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EDITORIAL

This is the first overview of Romanian political discourse, addressed to
an international readership, that analyses samples of various political
discourse genres (parliamentary and presidential campaign debates,
political programs, political talk-shows, and festive speeches) and
examines public perceptions and reactions to political discourses (protest
slogans, memes, press editorials, and online comments). The focus is on
present-day discursive practices with occasional references to the past. The
volume promotes dialogue among researchers, analysts, and practitioners
in the contemporary global society. It targets specialists in theoretical and
applied  linguistics,  social/public =~ communication, intercultural
communication, cultural anthropology, social psychology, negotiators,
politicians, media practitioners, as well as PhD and MA students interested
in the functioning of political discourse.

%k
*

Political discourse studies are scarce in Romania before the 1989
Revolution. After the Revolution, political discourse became one of the
frequent topics approached by discourse analysis, pragma-rhetorical, or
argumentation theory studies. Romanian authors studying Romanian
political discourse (apart from the studies dedicated to American, British,
or French political discourse) have focused mainly on parliamentary
discourse, presidential debates, political talk-shows and media articles,
and, most recently, on politicians’ online posts. The following review is
obviously partial, based mainly on the works of the authors that also
contribute to this volume.

Romanian parliamentary discourse was analysed both synchronically
and diachronically. Most of the studies target the present-day proceedings,
in their various forms: political statements (Zafiu 2012), debates (Saftoiu
2008a,b, 2009a; Radu 2010, 2012; Stefanescu 2011b), motions of no
confidence (Saftoiu 2021; Chelaru-Murdrus 2022), etc. A monograph
(Ionescu-Ruxandoiu and Constantinescu eds. 2018) covers the main
characteristics of parliamentary discourse in the 1866-1938 timeframe:
from the birth of Parliament as institution based on a constitution until its
loss of real institutional value due to the royal dictatorship at the dawn of
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the Second World War. Another volume, edited by Ionescu-Ruxandoiu,
Roibu, and Constantinescu (2012), also contains various articles by
Romanian scholars focusing on both the old and the present-day
Parliament. Presidential debates are studied either with a focus on the
Romanian context, or by comparing Romanian and foreign debates
(Ionescu-Ruxédndoiu 2006, 2007a,b,c, 2011; Frentiu and Gosa 2006;
Niculescu Gorpin 2007; Saftoiu and Toader 2022). Political talk-shows are
analysed by lonescu-Ruxandoiu (2001), Ciolac (2003—-2004, 2006), Vlad
(2013), and Hoarta Carausu (2013). As already mentioned, online political
posts have recently come into focus (Saftoiu and Mada 2022).

Various forms of political discourse have been studied, due to the
historical context or to the prominence of the type of discourse: totalitarian
discourse and its characteristics (Ghita 1992, 2022; Irimias 2003; Zafiu
2009); populist discourse (letcu-Fairclough 2007a; Roventa-Frumusani
and Stefanel 2019, 2020; Ionescu-Ruxidndoiu 2020); festive speeches
(Saftoiu 2010, 2020; Ciolac 2010; Biris 2010, 2017). There are also
studies focusing on the discourse of female politicians, as well as on the
way they are represented by the media (Roventa-Frumusani and Stefanel
2011; Roventa-Frumusani 2012, 2016, 2020, 2022; Roventa-Frumusani
and Irimescu 2018, 2019, 2020; Roventa-Frumusani and Niculescu-Mizil
2018; Roventa-Frumusani et al. 2022).

