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ANOTACIJA

Promocijas darba “Nacionalas identitates veido$ana un atspogulojums Baltijas
valstu prezidentu runas - korpusa balstita kritiska diskursa analize” mérkis ir
izpétit, ka Baltijas valstu prezidentu runas atspogulojas nacionalas identitates
diskursivas konstrukcijas, proti, kadi valodas un diskursa makro- un mikrostruk-
taru elementi ir lietoti prezidentu retorika, kadas ir to funkcijas un potenciala
ietekme uz runas mérkauditoriju. Izmantojot kvalitativo un kvantitativo metozu
sinergiju jeb korpusu pieeju un kritiskas diskursa analizes vésturisko pieeju,
pétijuma veikta ne vien detalizéta runu satura, tematisko lauku, diskursivo
stratégiju un lingvistisko panémienu analize, bet ari analizéti korpusos balstitie
statistiskie dati, kas palidz detalizétak izprast katra prezidenta lingvistisko pro-
filu un lingvistisko panémienu izveéli. Veikta komponentu analize apliecina katra
prezidenta multiplo identitasu lingvistiskas iezimes. Papildus veikta teorétisko
avotu izpéte par pétijjuma ieklautajiem aktualajiem tematiem, kas veido prezi-
dentu runu socialpolitisko un vésturisko kontekstu; pétijjuma ir veiktas intervijas
ar prezidentiem un prezidentu padomniekiem; savukart, lai noskaidrotu pre-
zidentu runu eksplicitos un implicitos mérkus un ari to potencialo ietekmi uz
klausitaju nacionalas identitates veido$anu, darba veiktas un apkopotas Latvijas
iedzivotaju viedoklu aptaujas.

Atslegvardi: prezidentu runas, Baltijas valstis, nacionala identitate, kritiskas
diskursa studijas, korpuslingvistika.
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IEVADS

Divdesmit pirma gadsimta divas pédéjas desmitgadés, ipasi geopolitiska
konteksta ietekmé, nacijas jédziens saistiba ar identitati ir izpelnijies pastipri-
natu pétnieku uzmanibu dazadas zinatnu, pieméram, sociologijas, politologi-
jas, psihologijas un valodniecibas, ka ari starpdisciplinaras nozarés, pieméram,
sociolingvistikas, psiholingvistikas un kognitivas lingvistiskas nozarés. Ir vis-
paratzits, ka identitate — neatkarigi no ta, vai ta ir individuala vai kolektiva, - ir
sevis apzina$anas un piederibas sajita — no vienas puses — un at$kiribas apzi-
nasanas — no otras puses —, kas saknojas tradicijas, vésturé, atminas, socialaja
praksé, ka ari kopiga valoda. Tomér valoda ir ne tikai identitates elements, bet
ari identitates izpausmes un konstrué$anas lidzeklis, ipasi varas diskursa.

Prezidentu ka parlamentaro republiku simbolisko vaditaju funkcijas ietver
nacionalas identitates konstrué$anu un attistibu, turklat §i procesa virsmeérkis
ir saliedét valsts iedzivotajus, tadéjadi nodrosinat valsts pastavibu un poli-
tisko turpinasanos. Prezidentu funkcija ir parstavét valsti un tas identitati ari
starptautiski, nodro$inot ne tikai stabila pozitiva valsts téla pozicioné$anu,
bet ari starptautisku sadarbibu valsts individualu un kopigu politisko mérku
sasnieg$ana.

Baltijas valstu prezidenti ka simboliskie tautu vaditaji valstu neatkaribas laika
ir konstruéjusi Igaunijas, Latvijas un Lietuvas nacionalo identitati gan lokali,
gan starptautisko auditoriju prieksa. Ta ka identitates izpausmes visspilgtak iz-
pauzas vésturisku notikumu un satricinajumu laika, Baltijas valstu prezidentiem
tas saistits ar neatkarigu republiku pasludinasanu 1918. gada un neatkaribas
zaudé$anu 1940. gada, neatkaribas atjaunosanu 20. gadsimta 90. gadu sakuma,
pievieno$anos starptautiskajam politiskajam organizacijam no 2004. gada,
ekonomisko un politisko krizi no 2008. lidz 2011. gadam un $obrid aktualo
Covid-19 virusa izraisito krizi. Promocijas darbs ir veltits Igaunijas, Latvijas
un Lietuvas republiku prezidentu retorikai ka politiska diskursa elementam un
konkréti — retorikas lomai valstu nacionalas identitates diskursivaja konstrué-
$ana un atspogulojuma.

Pétijuma meérkis

Promocijas darba mérkis ir izpétit, ka Baltijas valstu prezidenti savas runas
Igaunijas, Latvijas un Lietuvas Republiku neatkaribas laika atspogulojusi un
konstruéjusi savas valsts nacionalo identitati, kadi ir $is diskursivas prakses
mérki un potenciala ietekme uz vietéjo un starptautisko mérkauditoriju un ka
diskursivas stratégijas un biezak lietotie panémieni atskiras laika un telpa.



Darba uzdevumi

1. Izvértét teorijas par politisko diskursu, retoriku un prezidentu runam,
ka ari par nacionalas identitates diskursivo konstruésanu.

2. Izpétit Baltijas valstu socialo, politisko, ekonomisko un vésturisko
kontekstu, ka ari ta potencialo ietekmi uz prezidentu runam.

