost synchronic politicians was the concern we had over fluctuations
in the use of such attitudinal devices as hedges over time, as genres are
prone to change. With this in mind, even politicians belonging to, for
H P SeD¥ RRIP RUIGHDGNII RN HZ K BRKHIREF DQGKGGQRWHHP [
to be suitable substitutes for Sarah Palin, for instance, who belongs to
DP RWK WIOP HERQM MK HFRWK RIEQWWY BZ HAT

7 K HIVHPRMRQIRIC W HI LQWY HZ V1 Z D1 DORCIP RWY MG R (W HI
LQMY HZ HHATSRONADOIRK By P HOWID/Z HAIDAK HELY RNAMRINK HRSEV]
\KDIAFRY G EHUDNVAHG [QM HUITOQWY HZ M7 K M [FRP SUMHGNR K MK HP H/IDV ]
the possibility of Zimbabwe's Opposition's having what it takes to
mobilize the masses; George W. Bush's foreign policies in Africa, Iraq,
and Afghanistan, the possibility of the Nobel committee's playing
policies with the prize ‘and Jmmy Carter's encouraging it, and Sarah
30V HS@RD/MS HeROLHQY BHSWMGHDW? K HGLY RUAMIRICW HI
topics lent themselves to different types of hedges, and this is exactly
what reveals the nature of hedges, that is highly-context-sensitive. What
seems to be of paramount importance is the general context (political)
\KDUHGLENE HHQD W HILQWY B HHV 7 KMIVIH CR® 0Z KBV6LP RQD
9DRGREIHRO: KMWIDRGE$IMHIOMM  [DARQMKHEID K I IHHW
RUMIRQMR EDHK HIZ RIN RQZ K KM M YOG TTY K NHSWRIWP VK DHID ]
number of features, including that the protagonists are politicians, that
the topics are political issues, and hence that these are interactions which
all fall under the heading of political discourse” (p. 37).

All the titles, Website addresses, dates, and the interviewers' turns
were deleted so that the computer word count would show the exact
number of the words uttered by each interviewee (2421 words for George
W. Bush, 2607 words for Sarah Palin, 2678 words for Jimmy Carter, and
2385 words for David Coltart). In so doing, it became possible to make


www.SID.ir

| 3RZ HIDQG3RIMPVR ) DQIXDIHB \HIS BXUYH [R F HEJLQI HAFHVII3 RDAFDI [ 49

interpersona comparisons among the interviewees in regard to their use
RIK KRLQJI G BV 7 KHOMBQWAUSW 7 HH K HDFDUH 0 O CUHGMQGMH |
occurrences of hedges in each transcript were underlined and then
FOMI LHG AR GRINRIK HH MMIW RQRP (R (K R I7 KHRR BHIR [
hedges in each category and in each transcript was counted and the
percentage of hedged words was calculated. Since the study was based
on the transcripts of the interviews, we attempted to compensate for the
missing contextual clues by relying on the contextual as well as the
textual organization of the written discourse.

2.2 Analytical procedure
Some studies in political discourse start with a formal linguistic device
and explore its discursive functions (e.g. Fetzer, 2008; Fraser, 2010;
6FAKHKDN U0 6P RQIDQGHEHJIHN KMWIIS WP HIT] [IZ KB
others use a function to form approach, departing from discursive goals,
strategies and tactics, and exploring their realizations in context (e.g.
VHANHIIO O RWHIOO - O7 K HBUWAHWAR \ (I VREHNVARE \MGZ WK ]
the first group. It aims to explore the functions a linguistic device, a
hedge in our case, has in the face-to-face context of televised interviews.
Hyland (1996) asserts that hedges are polypragmatic; that is, they
convey multiple meanings simultaneoudly. In the same vein, Holmes
(1988) has identified over 350 markers of mitigation in conversation.
7 KMIMERGHGKEZ KHQIZ HUHDT HK DK HH NI RQRPHVGHY HRSHB
B [GU HHQWAK R DSSHINREH DU URPOQRX LY HI7 KXODP DU
hurdle for us was to interpret hedges in the context in which they are
employed and then fit each hedging item into a neat scheme of discrete
MR 7 KMIWHTIXKUWHGIDIERWPIRL DRODMVIRIOW HILQWY HZ \[J
7 KH RHIZ HGIGD'SUWHIP LQMY MROMVRIIM SRWRQRIMRX G VAL ]
terms of hedging devices, drawing upon the works of different scholars
in this field, to come up with our own classification of hedges which isa
combination of the existing taxonomies of hedges. 7RWAMILP RQHR VK H]
LOWY Bz HHM] @QIXDJH Z D] DRI HE 1 IRW P MYDMRJ ] H SHWMRQW
separately by the two of us (a Ph.D. holder in applied linguistics and an
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M.A. student) and alpha reliability of analysis computed was 0.9. A
&RKRY D5 WDOR[HY BBG IQWADMITHITEIOMRIP RBOW DT [
Having negotiated the minor differences on the categorization of hedges,
we continued analysis of the other interviews and the whole process was
UHBHDIMG [Z LW WP HIQWY [DRIMERWRGP ROV Y K MJIR WQWASRX]
FRGHIUHIZEIOAM RICDEDOMM] 7 K HBDOVA LQIRNIWE \ [IZ HH P RBL
T>XODBRY HMW TR QWL H1 7 K BV Z K\ [Z HGGIQRVGHIRE [ 1QH]
statistical computations. Instead, we tended to show the differences by
using as many examples from the interviews as possible, and in each
example we tried to pinpoint the function the hedging device played in
the context of use.