Several pragma-rhetorical and argumentative characteristics have been
highlighted in the studies: argumentative patterns (Niculescu-Gorpin 2003,
2008, 2009a; letcu-Fairclough 2007b, 2008a, 2009; Hoarta Carausu 2008;
Stefanescu 2008; lonescu-Ruxandoiu 2009a,b, 2011a; Stefanescu 2012b;
Hoinarescu 2018), impoliteness (Ionescu-Ruxandoiu 2010a,c, 2011d;
Stefanescu 2010a), conceptual metaphors (Stefanescu 2010b, 2011a;
Hoinarescu 2015b, 2020; Vasilescu 2017), evidential and epistemic
strategies and markers (Constantinescu 2014; Ionescu-Ruxandoiu 2014;
Stefanescu 2015; Hoindrescu 2022), self-defence and political apologia
(Chelaru-Murarus 2017, 2018, 2022), forms of address and self-reference
(Niculescu-Gorpin 2009b; Ionescu-Ruxandoiu 2011¢; Saftoiu 2013a,b,
2015), branding (Ietcu-Fairclough 2008b; Siftoiu and Popescu 2012,
2014), stancetaking and building the image of the speaker (Ionescu-
Ruxandoiu 2010b, 2011b, 2012; Vasilescu 2010, 2011, 2012; Chelaru-
Murédrus 2012; Stefanescu 2012a; Saftoiu 2013a, 2015; Hoinarescu
2015a), humour and irony (Constantinescu 2008, 2010; Saftoiu 2009b;
Hoindrescu 2016). There are also studies that pinpoint the way political
issues are reframed by the general public (for example, political humour
during the communist period, analysed by Constantinescu 2012) or by the
satirical press (Constantinescu 2018, 2020).
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Several scholars of Romanian origin or familiarized with the
Romanian political sphere have published abroad. The topics vary from
totalitarian discourse and pseudo-parliamentary discourse during the
communist regime (Ilie 2005; Frumuselu and Ilie 2010) to the transition
period (N. Fairclough 2005, 2006), present-day parliamentary discourse
(Ilie 2010; Ilie and Ornatowski 2016), populist and crisis discourse (Ilie
2016; Ilie and Stefanescu 2016), or public policies on education or
economy (Wodak and N. Fairclough 2006; 1. Fairclough and Madroane
2016, 2020).

Rooted in the previously mentioned contributions, this volume takes
several steps further in pointing out the specific features of discursive
practices in the Romanian political arena, which are characterised in close
connection with the socio-cultural background.

The theoretical and methodological framework is grounded in the
pragmadiscursive, interactional, and rhetorical perspectives. The 14 chapters
of the book are interconnected by several recurrent key-concepts
((im)politeness, consensus—conflict—aggressiveness, manipulation,
discursive creativity) and answer important and timely questions regarding
the specificity of political discourse in a “young” democracy from Central-
Eastern Europe. The corpus analyses and case studies reveal the Romanian
style of political communication and foster cultural awareness, facilitating
comparisons across languages and cultures and serving as a catalyst for
further scholarly approaches and practical actions.

The book is designed in four parts, which approach political discourse
from four different perspectives. The first one—Intersections between
Politics and Language in Use—focuses on the pragmalinguistic strategies
that politicians use to construct and negotiate their political identity in the
public sphere (debates, political programs, political declarations, and talk-
shows). Liliana Ionescu-Ruxandoiu (/mpoliteness Strategies in Some
Romanian Presidential Debates) examines the communication strategies
of three presidential candidates in the 2004 and 2009 elections. The
concepts referred to are identity, ethos, and face, and the theoretical
background is built on issues of conflictive communication, disagreement,
and impoliteness. Both in 2004 and in 2009, the winner was Traian
Basescu, which, according to the author, was due to two factors: on the
one hand, he was the candidate of the opposition, perceived, at that time,
as a guarantee for the consolidation of democracy in Romania; on the
other hand, the voters were attracted to the image of a player-president he
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built for himself, and they seemed to resonate with the negative topics of
his campaign, his blunt impoliteness, negative insinuations, and verbal
aggressiveness.

In Populism(s). The Romanian Case (2016), Andra Vasilescu starts
from the definition of populism in a political, sociological, and
communicative perspective, narrowing the research to the populist style of
political discourses. She defines discursive populism in terms of three
interrelated pragmatic parameters: the macro speech act that the discourse
stands for, the (im)politeness strategies used to negotiate meaning with the
voters, and the pragma-stylistic features of the slogans that convey
meaningful messages in a nutshell. Specifically, she analysed the political
programmes of the four major parties that ran in the 2016 elections in
Romania and she identified four types of populist discourses: the euphoric
populism of commitment (The Social Democratic Party—PSD); the
dysphoric populist discourse of radical change (The Popular Movement
Party—PMP); subliminal populism (The Union “Save Romania”—USR);
the populist discourse of self-assertion (The National Liberal Party—PNL).
(Im)politeness strategies are viewed as strategies of managing
relationships with the voters. A question arises: is the type of populism
promoted in discourse a predictor for political success rate? The answer
appears to be positive, at least in the case of Romania.