3. Izveidot un klasificét nemarkétus Baltijas prezidentu runu korpusus
simt gadu perioda kvalitativai un kvantitativai analizei.

4. Veikt runu tematisko lauku, diskursivo stratégiju un lingvistisko lidzek-
lu kritisko analizi, ka ari veikt intervijas ar valstu prezidentiem un vinu
padomniekiem.

5. Veikt aptaujas ar prezidentu mérkauditoriju, tada veida izvértéjot runas
izvéléto valodas lidzeklu mérkus un to potencialo ietekmi uz klausitaju.

6. Veikt korpusa analizi, izmantojot korpusu ka metodi kvalitativo datu
validésanai, ka ari ka teoriju prezidentu runu leksisko, semantisko un
stilistisko tendencu noteiksanai.

Pétijuma izvirzitie jautajumi
1. Kadi tematiskie lauki, diskursivas stratégijas un lingvistiskie panémieni
lietoti Latvijas Republikas prezidentu runas Latvijas neatkaribas 100
gadu laika nacionalas identitates konstruésana un atspogulosana, kads
ir to meérkis, un ka §is lietojums mainijies laika gaita?
2. Ka atskiras nacionalas identitates konstrukcijas Igaunijas, Latvijas un
Lietuvas prezidentu runas?
Kadi identitasu veidi atspogulojas prezidentu runas?
4. Kadi ir prezidentu runu eksplicitie un implicitie mérki, un kada ir to
potenciala ietekme nacionalas identitates veido$ana un atspogulo$ana?

w

Pétijuma objekts

Pétamais objekts ir nemarkéts daudzvalodu korpuss, kura ieklautas 414
Baltijas valstu prezidentu runas (500 166 vardi) valsts nozimes svétkos, ka ari
starptautiskajos pasakumos no 1918. gada lidz 2021. gadam.

Pétijuma empiriskais pamatojums

Runu korpusa dati iegiiti no Baltijas valstu prezidentu un nacionalo arhivu
vietnés pieejamiem runu ierakstiem un transkriptiem. Anglu valoda transkribeé-
tas runas un datu izmanto$anas atlaujas iegiitas no Igaunijas un Lietuvas Valsts
prezidenta kancelejas, ka ari lejupieladétas no Apvienoto Naciju Organizacijas
oficialas timekla vietnes arhiviem. Korpusa dati tika apkopoti, klasificéti un
augSupieladéti Sketch Engine korpusa analizes rika. Korpusa dati iedaliti Cetros
pakartotos apakskorpusos.



1. Kvalitativajai analizei paredzétaja apakskorpusa ieklautas 204 pre-
zidentu runas (244 185 vardi), no tam 40 runas (79 155 vardi) ir
Igaunijas prezidentu runas kop$ 1991. gada (runu transkripti anglu un
igaunu valoda sanemti no Igaunijas prezidenta kancelejas), 113 runas
(112 259 vardi) ir Latvijas prezidentu runas kop$ 1918. gada (runu ierak-
sti un transkripti apkopoti no dazadiem avotiem, taja skaita nacionala
arhiva, prezidentu timekla vietném, periodisko izdevumu arhiviem un
prezidentu biografijam) un 51 runa (52 771 vardi), ko teikusi Lietuvas
prezidenti kop$ 1990. gada (runu transkripti anglu un lietuviesu valoda
sanemti no Lietuvas prezidenta kancelejas).

2. Igaunijas prezidentu runu apakskorpusa kvantitativajai analizei ieklau-
tas 50 Igaunijas prezidentu runas igaunu valoda (48 012 vardi) kop$
1918. gada.

3. Lietuvas prezidentu runu apakskorpusa kvantitativajai analizei ieklautas
50 runas (18 867 vardi) lietuvie$u valoda kops 1990. gada.

4. Papildus 140 runu (191 502 vardi) apakskorpuss izveidots no Baltijas
valstu prezidentu starptautiskajam runam, kas tapusas no 1991. gada
lidz 2021. gadam. Sis runas pieejamas gan prezidentu timekla vietnés,
gan arl Apvienoto Naciju Organizacijas timekla vietnes arhivos.

Katrs no uzskaititajiem apaksSkorpusiem Sketch Engine korpusa analizes
vietné iedalits Saurakos apakskorpusos — atkariba no mainigo kritériju izvéles
(runas laiks, runatjjs, valsts, dzimums, politiska piederiba un runas tips), kas
lauj veikt detalizétaku runu analizi un salidzinaganu. Korpusa analizei un
iegato rezultatu salidzinasanai izvéléti Sketch Engine, AntConc un Voyant Tools
korpusa analizes riki, kas nodrosina iegito datu daudzveidibu, salidzinajumu,
objektivitati un rezultatu atkartojamibu. Pétjjuma empirisko bazi papildina
un pamatotibu jeb validitati apstiprina ari aptauju un interviju dati, kas iegati
tieSsaistes aptaujas ar Latvijas iedzivotajiem, ka ari klatienes intervijas ar Baltijas
valstu prezidentiem un prezidentu padomniekiem (runu autoriem).