3. Results
7 KH} RQRP\ [RIK KIHVIDG R SW LM MR \ [DOGMKHSHAHQ HR (K H]
occurrence of hedged words in relation to all the words in each of the
BQVAUSWRGHIW HUE \ [MUHIK RO 7 CEGTT7 CEGITGH RQWDM/]
the percentages of different categories of hedges in relation to all the
K KBIHGZ RGVIQH AR VAUIS\W7 K -IRBDDR  EHIRIK MEIHGZ RGVIDRG]
the word count are also given.

7 CEGIIITFrequency and percentage of hedged words in the four interviews

7\SH] | *HRJHI] 0@ | SaraPalin Jimmy Carter | David Coltart

Bush

F (%) F (%) F (%) F (%)

MCH 2(0.08) 4(0.15) 4(0.15) 4(0.16)
CH 4(0.16) 49(1.88) 170(6.34) 116(4.86)
Ml 32(1.32) 30(1.15) 50(1.86) 23(0.96)
CCon 10(0.41) 18(0.69) 30(1.12) 25(1.04)
CCl 47(1.94) 115(4.41) 119(4.44) 167(6.99)
P 1(0.04) 3(0.11) 0 0
390 (IO (T (I (I
9-0 NN (I NN (T
7-0 (T (110 (I (O
M 1(0.04) 4(0.15) 6(0.22) 11(0.46)
FS 11(0.45) 22(0.83) 59(2.20) 38(1.58)
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7\SH1 | *HRJHI 0@ | SaraPalin Jimmy Carter | David Coltart
Bush

SIP 49(2.02) 30(1.15) 53(1.98) 57(2.39)
FPPP 56(2.31) 60(2.31) 11(0.41) 45(1.88)
7RED! | 268(11.04) 392(15.00) 573(21.37) 534(22.32)
hedged
words

7REOD | 2421 2607 2678 2385
words

MCH. Markers of conventiona hedge

CH. Compound hedges

MI. Markers of imprecision/ approximators (of degree, quantity,

[UHTM QA

CCon. Concessive conjuncts

CCl. Conditional clauses

P. Particles

39 B DALY HRIEH

9-M@ M&J P HQW

7-1 BKNRJ P HOW

M. Modifiers

FS. Framing statements

SIP. Sentence introductory phrases

FPPP. First person plura pronoun

7 KHI RGRZIQI MEGLIGH RQWDM/ WK HISRONA DO 1JJHQMDOWGHR [
towards using specific hedging strategies rather than others. It indicates
that conditional clauses are used the most (25.35%) in the whole
interviews. Next comes compound hedges (19.18%) followed by
"passive voice" (10.86), "sentence introductory phrases' (10.7%), "first
person plura pronoun” (9.73), "markers of imprecision” (7.64), "framing
statement” (7.36), "concessive conjuncts’ (4.7), "truth judgment" (1.92),
"modifiers’ (1.22), "markers of conventional hedges' (0.8), "vaue
judgment” (0.28) and finally "particles’ (0.22) down the hierarchy.
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7 DEGAIITFrequency and percentage of hedging categoriesin all hedged words