Ariadna Stefinescu (Reinventing the Political. (Im)Politeness and
Interdiscursivity in the Romanian Public Communication Sphere) analyses
an intertextual series of three types of discourses: political discourse (the
declarations of the President of Romania on the conditions of appointing
the Prime Minister), media discourse (a press editorial and an op-ed on the
President’s declarations), and cyber discourse (the comments to the op-ed
posted online by the readers). The author pays special attention to the
communication situation in order to provide the reader with relevant
information that might help him/her contextualise the three types of
interrelated discourses, the first two pertaining to “politicking”, the last
two to the sub-polity (the domain of politics conversationalisation). The
author explains the discursive behaviours of the President, of the
journalists, and of the commentors in terms of the relationships between
(im)politeness and power, as well as the dynamics of the communicative
roles of overhearer, by-stander, and eavesdropper. Despite the common
topic, the four types of texts build different representations for the same
political situation: an uncertain equation, an incomplete dialogue, a road
paved with obstacles, and blackmail, respectively. These various
representations are the outcome of the interplay among several factors, i.e.,
the place of the author in the power hierarchy, his/her distance from the
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centre of power, the discursive purpose, and the type of (im)politeness it
enacts. The author highlights the idea that (im)politeness is a key factor
that produces, changes, and maintains the social world.

Anamaria Gebaila tackles address terms in 30 recorded talk-shows
(Impoliteness in Forms of Address Used in Romanian Political Talk
Shows). Some of her conclusions are: the forms of address used by the
host contaminate the address terms used by the guests and the
relationships among them; the address terms shape the power—solidarity
relationships among the participants, the distance and attitudes, the ethos
of camaraderie and spontaneity; address terms can develop into discourse
markers; address terms are used especially in the initial part of the talk-
show when the participants are introduced, in questions rather than in
answers; address terms reflect the social status of the participants and the
ethos they want to build; they are frequently associated with interruptions
or they are used to facilitate conveying information.

Cecilia-Mihaela Popescu (Pragmatic Overtones in the Use of
Evidential Markers in Present-Day Romanian Political Discourse)
proposes a microstructural analysis in which she highlights the rhetorical
and interactional effects of the use of epistemic and evidential modality in
the Romanian parliamentary discourse. After an overview of the
theoretical background and the introduction of the premise that the effects
of modalisation correlate with the discursive genre, the author presents the
main pragma-rhetorical functions of evidential modalisation in a
Romanian corpus: alignment or disalignment of political actors to a point
of view, the use of evidentials in positive politeness to support the
personal or other political actors’ ethos, in attacks, ironies, and derision of
political opponents.