Pétijuma teorétiskais pamatojums

Pétijuma teorétiskais pamats balstits kritisko diskursa studiju (Critical
Discourse Studies) virziena pétnieku N. Férklova (Fairclough, 2013), R. Vodakas
un M. Mejera (Wodak un Mayer, 2016), T. van Deika (van Dijk, 2008), S. Bikalas
(Boukala, 2014 un 2016) pétijumos par kritisko diskursa analizi, E. Tonini-
Bonelli (Tognini-Bonelli, 2001), P. Beikera (Baker, 2012) un A. S. Haidera
(Haider, 2016) pétijjumos par korpusu analizi, ka arl R. C. M. Mola (Mole, 2012),
M. Ziberno (Guibernau, 2007), M. Jurkina (Jurkynas, 2021), A. Kasekampa
(Kasekamp, 2021), M. Fabrikantas (Fabrykant, 2018) 1. Druvietes (Druviete,
2018) un E Zapetini (Zappettini, 2016-2021) darbos par nacionalo identitati,
ka ari E. D. Smita (1997), R. Kila (1998), A. Tabuna (1999), I. Siipules (2012),
B. Belas (2013), E. Klaves (2015), M. Kaprana (2016), N. Kopolovecas (2017),



U. Bergmanes (2020) un D. Andrejeva (2020) publicétajos darbos par Baltijas
valstu socialpolitisko situdciju. Pamatojoties uz promocijas darba teorétisko
nozimi ne tikai valodniecibas nozaré, bet ari socialo un politisko zinatnu noza-
rés un nacionalas identitates daudzskautnaino dabu, darba teorétiskais pamats
veidots, izvértéjot Baltijas valstu pétnieku zinatniskos darbus par nacionalas
identitates tematiku, salidzinot tos ar citu rietumu un austrumu valstu pétnieku
zinatniskajiem darbiem, tadéjadi veidojot kritisko diskursa studiju virzienam
batiski paplasinatu un kritisku konteksta analizi.

PétTjuma metodes

Promocijas darba izmantota pétijuma metodologija balstita kritisko diskursa
studiju un korpuslingvistikas pieeju un metozu sinergija. Metozu kopa ietver
kritiskas diskursa analizes vésturisko pieeju (the Discourse-Historical Approach),
korpusa virzitu pieeju (corpus-driven approach) korpusa teorétiskajai analizei
un korpusa balstitu pieeju (corpus-based approach) kvalitativo datu rezultatu
validé$anai. Komparativa jeb salidzinosa metode izmantota iegato pétjjuma
rezultatu sinhroniskai un diahroniskai salidzinasanai. Prezidentu runu mérku
un rezultatu izpétei pétijuma ieklauta ari Latvijas iedzivotaju viedoklu aptauja
un prezidentu interviju analize.

PétTjuma zinatniska novitate

Promocijas darba zinatniska novitate atspogulojas ne tikai izmantotaja
metodologija jeb kvalitativo un kvantitativo pétjjumu datu analizé un salidzina-
juma, bet ari pétijjuma empirisko datu izvélé. Datu izvéle lauj veikt salidzino$u
Baltijas valstu prezidentu runu analizi gan sinhroniska, gan diahroniska aspekta,
ka ari papildus veic kontrastivu paralélo apakskorpusu analizi Igaunijas, Latvijas
un Lietuvas valstu prezidentu runas simt gadu griezuma.

Pétijuma praktiska nozime

Pétijuma praktiska nozime atspogulojas kvalitativo (kritiska diskursa ana-
lize) un kvantitativo (korpuslingvistika) pétniecibas pieeju apvienojuma un
dazadu datu ieguves un analizes pieeju kopu lietojuma, tai skaita lielu korpusa
datu lietojuma, izmantojot to gan ka teorétisku avotu, gan ka pétijumu metodi
runu kvantitativaja analizé. Praktiskd nozime tiek apliecinata ar interviju un
aptauju datu analizi, tada veida pamatojot runu analizes rezultatus. Pétijuma
izveidots nemarkéts prezidentu runu korpuss, kas dod iespéju izpétit ieprieks
neaprakstitas un detalizéti neanalizétas paplasinatas datu kopas, tadéjadi lie-
tojot korpusu ne tikai ki kvalitativas analizes rezultatu apstiprina$anas metodi
(korpusos balstita pieeja), bet ari veidojot jaunas teorijas, kas balstas izgatajos
korpusa datos un to analizé. Ka piemérs korpusa virzitas pieejas rezultatiem



minami atslégvardi (keywords) un biezak lietotie vardi (wordlist), kuru leksiska
nozime mérka korpusa salidzindjuma ar visparigu references korpusu var
noradit ne vien uz konkréta diskursa vai retoriska stila butiskam iezimém, bet
arl uz runas mazak pamanamam tematisko lauku iezimém. Pétjjuma korpusa
dati un to analize uzskatami par butisku pienesumu kritiskas diskursa analizes
vésturiskajai pieejai prezidentu runu analizé.

Darba aprobacija

Par pétijuma tematu publicétas 12 zinatniskas publikacijas un konferencu
tézes, pétijuma rezultati prezentéti 17 starptautiskas nozimes zinatniskajas
konferencés klatiené un attalinati Latvija, Lietuva, Cehija, Francija, Indija un
Apvienotaja Karalisté. Promocijas darbs tika apspriests un apstiprinats nozares
doktorantaras padomes sédé Latvijas Universitates Humanitaro zinatnu fakul-
taté 2021. gada 10. decembri.
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Individual Identities in Presidential Rhetoric of the Baltic States”
Romane-Kalnina, Liga (2020). 26.11.2020.-27.11.2020. Liepaja, Latvija.
Starptautiska zinatniska konference “Vards un ta pétisanas aspekti’.
Referats “Latvijas prezidenta Egila Levita runu valodiskais profils:
ceremonial, juridiska vai politiska retorika?”