George W. . Jimm David
(AR Bt?sh SaraPdlin Carte)r/ Coltart
F (%) F (%) F (%) F (%)
MCH 2(0.75) 4(1.02) 4(0.70) 4(0.75)
CH 4(1.50) 49(12.50) 170(29.67) 116(21.72)
Ml 32(11.94) 30(7.65) 50(8.72) 23(4.31)
CCon 10(3.73) 18(4.60) 30(5.24) 25(4.68)
CCl 47(17.54) 115(29.34) 119(20.77) 167(31.27)
P 1(0.37) 3(0.76) 0 0
390 (T | OO0 | OO (T
9-0 | (T J (I
7-0 (I I0 (I LI (LI
M 1(0.37) 4(1.02) 6(1.05) 11(2.06)
FS 11(4.10) 22(5.61) 59(10.30) 38(7.12)
SIP 49(18.30) 30(7.65) 53(9.25) 57(10.67)
FPPP 56(20.90) 60(15.31) 11(1.92) 45(8.43)
7RED] 268(100) 392(100) 573(100) 534(100)
hedged
words

7 K HSRQNA DQWDUH WD) H3 TQ M HIER Y WE GV THRIG Q) WAKHGH UHH ]
of hedged expressions they used, with George W. Bush exploiting the
least number of hedges, on the left side of the tables, and David Coltart
\KHP RWRQK HIW K RINK HVEGV 7 KB DY G& RWWWX HRIK KA/
Z D/ P RBIWDQIGAROH MW HIQR EHIM HGMR [ HRUHT 98 K7 KH
language used by Jimmy Carter and David Coltart, however, was close to
one another in terms of mitigating devices. George W. Bush's most
| DY RMKHIILQIGHIHAMZ HIH) 333DQGH371 K BIMAKIHVHHP WARREHYIHY [
skillful at the rhetorical use of pronouns and introductory phrases, as
shown below:
(1) Interviewer: | mention the genocide thing also because your
predecessor, President Clinton, says that the one thing-one of the key
K QMWK BN HEVK P [R] DMK ViV MK HEIGQWGRADRXK RY HDM
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Rwanda to stop the killing there. Is it possible that Darfur might
become your Rwanda?

G. W. B.:  don't think so. | certainly hope not. | mean, Rwanda was, you

know, | think 900,000 people in a very quick period of time of just

wholesale slaughter. And I, you know, | appreciate President Clinton's

compassion and concern. And, you know, I'm comfortable with-making a

decision that | think is the best decision. And comfortable with the notion

that once that decision is made we're keeping the world's focus as best as
we can on that amongst other issues.

In regard to using FPPP, Sarah Palin isin line with George W. Bush. But

her first highest hedging device was CCl. She mostly relied on CCl as a

linguistic strategy to refer to hypothetical situations:

(2) Interviewer: Will you and John McCain appoint Democrats to cabinet
positions?

S.P.: I don't know why you wouldn't, if they, if these Democrats are best
suited to serve, and if they will not let obsessive partisanship get in the
way of just doing what's right with a team effort, and support of the
president to get this economy moving, and to win these wars, to meet
these great challenges, | wouldn't have as my litmus test a party
affiliation.

Jimmy Carter was aso inclined to use CCl frequently, but mostly he

tended to use CH; as the following example shows, this item is a

combination of CCl and other items:

(3) JC.: HONGGMHOP HIKQJIZ K KLTZ DLBURIGKDW, K HZ DV
time when Isragl was contemplating an invasion of Lebanon, and |
went to Israel and confronted Prime Minister Begin about it, and | told
him in effect that If US weapons were used in an invasion of Lebanon,
that | would use my authority as President, which | had under the law,
to declare that these weapons were being used improperly, and not for
the defense of Israel, but for the attack of another country, and at that
time Prime Minister Begin cancelled his decision to go into Lebanon.

&RPSDHGNRF HRUHI 090 K DQGH DUIKEBDDQL& DWMM Y HRICBY (V]

greater. He employed this type of hedging devices whenever he was not
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inclined to reveal the agent(s) of the political actions. He was also the

highest in using FS through which he expressed his doubt and

uncertainty:

(4) J. C.: Well, I'm not sure that at this point, any member of the Security
Council has seen the 11,000 pages of report, and al the information
will eventually come out, not only for the members of the Security
Council, but aso for the public. | don't know how to make a judgment
in advance.