The second section of the volume—Festive Speeches—explores how
political actors pack ideology and emotions into the discourses they
deliver on special occasions (The National Day and Christmas), using
language strategically to make their speeches meaningful by connecting
the specific occasion to long term purposes and political stances. Gabriela
Stoica (The Rhetoric of Patriotism in Romanian Political Discourse.
National Day Speeches—A Pragma-Rhetorical Analysis) presents how
patriotism is projected in 56 speeches delivered in the Romanian
Parliament on the occasion of the National Day, between 2018 and 2019,
2021 and 2023: invoking and eliciting the patriotic feeling appear to be
strategies of persuasion used by political actors to gain credibility, to
undermine opponents’ ethos, or to influence a course of action. The study
is designed along two dimensions. Along the first dimension, the
particularities of the speeches under analysis are presented: accessible and
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simple content, based on the endoxic knowledge of the community, an
evaluative lexicon, emotionally charged words, clichés, tropes, rhetorical
mechanisms, overemphasis, intensifications, easily accessible arguments, a
stereotypical structure, and a ritualistic dimension that evokes iconic
images. Along the second dimension, aspects related to emotional
templates in Romanian culture and their evolution over time are discussed,
as well as the strategies through which personal emotions are
institutionalised, politicised, and modified in order to be used as tools of
political action meant to support and stage the political ethos. In particular,
the author refers to the evolution of the conceptualisation and expression
of patriotism in Romanian culture, starting from the 19" century up to
current political discourse. In the festive political speeches delivered in the
present-day Romanian Parliament, there is a parenetic perspective on the
past, which involves the appeal to collective memory and experience. The
present is criticised, the political actor shows himself/herself empathetic
and sensitive to the needs and hopes of the people, assembles a prevalent
ethos of identification and aspires to increase his credibility by generating
an emotional synchronisation with the audience. Patriotism ends up being
reshaped as a politicised self-validating emotion, used in the construction
of one’s own discursive ethos.

In a pragma-rhetorical perspective, Gabriela Biris (Romanian
Presidential and Royal Christmas Messages) draws a comparison between
the Christmas messages delivered by King Michael of Romania and by
three Romanian Presidents (Ion Iliescu, Traian Basescu, and Klaus Werner
Johannis), respectively. The article starts with a brief characterisation of
ceremonial discourses: ritualised, short, addressed to the nation, and
aiming to strengthen national identity and increase solidarity; free of
ideological and political doctrine elements but containing ideologemes,
i.e., maxims, moral, and cultural values assumed by the enunciator (“the
mission of Romania”, “the Romanian”, “the Romanian’s dedication”),
references to historical events and autobiographical elements. Their
ceremonial character is anchored in information, excitement, or
enlivenment and celebration. The main conclusions are: (i) unlike
presidential messages, royal messages are longer, contain elements related
to the religious holiday, cultural and historical hints, as well as personal
experiences or memories; (i) royal messages are more informative,
explanatory, and include self-disclosures and confessions, while
presidential messages are mainly limited to ceremonial season’s greetings;
(iii) while the royal messages aim to build a relationship of trust and
cooperation with the people, presidential ones are focused on social
cohesion; (iv) the royal messages are less clichéd than the presidential
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ones; (v) the royal messages are both past and future oriented, while
presidential ones are solely future oriented; (vi) degree and type of pathos
differ; (vii) as for the three presidential discourses, several differences are
pointed out (degree of interactivity, the concern for the construction of the
personal image, or reminiscences from the communist ideology).

Section three—Exploring Overt and Covert Aggressiveness—deals with
a key feature of Romanian political discourse: aggressiveness, whether
direct or indirect, on record or off record, ranging from masked
disagreement to blunt irony and sarcasm. The authors analyse how
speakers use language resources to instantiate various forms of attack
against political opponents. Writing on Verbal Disagreement and
Aggressiveness in Romanian Parliamentary Debates during the Pandemic
Period, Carmen loana Radu starts from the idea that the period of the
Covid-19 pandemics led to changes in verbal interactions and accelerated
verbal conflict and disagreement in the public space. The author analyses
43 conflictual Parliamentary debates, most of them motions of no
confidence. First, she characterises three forms of non-consensual
interactions, disposed along a continuum: softened disagreement (marked
by negative politeness, questions, hedges, clichéd elements used to express
approximation, verbs of uncertainty, etc.); strengthened disagreement
(often indicated by contradictory statements and verbal shadowing);
aggravated disagreement (marked by rhetorical questions, emphatic
statements, intensifiers, accusatory you, or judgemental vocabulary). Then
she focuses on aggravated disagreement. The corpus analysis casts light on
mockery, offense, teasing, irony, sarcasm, vulgar words, slander,
denigration, or the amplification of topics that have become highly
sensitive due to the crisis situation, increasing discursive aggression based
on ideology (especially extreme right-wing ideology), the exacerbation of
negative emotions in the context of a large number of daily deaths, the ad
baculum and ad misericordiam arguments, putting pressure on the
interlocutor, and the conspiracy scenario.