Romane-Kalnina, Liga (2020). 11.12.2020.-12.12.2020. (Tie$saisté):
Praga, Cehija. Starptautiska zinatniska konference “Mezindrodni set-
kani mladych lingvisti 21”. Referats “The Linguistic Guise of (Supra)
National Symbols in the Rhetoric of the Presidents of the Baltic States:
How has the Soviet Uniform Been Displaced by the EU Fashion?”
Romane-Kalnina, Liga (2021). 27.01.2021.-28.01.2021. (TieSsaisté):
Daugavpils, Latvija. Starptautiska zinatniska konference “Zinatniskie
lasijumi XXXI”. Referats “Topoi in Political Discourse in late 2020
Romane-Kalnina, Liga (2021). 06.05.2021.-07.05.2021. (TieSsaisté)
Dizona, Francija: Pirma starptautiska FORTHEM projekta studentu
konference “Eiropa $odien un rit”> Referats “Europe is and has always
been our home - Reflections of the European Identity in the Presidential
Speeches of the Baltic States”.

Romane-Kalnina, Liga (2021). 17.05.2021.-18.05.2021. (Tie$saisté)
Praga, Cehija. Starptautiskd zinatniska konference “Mezindrodni
setkani mladych lingvistt 227 Referats “Common Political History
as an Important Aspect in Constructing the National Identity in
the Presidential Rhetoric of the Baltic States”.

Romane-Kalnina, Liga (2021). 21.05.2021. (Tie$saisté) Riga, Latvija:
Zinatniska konference “Jauno pétnieku diena” Referats: “Nacionalas
identitates jédziens prezidentu diskursa — kvalitativo un kvantitativo
datu sinergija”

Romane-Kalnina, Liga (2021). 23.09.2021.-24.09.2021. (Tie$saisté)
Liepaja, Latvija. Zinatniska konference “VIA SCIENTIARUM”. Referats
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“(De)Constrcution of Common Enemy in Presidential Speeches of
the Baltic States”

15. Romane-Kalnina, Liga (2021). 12.11.2021.-13.11.2021. (Tiessaiste)
Punjaba, Indija. Starptautiska zinatniska konference “Chitkara
University Doctoral Consortium — CUDC 20217, Referats “Discursive
Narration of the Collective Self in Strategically Important Speeches:
the Baltic Approach to Rhetoric in International Assemblies from 1991
through 2021”

16. Romane-Kalnina, Liga (2021). 24.11.2021.-25.11.2021. Vilna, Lietuva.
Starptautiska Lietuvas nacionalas “Martynas Mazvydas” bibliotékas
rikota zinatniska konference “Political Leadership in a Parliamentary
Democracy”. Referats “Communication of Political Leadership against
the Background of Parliamentary Democracy in the Baltic States -
A Linguistic Perspective”.

17. Romane-Kalnina, Liga (2022). 01.02.2022.-02.02.2022. (Tie$saiste)
Londona, Apvienota Karaliste. Piedali$anas zinatniska zurnala Journal of
Baltic Studies 1pasa izdevuma “(Beyond) National Identity in the Baltic
Countries: Varieties, Correlates, and Takeaways” autoru darba grupa,
prezentéjot zurnalam iesniegto publikaciju “Multiple Identities in
the Presidential Speeches of the Baltic States: Construction of Self, Us
and Others”

Promocijas darba struktira

Promocijas darba ir 4 nodalas, 12 pielikumi, 69 tabulas un 21 attéls. Pirmaja
nodala izklastits darba teorétiskais pamatojums, kas veido nepieciesamo kon-
tekstualo pamatu kritiska diskursa studiju pétijumiem politiska diskursa un
retorikas analizé, pievér$oties politiskajam runam, to saturam, mérkiem, funkci-
jam un runu veido$anas lingvistiskajiem panémieniem. Otraja nodala aplukots
identitates jédziens un detalizétak iztirzata Baltijas valstu identitate vésturiskaja,
politiskaja un socialaja konteksta. Tresaja nodala atspoguloti pétijuma ietverto
datu kritiskas analizes rezultati, piedavajot gadijumu izpétes datus, kuros aprak-
stiti prezidentu individualie lingvistiskie profili un to raksturojums nacionalas
identitates konteksta. Minétie profili papildinati ar kritiskas analizes trisdimen-
sionala modela lietojuma rezultatiem, apskatot runas lietotos tematiskos laukus,
izmantotas diskursivas stratégijas un lingvistiskos panémienus, kas tiek izman-
toti nacionalajai identitatei veltitajas konstrukcijas. Ceturtaja nodala atspoguloti
pétijuma datu kvantitativas analizes rezultati, kas pamatojas uz korpusa balstitas
pieejas rezultatiem. Gan teorétisko, gan empirisko analizi papildina pielikumos
ieklautie dati, tai skaitda pétijuma procesa ilustracijas un apraksti, detalizéti
korpusa analizes rezultati un runu klasifikacijas pieméri, interviju un aptauju
datu, ka ari analizéto pieméru apkopojumi, kas ilustré nacionalas identitates
diskursivas konstruésanas trisdimensionalo modeli.
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PROMOCIJAS DARBA SATURA IZKLASTS