David Coltart's mostly used type of hedging deviceswas CCl. Like Sarah

Palin he had a great inclination to refer to hypothetical situations, thus

using this hedging device. His next highest item was the use of CH, again

a combination of CCl and other items. Compared to Jmmy Carter,

Coltart showed more tendencies to use FPPP.

(5) Interviewer: Do you think that Mugambe is going to go before his
term ends in 20087

D.C.: | think if we are to stop the suffering of Zimbabweans, if we are to

tackle the economy, he needs to have gone yesterday. But | think heis so

fearful that he will hangon to the death.

4. Discussion

6 RPHSRONWA DQWSHHKIMP RBISRZHIR N YR K DQGK HIRSQRQL
is taken to be more credible and authoritative than the opinion of others.
7 KMIMUWSIHOWE TQNW HIY HRICP M DI GHY BRI 7 K HGRM QWK H]
present study enabled us to conclude that all the politicians except for
George W. Bush polarized in favor of CCl, and the politicians who were
still in power were inclined to use FPPP. Our speculation is that this
choice of hedging expressions depends mostly on their professional
power status at the time of the interview and the topic of the interview.
7 K HUARWRIOK MW \ (DORNET XN DWW HGH UHRICBRONDDSRZHT
has an inverse relationship with the frequency of hedges employed by a
politician.

Being the president of the most powerful country in the world (at the
time of the interview), George W. Bush can be considered the most


www.SID.ir

| 3RZ HIDQG3RIMPVR ) DQIXDIHB \HIS BXUYH [R F HEJLQI HAFHVII3 RDAFDI [ 55

powerful politician. His power is most likely to give him the incentive to
be more committed to his claims and, therefore, to be the least hedge user
in the group of politicians under the study. He terminated his interview
with a very great boost which shows his confidence in himsalf and his
agenda:
* (6) I'm not only happy to defend decisions, I'm confident that they will
lead to a better tomorrow.
At the time of the interview, Sarah Palin was running campaigns for the
Republican Candidate, John McCain. With thisin mind, one might
expect her to be positive. Still, she exercised greater reservations toward
her speech whenever the need arose. Examples 2 and the following
demonstrate this fact:
*(7) Interviewer: Governor, is Barak Obamaa socialist?
68 [P CORWRQQ FXIK P [(DVRADDMWIEN, as Joe the plumber had
suggested, in fact he came right out and said it sounds like socialism to
him and he speaks for so many Americans who are quite concerned now,
D WUK HUIQ) MQED [Z KDOIN 2 EDF DMK [IQWDUROQMIHZ LW K M (]
and economic plan, and that is, to take more from small businesses, more
|URPRX [P LCRD QGRHIHSMUEMHK B ARG INRK MSUR UMK
Although she did not explicitly call Obama a socialist, Palin relied
on an external source (Joe the plumber) to imply that heisasociaist. She
did so to reduce the responsibility for the utterance and thereby to shield
herself from potential reactions to her claim. What is necessary to add
CERWB DULK B0 VW MWK HY HGMR W \ [(FRXQIIWP MG HZ DT [
news reporter for a while. Richardson (2004) considers journalism a
SRZ HIR LIHIHRIFRPP & LFDNRQZINWK BROQMGHIEGNRADOH | HANT? KX
the conclusion one may draw at this point is that Palin has got an
expertise in the manipulation of language which helps her to express her
opinions with a more domineering attitude.
Jimmy Carter, the next in the row, was in White House in early 80s.
He is famous for his noteworthy foreign policy accomplishments during
his presidency of the United States (Camp David Accord, the peace
\WHDM R HHQ(( J\ SWDQGIMIHDIWHES / 7 [, HDMIBDQGO®RWP RUAIIT
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which made him worthy of receiving the Noble Peace Prize. After the
HRGRIIK MWMP [KHIRR) GHB[ZK HE: DM I& HOWIZ K EK GGV (DNRQD]
and international issues of public policy. Considering his prosperous past
and current stable status, Jimmy Carter is expected to be more powerful
KD Dy GRIRWIN7 K HIH GRMRQRIK MSRZHIRQK MISHHK MAMBTP R
powerful with fewer hedges, proved this expectation to be plausible.

