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ორი პოლიტიკოსის დისკურსის ერთმანეთთან შედარება. ნაშრომში მიმოხილულია 
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Abstract 

The present paper investigates linguistic strategies of politeness in the discourse of war based on 

the analysis of public speeches of famous politicians – Boris Johnson and Joe Biden. The usage of 

politeness strategies plays an important role in any kind of discourse – including political and war 

discourses. There is an increasing interest in the politeness strategies, which are enacted in the 

political discourse and also, there is a scarcity of scientific works with regard to the topic of war. 

Therefore, it can be said that this research is topical. Based on the linguistic analysis of the public 

speeches made by Boris Johnson and Joe Biden, this paper aims to analyze the strategies of 

linguistic politeness exerted by these politicians in their speeches as well as identifying their role 

in the discourse of war. Comparing the discourses of these two politicians is also important. The 

thesis reviews various theories about pragmatics and linguistic politeness, however, the analysis 

is based on Brown and Levinson’s politeness theory and discourse analysis. The research has 

shown that even though there are all types of politeness strategies in the public speeches of both 

politicians, each of them has a different effect on a hearer. 
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