1. Valoda un identitate

Valoda ka viens no varas attiecibu veido$anas un izpausmes veidiem ir
bezgaligs diskusiju un pétijumu temats, kas ticis atspogulots daudzos pétijumos
(Fairclough, 1989; Chilton, 2004; Rozina, Karapetjana, 2009; van Dijk, 2010;
David, 2014; Rimniece, Paparinska, Rotkale, Lams, Laizans un Kukjalko, 2020;
Druviete, 2021). Valoda ir ne tikai veids, ka tiek pausta identitate, bet ari iden-
titates pamatsastavdala, kas ir “nozimiga gan katras personibas, gan socialas
grupas, gan sabiedribas un valsts dzivé, un konkrétas valodas lietojumu varam
vértét no individa, socialas grupas un valsts identitates vai pat globalas ling-
vodiversitates skatpunkta, izsakot pat pavisam pretéjus secindjumus” (Druviete,
2021: 18). Lai gan valoda nav tikai varas instruments, tomeér no varas pozicijam
tai paveras plasas socialas realitates ietekmésanas iespéjas, tai skaita grupu iden-
titates konstruésanas, transformésanas vai pat atsevisku elementu nojauksanas
iespéjas, tadéjadi, ka norada tadi pétnieki ka Ruta Vodaka (1989) un Maija
Klemani Deivida (2014), “valoda ir spécigs riks spécigu cilvéku rokas” (Wodak,
1989: 1; David, 2014: 164). Savukart sociala realitate atspogulojas individu un
grupu istenotaja diskursivaja praksé, kuras neatnemama sastavdala ir valoda gan
ka konkrétas nacijas identitates simbols, gan ka §is identitates izpausme.

1.1. Diskursa jédziens

Valodniecibas nozaré pédéjo gadu desmitu laika plasu interesi ieguvis
diskursa jédziens. Lai ari dazadu starpnozaru zinatniskajas publikacijas ta
analize tiek traktéta gan ka teorija, gan ka metode, viens no diskursa analizes
zinamakajiem pétniekiem T. van Deiks (Teun van Dijk) atzist, ka diskurss ir
tikpat izpludis jédziens ka sabiedriba, ideologija un identitate (van Dijk, 2010).
Vienlaikus konstatéjams: jo sarezgitaka ir jédziena daba, jo plasaks ir ta lieto-
jums un interpretacijas. Saja pétijuma diskurss skatits termina plasikaja nozimé,
kas paredz diskursa ka socialas prakses analizi jeb socialo aktoru (social actors)
un situacijas mijiedarbes izpéti. Diskursa struktaru plasaka izpratné veido da-
zadi diskursa tipi. Politiskais diskurss ir institucionala jeb varas diskursa veids,
kas ne vien atspogulo, bet arl piedévé politiskas vértibu sistémas jeb ideologijas
(Fairclough, 2013: 10). Viena no politiskajam ideologijam, kas turpmak saistama
ar nacijas ka iedomatas kopienas télu (Wodak et al., 2009: 18) un nacionalo
identitati ka $is kopienas piederibas sajutu, ir nacionalisms jeb parlieciba, ka
nacija ir centralais politisko organizaciju iedalijuma princips un ka pasaule
ir iedalita atsevi$kas nacijas, kur katrai ir tiesibas uz savu neatkarigu valsti
(Heywood, 117: 16). Politiska diskursa analizé lidz $im minéti divi naciju tipi,
proti, valstsnacija (vacu val. Staatsnation), kas atspogulo pilsoniska nacionalisma
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formas un kur valsts ka politiskais projekts radusies pirms kopigas identitates
izveido$anas, un kultGrnacija (vacu val. Kulturnation), kura nacionala identitate
un etniskas grupas pasapliecinasanas dzina veésturiski ir bijis iemesls valsts vei-
dosanai (Meinecke, 1908; Fabrykant, 2018: 307), tadéjadi atspogulojot etniska
nacionalisma formu (Sapulis, 2013; Zepa 2007). Vésturnieks K. Klavins (2021)
norada, ka termini “valstsnacija” un “kultarnacija’ radusies lidz ar etniska
nacionalisma paradi$anos un ir saistiti ar “valstu robeZu un tautu apdzivoto re-
gionu nesakritibu” (Druviete, 2021: 46). Pienemot, ka diskurss ka sociala prakse
ir valodas darbiba, kuras motivacija ir sociala realitate (konteksts), bet kura
pati spé&j konstruét socialo realitati, jasecina, ka diskursa ir iespéja mainit un
apvienot nacionalisma izpausmes formas un tadéjadi ari transformeét, nojaukt
vai konstruét nacionalas identitates sastavdalas, ka ari konstruét un atspogulot
hibridas identitasu formas.

1.2. ldentitates jédziens

Pamatojoties uz konstruktivisma un poststrukturalisma teorijam, identitate
tiek definéta ka diskursiva konstrukcija (Guibernau, 2007; Dolén, Todoli, 2008;
Mole, 2007, 2012; Wodak et al., 2009, Sﬁpulis, 2013; Flowerdew, Richardson,
2017). Identitates jédziens atspogulo kopibas vai piederibas sajutu, taja pasa
laika ta dualitate nosaka ari atskiribu. Identitate diskursa skatama ka nebeidzams
pasapliecinasanas process, nevis ka nemainigs diskursa produkts jeb veids, ka
persona vai grupa sevi pozicioné attieciba pret citiem (Flowerdew, Richardson,
2017: 4).