Although still in power, David Coltart used a less powerful speech
style, with more hedges, than Jimmy Carter. But this is not a far fetched
result considering his political status. David Coltart isa senior member of
Zimbabwe's main opposing party, the Movement for Democratic Change
0" &II7 KMEDWINYOGMREHSWHRAEREL HGZ LW TQYWQDEDNBV IDQGL
\KHVHTEDVBY DUH GXRMSQMQNK HP RY R HQW? K HVSQARRY WHGIQ ]
October 2005, when, as some claim, David Coltart and a member of his
senior colleaguesin the MDC decided it was right and proper to fight the
Senate Elections that Mugabe had called for in November of 2005.
7\ WD MHBDEHIRINK HEDRWOW RIK YAKDAZ. D/SDOQZ URQ [ RUY
believes that the split occurred because of a difference in views as how
best to tackle the regime, with some in favor of contemplating violent
CRARQVBQGMRPH TCRABUHSIHG MR I RIGR. QWK DMRWHI 7 K HH RIHIK M
volatile political status was realized in his less powerful language and
inevitable downtoners.

7KHIRWAK HAMGIKHIP SRWQVWRERIARQMAMIQIK BIQI W HI
text and in decding on the degree of mitigating language Consequently,
not only is power an important contextual variable and an incentive for
the use of hedging devices but the type of questions raised by the
interviewers can also have a great influence on the interviewees' speech
style.

An important finding of this study was that the politicians whose
interview scripts were under study, except for George W. Bush, polarized
LQTDY RUR (W HY HR (& & Q17 K HEL TXWR W MK KBI1QITGH BHFDQEH]
indicative of another finding: CCls can be a characteristic of political
rhetoric. However, the motivation to rely on this device seems to be
FROMAHQWALY HI7 K HEXMB DK BD00QHP ELN KB RQQIAHMBINMG P DNQJOC
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claims about hypothetical conditions, and she, with an opaque view of

her party's and her future political status, resorted to the use of CCls

Z KK MWK HEZ DS NRONUIN [MERWK HISDWIM 1YW HBOQVW], QIRWHI]

words, in order to be on the safe side, she chose to answer the

interviewer's questions with caution. Consequently, when asked about
her future role as a vice president, she replied:

(8) Wdll, we've talked a lot about that, John McCain and | have, about
the mission that I'll get to embark on if we are so blessed to be hired by
the American people to work for them.

Lack of direct involvement in the current policies and inability to lay

down rules, too, give Jmmy Carter the edge to rely heavily on CCls to

\LDI EERMK SRAMFADTFRQGNRQM7 KX [Z K KD DN K6 DERMAK HiB P HIFQ ]

agreement to give Russia afree hand in Chechnya, he answered:

(9) I would not have done it. | don't agree with that. | think that Russia
should, if possible, negotiate the Chechen problem with mediation by
an outside entity in order to resolve that problem peacefully, but to
give them a so-caled free hand,_if the high British officia was
speaking with authority, would not be a means of excessive force
exerted on the Chechen people.

Like Sarah Palin, David Coltart's prospect of success in the future can be

areason for his tendency to rely on the CCIs. In response to a question

asking about the possibility of his being more pessimistic about

Zimbabwe's short and medium term future he said:

(20) No, I'm not pessimistic surprisingly enough, because | study history
and | realize that dictators come and go and they are often the authors
of their own demise. So when one looks at Hitler in his final days, he
became more extreme, more paranoid and | see the same thing
happening to this regime. If anything | think the regime is speeding up
its own demise and so in the context of this being a process, | see us
nearing the end.

Reconsidering the results obtained reveal s another important issue: Being

retired or still in power has imposed specific speech styles, with different

K K61QI [SDWLQVIRQIK RM SRONA DQV/7 K X CQRURQOIV W HT R QWM [
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hedges influenced by the degree of power but the quality is also affected.
Jimmy Carter is not in power any more, and so this condition was
probably a good reason for him to use statements expressing doubt and
uncertainty (FS) more often than the rest of the politicians in this group.
He was aso the only politician who made the least use of FPPP. In this
case, the lack of commitment was shown in the guise of expressions
implying doubt and uncertainty, and this in turn is due to the lack of
power and direct involvement in political issues. As a result, when
Jmmy Carter was asked about the existence of weapons of mass
destruction in Irag and the British officials' opinion about this issue, he
replied:

(11) _I'm not aware that the British officials had access to the document

but | don't know that my information is correct.

He consistently resorted to such statements whenever asked about
matters he did not seem to be involved in directly any more.