In Conflictual Communication and Repair Strategies in a Romanian
Parliamentary Debate: Around a Motion of No Confidence, Adriana
Costichescu discusses the strategies of impoliteness and image repair in
the parliamentary debate of 5/10/2021 on the motion of no confidence that
led to the fall of the Citu government and the formation of a new ruling
coalition. The main pragma-rhetorical strategies used by the Prime
Minister to defend and remake his public image are: enumerating
decontextualised ideas, directing the speech to the nation, not to the
parliamentarians, black and white dichotomic evaluations, guilt-switching,
bolstering, staircase wit, and a mea culpa attitude voicing regret for not
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having acted differently. In their interventions, his fellow parliamentarians
accuse or criticise by resorting to modified proverbs and figures of speech,
insinuations, mocking nicknames, code-switching from Romanian to
English, or challenges on cultural topics. This type of dialogism
underpinned by different political affiliations shows, once more, how
politicians use words to enact political power. The analysis favours
theoretical comments on the irony/sarcasm distinction.

Mihaela-Viorica Constantinescu proposes a shift to the metapragmatic
perspective in approaching language use (Insults and Offence in Romanian
Parliamentary Debates. A Metapragmatic Perspective). The author
analyses a corpus of around 300000 words (oral or written political
statements, debates, motions of no confidence, corpus compiled for the
period February 2021-September 2023), in particular those fragments
where parliamentarians comment and evaluate speeches delivered in the
Parliament on the continuum taking—claiming offence. The theoretical
support is organised around the concept of reflexive awareness, while the
communicative behaviour of the interactants is evaluated at the macro- and
microinteractional level by referring to the degree of (im)politeness and
conventional(alised) and creative insults. The pragmalinguistic resources
of insults and their functions are highlighted: asserting superiority over the
interlocutor, manipulation, limiting the other’s possibilities of expression,
(self)victimization, etc. The superordinate concept to which the author
refers is “unparliamentary language” (Ilie 2001). Interested in highlighting
the cultural particularities of offence, the author noticed that insults and
comments regarding insults are built around the terms/concepts thief,
hypocrite, and shame; the Romanian Parliament is tolerant of insults and
verbal aggression is used mainly to promote one’s personal image and to
satisfy the expectations of a part of the political public. The chapter is also
interesting for some theoretical suggestions and original classifications,
illustrated with a rich set of examples.

Building on the same concept of “unparliamentary language” (Ilie
2001) (Unparliamentary Language in Disguise: Information in Excess, or
Overspecification, as Strategic Manoeuvring), Anca Gata, in the
framework of impoliteness theories and the pragma-dialectic model of
argumentation, argues that overspecification and unnecessary wording in
the parliamentary discourse have a potential for aggression. Such
constructions depart from the discursive principles of informativeness,
economy, and rationality; they are highly situational, often advance an
implicit point of view, seduce the general audience, and represent a
fallacious strategic manoeuvre between rationality and linguistic
efficiency/economy. Their main function is to disqualify and discredit the
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targeted referent by amplifying negative impoliteness or via over-
politeness. As indirect strategies of attacking the opponent, information in
excess or oversimplification share some features with irony and sarcasm.
As islands of impoliteness, they interrupt the ideational flow and build an
ethos of superiority for the parliamentarian who uses them; they index a
high degree of interpersonal knowledge, and, at the same time, reshape
interpersonal relationships.

