
2nd International Conference on 

Language/Literature in  Education and 

Research 

CLEaR2015: 24-26 September 2015 

Viac tu: http://www.jolace.com/conferences/clear2015/ 

Gyumri State Pedagogical Institute after  

M. Nalbandyan 

Assistant Professor, PhD Zarine Avetisyan 

http://www.jolace.com/conferences/clear2015/


Persuasion and Suggestion 

as Priorities in   

Psycholinguistic Survey of 

Political Discourse 



Introduction   

The demarcation line between speech impact means and devices has not yet been 

drawn. It is abundantly clear that scholars have not achieved a consensus on the 

matter under consideration. Nevertheless an attempt of systemization has been made 

by I. Sternin who distinguishes between: 

1.proof as a narration of arguments in line with the laws of Logic; 

2.persuasion as the formation of a belief that the truth is verified, under logical or 

emotional pressure; 

3.convincing as an impetus to renounce one’s viewpoint by adopting someone else’s; 

4.suggestion as a way of inoculating ideas bypassing critical evaluation of the 

addressee; 

5.imposture conveyed as a must-do against the addressee’s will (Sternin, I., 2001). 



The two basic speech impact means implemented in political text and talk 

are persuasion and suggestion. 

Pesuasion is interpreted as speech organization and transmission so as 

to appeal to the addressee’s consiousness and critical thinking. 

Persuasion does not equal to argumentation and is not replaced by it 

since it relies on rational justification as well as on the system of 

arguments. Neither should persuasion be equated to the classical 

techniques and imagery of rhetoric. Also, it does not coincide with 

separate directive or imperative speech acts. The mechanisms of 

persuasion are systemized and are based on rational and emotional 

impact principles (Chernyavskaya, V. 2006). 



If persuasion is humanistic and tolerant, since it gives room for 

addressee's critical evaluation and further conscious action, 

suggestion is comparatively anti-human as it implies inconspicuous 

reconstruction of human subconsciousness. 

Scholars call special attention to the hidden, inconspicuous nature 

of suggestion, the latter implying ''absence of critical evaluation'' on 

the part of the addressee (Chernyavskaya, V. 2006). 

Suggestion is the impact on human psychology which has to do 

with digressing awareness. The addressee is in a subordinate 

communicative position of which s/he is utterly unaware. 



To illustrate persuasion and suggestion in action, the present research discusses examples in which 

narration of arguments is of a manipulative character:  

     94 years ago one of the great atrocities of the 20th century began. Each year, we pause to 

remember the 1,5million Armenians who were subsequently massacred or marched to their death in 

the final days of   Ottoman Empire. The Meds Yeghern must live on in our memories, just as it lives 

on in the hearts of the Armenian people. 

(B. Obama, “Obama on Armenian Remembrance Day”, April 24, 2009). 

The episode of argumentation is influential per se due to the information embedded in it. The 

opening of the very first sentence “one of the great atrocities” makes negative evaluation 

conspicuous. Negative connotation of “atrocity” is enhanced by the epithet “great” arousing curiosity 

towards the continuation. The unmistakably derogative passive construction of “were massacred”, 

coupled with its euphemized variant “were marched to their death”, semantically echo each other. 

The third sentence is the “peak” of argumentation taking into consideration the diplomatic mission of 

the speech. By admitting the facts and labeling the event as “Meds Yeghern” Obama de facto 

acknowledges Genocide. But the argumentation is manipulative and he thus avoids admitting it de 

jure.  
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Conclusion 

Studying the deployment of persuasion and suggestion 

in political text and talk, we infer that these 

psycholinguistic tools perform a sound impact function 

giving the orator room for manipulation of facts, beliefs 

and opinions. 
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