Identitatei ir vairaki tipi (diskursiva identitate, situéta identitate un trans-
forméjama identitate) un veidi (individuala identitate, kolektiva identitate un
aréja jeb “cita” identitate) (Wodak, 2005; Bull, 2000; Risse, 2010; McEntianis,
Zappettini, 2014; Wodak, 2020). Nacionala identitate pieder transforméjamo
identitasu tipam un kolektivo identitasu veidam un skatama ka kolektiva pie-
deriba, kas balstas tados elementos ka kopiga vésture un atmina, vértibas un
attieksmes, valoda, kultira un simboli (Guibernau, 2007; Wodak et al., 2009;
Mole, 2012; Hoftman, Buhr, 2013, Druviete, 2018). Ka norada pétnieces I. Garda-
Rozenberga un M. Krimina (2013), “nacionala identitate ir daudzskautnaina
konstrukcija, ar kuru tiek izteikta ne tikai individa piederiba nacionalai un
valstiskai kopienai, bet stiprinata ari valsts un nacijas pastavésana. Proti, nacio-
nalas identitates koncepta ietverta ka personiska, ta kolektiva piederibas izjita,
atmina un pasapzina” (2013: 23). Nacionalas identitates pétijumi 21. gadsimta
pirmaja pusé izvirzijudies socialo pétjjumu tému priek$gala un tikusi plasi at-
spoguloti ne vien Latvijas zinatnieku pétijumos (Tabuns, 1999 un 2010; Zepa,
2007, 2006, 2011 un 2015; Klave, 2010; Sapule, 2012; Siipulis, 2013; Kopoloveca,
2017; Daina, 2018, Druviete, 2018, 2021), bet ari Baltijas, Eiropas un pasaules li-
meni (MCEntee-Atalianis, Zappettini, 2014; Wodak, Boukala, 2015; Zappettini,
2016; Cheskin, 2016; Fabrykant, 2018 Wodak, 2018; Andrejevs, 2020; Jurkynas,
2021). Pamatojoties uz identitates un diskursa konceptu daudzskautnainajiem
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aspektiem, izpausmes veidiem un ipasi — valodas lomu ne vien identitates iz-
pausmé, bet ari tas konstruésana, identitates pétijumi no lingvistiska skatpunkta
ir uzskatami par batisku pienesumu $aja pétijumu nozaré.

Sekojot kritiskas diskursa analizes virzienam nacionalo identitasu pétiju-
mos (Wodak et al., 2009, Guibernau, 2007; Mole 2012), disertacija tiek izvirzitas
tris teksta analizes dimensijas — saturs jeb tematiskie lauki, diskursivas mikro-
un makrostratégijas un lingvistiskas realizacijas formas, tadéjadi atklajot,
ka nacionala identitate un tas dimensijas tiek konstruétas konkréta diskursa,
kur §is “dazadas dimensijas ir savitas runas akta un ir $kiramas tikai analizes
procesd” (Sipulis, 2013: 53). Pétijuma izvirzitie tematiskie analizes lauki ir
kopigas politiskas véstures konstruésana, kopigas politiskas tagadnes un nakot-
nes konstruésana, nacionala gara jeb Homo Nationalis konstruésana, kopigas
kultaras konstruésana un kopigas nacionalas teritorijas un robezu konstrué$ana
(Wodak et al., 2009: 30). Diskursa makro- un mikrolimeni talak tiek iedaliti
stratégijas, kas definéjami ka diskursivo darbibu plani (Wodak et al., 2009).
Konstruktivas un attaisnojosas diskursa makrolimena stratégijas tiek lietotas,
“lai konstruétu un uzturétu pasreizéjo nacionalo identitati, lai nodro$inatu
vienotibu un atskirtu” to no citam identitatém, ka ari lai saglabatu identitati un
attaisnotu kadas konkrétas identitates izpausmes (Wodak et al., 2009, Sﬁpulis,
2013: 53). Transforméjosas stratégijas “censas mainit jau izveidotu un nostipri-
natu identitati” jeb atseviskus $is identitates elementus “uz kadu citu identitates
izpratni, kuras apveidus runitijs jau pie sevis ir konceptualizéjis” (Sapulis,
2013: 53). Savukart destruktivas jeb noardosas stratégijas ir tas, kuras socialie
aktori lieto, “lai sagrautu vai izjauktu jau izveidotos nacionalas identitates
konstruktus” (Sipulis, 2013). Pie ieprieksnosauktajam diskursa makrolimena
stratégijam minamas ari mikrostratégijas, kas palidz istenot tadas diskursivas
funkcijas ka asimilacija un ieklausana, disimilacija un izslégsana, turpinasana
vai partrauksana, vainas un atbildibas parnese, legitimizacija, negativa otra un
pozitiva sevis atspogulos$ana, singularizacija, autonomizacija un trivializacija.
Diskursivajas stratégijas savukart var tikt izmantotas runas klisejas jeb toposi,
kas ir dala no argumentacijas shémam (Wodak, 2001; Kopoloveca, 2017: 23),
dazadi retorikas panémieni un lingvistiskas realizacijas formas (Wodak et al.,
2009: 37-43). Toposi Aristotela rakstos atspoguloti ka politiska diskursa vie-
tas (Kopoloveca, 2017; Vogiatzi, 2019), izsakamas ka iegalvojumi (vietotnes),
kas ir vai nu “validas izteikuma formas’, vai “Skietami iegalvojumi jeb kladas”
(Ramniece et al., 2020: 169). Janorada, ka $im iegalvojumu formam antikaja
literattra atrodamas dazadas nozimes, bet musdienas - atkariba no analizes
metodikas un zinatnes nozares — gan starpdisciplindrajos pétijumos arzemju
pétnieku darbos (Boukala, 2016), gan latvie$u pétnieku darbos tam pieskirti
dazadi termini: argumentacijas taktika (Klave, 2010); vietne (Gorneva, 2015);
toposs (Kopoloveca, 2017); vietotne (Ramniece et al., 2020). Kritiskaja dis-
kursa analizé termins toposs, lai ari plasi kritizéts par ta visparinasanu (Zagar,
2010), tomeér ir lietots nevis ta antikaja izpratné, bet ka argumentacijas shémas
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sastavdala, kas “veido pamatu parejai no argumenta pie secinajuma’ (Wodak,
2001; Wodak et al., 2009; Kopoloveca, 2017). Ne vienmér toposs teksta ir ekspli-
cits un atbilst noteiktai formulai, pieméram, ja a ir labs, tad B ir slikts vai ja B ir
slikts, tad a ir labs (Wodak et al., 2009: 244). Promocijas darba termins foposs ir
lietots ka argumentacijas shému sastavdala, kas palidz veikt argumentu analizi
no lingvistiska skatpunkta.