Liliana Hoindrescu complements the analysis of parliamentary
impoliteness with a diachronic and comparative dimension (lrony and
(Im)Politeness in Romanian Parliamentary Discourse. A Diachronic
Perspective). An overview of various theories of irony, starting from
antiquity up to modern or recent times, is provided as a background for the
study. Then the author focuses on the relationship between irony and
(im)politeness in some samples from parliamentary discourses in the
period 1875-1889 and from the meeting of the assembled chambers of the
Parliament of Romania from 27/04/2012, when a motion of no-confidence
that led to the fall of the Mihai Ungureanu government was debated. The
comparison shows that in the old Parliament, speeches were authoritative
and aimed for clarity and direct assertions, employed humorous irony,
joke, persiflage, or cheeky irony; this “elegant paradigm of irony” did not
use personal attacks but rather targeted a situation, an action, or a
declaration. In the present-day Romanian Parliament, speeches use irony
as a strategy of impoliteness or gendered irony, personal attacks are
generally aggressive and contemptuous, ridicule the target, or express
condescension. This paradigm shift in irony use takes place in a context
when Romanian culture still oscillates between the French model of
politeness, which prefers formality in institutional contexts (in the 19%
century), and the American model of politeness that uses directness and
informality in institutional settings (in the 20" and 21% centuries), also
influenced by the colloquialism and informality of the media.

In section four—Participatory Politics—protest slogans and memes are
analysed as creative linguistic mappings of civic attitudes towards
politicians and politics, blending tacit cultural knowledge with global
forms of expression. Razvan Saftoiu, Adrian Toader, and Emanuela
Tudorache (“Like Thieves in the Night.” A Pragma-Linguistic Analysis of
Protest Slogans in Romania) explore crisis communication, specifically
the 2017 protests against corruption, which resulted in an unprecedented
mobilisation of the civil society and impacted public discourse. In a
pragma-discursive and stylistic approach, the authors analyse 300 slogans
of the #rezist movement and discuss their linguistic form, intended
meaning, and the communication strategies they enact, in tight connection
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with the socio-political context. The slogans are extremely creative,
dialogic, and multimodal in nature, with a strong mobilising potential and
strong emotional triggers. The authors focus on the linguistic resources
exploited for persuasive aims (the rhythmic structures, the preferred
speech acts, irony and self-irony, derogatory language, intertextuality,
ludic repetitions, or humour) and comment on the impact of these slogans
on the wvarious social groups they target considering the cultural
background (i.e., political, literary, and religious).

Bianca Alecu studies political memes viewed as popular and digital
cultural objects (Romanian Memes on Controversial Policies: Visual and
Verbal Strategies of Political Critique) which question political agents and
actions in order to influence public opinion. The corpus consists of
memes, collected from Facebook and Reddit.ro, concerning the topic of a
tax exemption for IT personnel. The emic perspective of the qualitative
analysis in the framework of Multimodal Critical Discourse Analysis leads
the author to a characterisation of this digital discourse genre. Occurring in
a specific political context, political memes voice public opinion and
opposition to power excess, while memes’ creators became political actors
of a sort. Some features of the memes under analysis are: lexical
connotations, overlexicalizations, omissions, semantic relations as part of
rhetorical ~strategies of opposition between scenarios, and the
objectification of the humans.

The initiative for a volume dedicated to Romanian political discourse
belongs to Cornelia Ilie, following the 4" ESTIDIA Conference, which
took place at the “St. Kliment Ohridski” University, Faculty of
Philosophy, Sofia, in 2017.

Initially, Cornelia Ilie, professor of Linguistics and Rhetoric at
Stromstad Academy, Sweden, and president of ESTIDIA, invited the
Romanian participants in the Conference to publish their contributions in a
volume; then it was decided to extend the volume with chapters authored
by more Romanian linguists with previous contributions to the research of
local political communication, in order to offer the international readership
a broader overview. Hence, at a first stage, Cornelia Ilie and Ariadna
Stefanescu gave substantial feedback on the contributions signed by
Mihaela-Viorica Constantinescu, Anca Gatd, Anamaria Gebaild, Liliana
Ionescu-Ruxandoiu, Andra Vasilescu, and, partly, Liliana Hoinarescu. At
a second stage, Mihaela-Viorica Constantinescu, Andra Vasilescu, and
Serban Hartular continued their work, inviting other authors to contribute
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to the volume, giving them feedback and editing their texts: Bianca Alecu,
Gabriela Biris, Adriana Costachescu, Liliana Hoinarescu, Cecilia Mihaela
Popescu, Carmen loana Radu, Razvan Saftoiu, Adrian Toader, and
Emanuela Tudorache, Gabriela Stoica, and Ariadna Stefanescu.

The Editors
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