Resorting to such mitigating expressions is aso useful in the
"minimization of negative reactions and attitudes" (Bhatia, 2006, p. 191).
For instance, Jimmy Carter sidesteps a question regarding the possibility
of his support of an American military action against Iraq in case there
was no collusion with the Security Council. By resorting to a series of
hedges (Well, | would wait, | think, until that time materializes, because |
GRQW DRQWRYD [Z KD Z RRG or | would not do, if this or that might
happen. | think , @Dy RGM DSHER DARQITHLP P\ [&DWMIVK FHHEHGIO) ]
not giving any lucid answer to that question in order to shield himself
against any consequent brickbats either from the American government
or from the public opinion.

Being retired, Jimmy Carter made a little use of FPPP. On the
contrary, George W. Bush, Sarah Palin, and David Coltart relied heavily
RQW HY HRID) 33307 KN OHP HEMREHP RBIFRQAQKE TERMAHN QI
solidarity, which leads us to the relationship between hedging, face, and
politeness. Normally viewed as a negative politeness strategy (e.0.
Hubler 1983), however, in political interviews, hedging seems aso to be
a P DNUIRIOQWSHYRQMISRALY HISROMIN] 7 K MIFDIP DK I\ R
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\ESRWNJIGHMTIF K HDEK RHQHRINK HER QNADQVAR K Y HRINK H) 3330
reflects their concern for solidarity. When they refer to themselves as we
instead of 1, they try to involve others who may be other people, a group
(say the government or a political party), the whole country, or the rest of
KOR DRMWO7 KMOWH OIXOL@W RIP SRWQVIRF WRQVIDTK GQJIMIHEA [T
the person, or the party who commits a certain action, and b) showing
solidarity with their addressees.

Jones and Wareing (1999) recount a fragment of George W. Bush's
\SHHK [D/IORMH 0P SCORICW HY HIRIOW HI) 3330 7KNOSWRY GHIDQ
explanation for Bush's shift from | to we: "it would be that President
Bush uses we when the focus of his speech is relatively controversia, as
it is unclear who we refers to, and | when he is on safer ground and
wanting to clam responsibility for positive achievements' (p. 46).
However, this claim is not always true, since in this study the second
function seems to be more plausible. Bush sometimes accompanied the
use of the FPPP with you know; in fact, he repeated this expression 30
times in his interview, and this shows that he was more concerned with
positive politeness and solidarity.

(12) Can you honestly say, Mr. President, that today America still

occupies the moral high ground?

* [0 0%TH E\RBHYETE\RHD [ H believe in human rights and
human dignity. We believe in the human condition. We believe in
freedom. And we're willing to take the lead. We're willing to ask nations
to do hard things. We UHZ LAQ IR OFA-S\WHSRAEIDNV T QGK] [$ QG
[firmly] believe that we are laying the foundation for peace. People have
written off the Middle East. It's impossible to change the conditions
there. Let'sjust ignore it. Or let's promote stability, which was part of the
IRHIQSRMA (R I HEDW [ RXNQRZwe QY HIQW HZ RASEN HE DG!
DIGHMOWRWSHANME WHICT KRMIQHE VI Hllive in a world where
everything's, like, instant. But, the work weWHIGRQJIJ LNUNINA]
SDWHFH¢ [

Fetzer (2008) believes that expressions like | think are commonly
¥ HGB\ [SRONDOILI XUV IVR 0 Y\RK HIG GAAMHHIR DGR S HERONA DY/
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perspective toward the issue at hand" (p. 394). Sarah Palin was

performing the same function through the use of FPPP:

(13) Interviewer: Let's talk about some of that, because, | mean, two
months ago you were, where you were from and Wasilla, Alaska. |
think, now it's just the economy. And you are the only person in this
race with executive experience, who's taken over governments as
mayor and governor. What will you do, day one, to tell the American
people, things are changing for the better?

6131 RXNQRZMW DV IDJRRGEROQWERYWAK B SHIHQFHDRGZHdon't

like to toot our own horn so we don't, | don't talk about my experience

WDAP R K¢ [Z RMQIZ MW ERKQUROQIZ Hwill take on the special

interests and we ZL@FBOORC : DOBWHMGHK DQGZHUWo this

HRQR LFDONSHNQIKHH R (& TQRMQEHDMQIWHP [DARZIQIRXU

small businesses and our 0P IAHVIRMNHEIP RUIRILZ K MWK M HAQO [

Our \P DDEX LONVAINHBIQIP RUIRIZ K DWK M OO W EMHAMRX

HRORRIROQXE WRYGRIMRROREXUfamilies, for our EXLIQMNAK [

But David Coltart was more concerned about the hiding agency.