1.3. Retorikas jédziens

Retorika antikaja literatura tiek definéta ka runas maksla jeb “spéja saskatit
iespéjami parliecino$o ikviena gadijuma” (Aristotelis; tulkots Barlett, 2019:
10; Ramniece, Paparinska, Rotkale, Lams, Laizans un Kukjalko, 2020: 29), bet
diskursa analizé retorika definéta ka “zinatne par cilvéku ietekmésanu ar vardu
palidzibu” (Kopoloveca, 2017: 36). Parliecinasana atkariga no trim atseviskiem
kritérijiem, proti, tiem, kas atspogulojas runataja rakstura vai attieksmes tica-
miba (ethos), tiem, kas atkarigi no klausitaju emocijam (pathos), un tiem, kas
saistiti ar pasu runu, tas tematiem un tajos izklastitajiem argumentiem (logos)
(Flowerdew, Richardson, 2017: 228). Tatad retorikas funkcija ir parliecinasana,
kas ietver argumentaciju ka faktos balstitu parliecinasanu un var ietvert ari
manipulaciju ka emociju ietekmésanas panémienu. Argumentacija ir stratégisks
lingvistisku un kognitivu darbibu modelis, kura mérkis ir attaisnot vai izaici-
nat viedoklus vai izteikumus, kas konkreéta situacija kluvusi problematiski vai
apSaubami (Hart, Cap, 2014: 73). Argumentacijas pamatsastavdalas, ka minéts
ieprieks, ir toposi jeb formalas un saturiski butiskas argumentu dalas, kas
sasaista argumenta izteikto apgalvojumu vai prasibu ar secindjumu, kas izriet
no ta (Wodak, Mayer 2016, Vogiatzi, 2019). Attiecigi argumenti politiskaja dis-
kursa un ipasi nacionalas identitates diskursa var tikt veidoti ar dazadu toposu
palidzibu, pieméram, véstures toposs, autoritates toposs, salidzinasanas toposs,
skaitlu toposs, skaistas un idilliskas vietas toposs (locus amoenos), briesmigas
vietas toposs (locus terribilis), lidzibas vai atskiribas toposs, véstures ka skolotaja
toposs (topos of history as teacher), definicijas toposs, draudu toposs, atbildibas
toposs (Wodak et al., 2009: 36-43). Parliecinasana var tikt lietota ari lingvistiska
manipulacija jeb apzinata valodas lidzeklu izvéle, lai sléptu runataja patiesos
nodomus un kontrolétu mérka grupas klausitaju uztveri un emocijas runatajam
izdeviga veida (van Dijk, 2008; Rozina, Karapetjana, 2009).

Lingvistiskd manipulacija diskursa var but nelegitima (kad mérka audito-
rijas zinasanu trikuma dé] to iespaidot ir vieglak un tas tiek apzinati darits)
un legitima (kad meérka auditorijas zinaganu limenis lauj at$ifrét runataja domu
un nodomu), ka ari pozitiva, kad manipulacijas mérkis ir parliecinat klausitaju
par to, kas ir izdevigs ne vien pasam runatajam, bet ari klausitagjam (van Dijk,
2008; James, 2018). Attiecigi runataja argumentos iespéjams integrét dazadus
retorikas panémienus, ar kuru palidzibu iespéjams ietekmét ne vien klausitaja
emocijas, bet ari radit noteiktu iespaidu par runataju, runas tému un taja iztir-
zatajiem tematiem. Viens no $adiem panémieniem ir retoriskie jautajumi, kuri
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atkariba no konteksta var tikt klasificéti ka lingvistiska manipulacija, jo uzruna
klausitaja socidlo pienakumu izjatu atbildét uz jautajumu vai vismaz apdomat
atbildi, tadéjadi kognitivi liekot klausitajam pievérst ipa$u uzmanibu un piekrist
runatdja viedoklim (Black, 1992: 2). Turklat retoriskie jautajumi var tikt lietoti,
lai atspogulotu politisko identitati (Chilton, Schiftner, 2002: 231).