(14) Interviewer: When'| asked you about street protests, you couched
your answer very carefully. Does that mean you have some doubts
CEWN HEHMRQIRUH 0P SOIRINK HELP EEZHT IDGHB QRQMRIRIRWUI
a series of mass action protests over the next few weeks and months
we believe?

D. C.: No, | have no doubts at all. | commend, we commend, what the

=P EIEZH B RQUAN R 7 IDGHB QRQVK M IGR®I: H commend their

bravery and the bravery displayed by other civic organizations such as

WOZA and the Nationa Constitutional Assembly. What we do say,

however, is that this must be well organized and that it shouldn't be the

only focus.
In this extract, the question is directed to David Coltart personally.

7 K MIMUH GRM3IQW HOWY BZ HMIOW ERNRQZIK MY Dy’ G & RUYK ]

MRAOG I HIQWY B [TW HZ D [K HARK K KB K MDY HIM7 K OWH

interviewer wants a response anchored to the author, as Goffman (1981,

p 144) putsit (referring to "someone who has selected the sentiments that
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are being expressed and the words in which they are encoded") and thus
acknowledgement of responsibility, but David Coltart does not comply.
At first, he responds on the author level by | have no doubts at all and
then, after a self repair, he shifts in footing from author to principal
(Goffman, 1981, p. 144) terminology, as "someone whose position is
established by the words spoken” which is accompanied by changing the
self-reference from'l' to ‘we').

On the surface, David Coltart responds as requested in an author-
anchored position when he expresses his attitude towards his
SIRSRWMMRQM7 K HBURSRIMRQVK RZHY RIUHAH Y HD K DMAIQTRRMP (TURP]
an author-based statement to a principal-based statement in an
DJR  HDWY HVHT XHQFHIY KXW HP QWD HHG TASROMITURPIK M RZQ]
persona attitude towards that of his party allows David Coltart to
equivocate. Bull and Fetzer (2006) claim that various shifts in footing
enable speakers to "distance themselves from what they are saying” (p. 9)
and this shift in footing can be achieved through a "shift in pronouns’ (p.
10).

Further support for hedging as a positive politeness strategy in
political interviews comes from the fact that the interviewee is addressing
the masses who are not supposed to be specialists like s’/he is in politics.
7 KMN QGRIAQWIIRNRQHI (EHFRQMHMHE MV VSHADDMIR M SHIRQW
talk which needs alot of manipulation of language on the part of the
specialist, which is facilitated, to a large degree, through the use of
hedges, and results in a care for managing the positive face of the
addressees. Consequently, the face managed this way avoids making the
interviewee (the specialist) appear unwelcome.

5. Conclusion
7 KHJNLQGRMIRICW M W \ [ QRAMWK MUIRGCRIINWITP MAROQM SURY GH
evidence for the relationship between hedging and the degree of political
power. It also sheds some light on the relationship between hedging
patterns, politeness, and face. Both the quantitative and qualitative parts
of this study point to an inverse relationship between the frequency of
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GR. QROQH/HP S® H5MGW HGHUH RICOSROWFDDISRZHIT 7 K HMWE \ [
suggests that the questions and the interviewer's behavior towards the
interviewee can change the pattern of hedging on the part of the
interviewee and that the degree of political power influences both the
guantity and the quality of the hedging devices.

Being members of the same discourse community presupposes being
¥ DHRICARPP YLWIM FRQYRMRQV$ FFRIGQIO P HP EHY KDY HW HLT]
own set of specialized terminology, vocabulary, and ways of
communication (Swales, 1990). Political discourse, as Bhatia (1997)
clams, enables politicians to achieve their desired communicative
purposes while cultural impacts may cease to be the constraining factor
on their wording. Instead, within the institutionalized genre-specific
televised discourse, the various hedging preferences may, more likely,
correspond with the fluctuations in the degree of the interviewees
political power. However, since we do not know exactly how and to what
extent national identity and cultural forces might have a bearing upon
linguistic choices, this can be the subject for further research in this area
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