Parliecinaganas noliikos politiskaja diskursa tiek izmantoti eifémismi jeb
valodas lidzeklis, ar kura palidzibu iespéjams semantiski mikstinat sakama
iespéjami negativo efektu, — tas ir viens no politiskaja diskursa visbiezak
lietotajiem lingvistiskas manipulacijas panémieniem (van Dijk, 2006a: 737;
Placinska, Karapetjana, 2016: 6). Kognitivaja lingvistika ka lingvistiskas ma-
nipulacijas panémienu min ari metonimiju — tropu veidu, makslinieciskas
izteiksmes lidzekli, kas $1 darba konteksta tiek uzskatits par retorikas lidzekli,
ar kura palidzibu iespéjams parnest divu asociativi saistitu konceptu nozimes
(Rozina un Karapetjana, 2009: 113), kas diskursa funkcioné lidzigi ka eifémismi,
vietniekvardu (meés - vini) pretstatijums vai apzinats cieSamas kartas lietojums.
Minéta taktika palidz slépt darbibas agentus vai parnest atbildibu no viena
agenta uz otru vai uz grupu (Wodak et al., 2009: 43). Kognitivaja lingvistika ka
vienu no metonimijas veidiem min sinekdohu jeb referenta nosaukuma aizvie-
toSanu ar cita referenta nosaukumu, kas ir vai nu $auraka, vai plasaka tas pasas
semantiskas kategorijas sastavdala (Lakoff, Johnson, 2003). Lidzigi kognitivaja
lingvistika uzsver metaforas ka domasanas veida nozimi, jo metaforas palidz
ne vien ietérpt sarezgitus konceptus pazistamos un vienkarsos vardos, bet ari
konceptuala limeni ietekmét meérkauditorijas uztveres un atminas procesus,
tadeéjadi spéjot teksta atspogulot sabiedribas vértibu sistémas (Laundau, 2017:
56, Boukala 2016: 261). Vienlaikus ne vien kognitivaja lingvistika, bet ari dis-
kursa analizé ka viens no metaforas veidiem minéta personifikacija (Landau,
2017; Lakoft , Johnson, 2003; Wodak et al., 2009), kas lauj nedziviem objektiem
sugestivi piedévét cilvéka ipasibas, tadéjadi veidojot spécigu emocionalu efektu,
kas politiskaja diskursa - lidzigi ka retoriskie jautajumi — palidz veidot socialo
kontaktu, saikni un piekritibu (Wodak et al., 2009: 44).

Vietniekvardi ka atsaucu jeb indeksacijas veids var tikt izmantoti gan
identitates atspogulo$anai, gan ari tas veidos$anai, klasificéjot atseviskas grupas
vai personas ka piederigas konkrétas grupas identitatei vai no tas norobezotas
(meés - vini kategorizacija) (O’Keefte, 2006; Cramer, 2010; Mulderrig, 2012).
Kritiskas diskursa analizes pétnieki vietniekvardu lietojumam diskursa pieskir
ipasu nozimi, jo ar to palidzibu, lidzigi ka ar metaforam, var konstruét lidzibu
un atskiribu, konstruét iekséjas grupas un aréjas grupas, ieklaut kadu kategoriju
vai to diskriminét, tadéjadi veidojot deiktiskos centrus, kas parada identitasu
robezas (Fairclough,2013; Wodak et al., 2009, van Dijk, 2008; O’Keeffe, 2006).
Lidz ar to kritiska diskursa analize vietniekvardus péta ne tikai ka tekstveides
elementus, bet ari ka socialo identitasu iezimétajus, kas palidz atspogulot vér-
tibu sistémas, piederibu vai atskiribu. Pieméram, tadi personu vietniekvardi ka
es, tu, mes, jis tiek lietoti iek$éjo grupu konstruésanai un ari iek§éjo robezu
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atspogulosanai, ka ari atbildibas parnesanai no runataja uz grupu vai otradi, sa-
vukart personas vietniekvards vini un noradamais vietniekvards tie var noradit
uz aréjas vai “mums’ nepiederosas grupas identitates konstruésanu. Lidz ar to
dazadu vietniekvardu lietojums diskursa reti uzskatams par neitralu, jo ieklau-
joSo vietniekvardu lietojums parasti nozimé, ka kads netiek grupa ieklauts, jo
nevar but tikai “més”, ja neeksisté pretéjie — tie, kas nav piederigi “meés” grupai
(Wales, 1996; O’Keeffe, 2006: 130, Cramer, 2010; Klave, 2010; Mulderrig, 2012;
Fairclough, 2013).

1.4. Prezidentu runas

Runa ir retoriskas izteiksmes veids. Péc Aristotela teorijas ir tris runu veidi,
proti, padomu jeb politiska runa, tiesu jeb juridiska runa un parades jeb ce-
remoniala runa (Ramniece et al., 2020: 42). Katram runas veidam raksturigi
dazadi runas laiki (politiskajam runam - nakotne, juridiskajam - pagatne, un
ceremonialajam - tagadne), mérki (attiecigi — pierunasana vai atrunasana, no-
tiesasana vai attaisno$ana, slavinasana vai pelSana), temati (finanses, politika,
likumdog$ana; netaisniga riciba, tas iemesli, vainigie un cietusie; tikums un
nekrietniba, skaistais vai apkaunojosais) un panémieni (paraugi, iegalvojumi vai
daudzinajumi). Tomér janorada, ka prezidentu runu fokuss un raksturs ir daudz-
dimensionals, nevis centréts uz vienu vai diviem runas tematiem un mérkiem,
tadéjadi atkariba no plasaka runas konteksta runas var mities pagatne, tagadne
un nakotne, témas un temati, ka ari izmantotie valodas lidzekli. Vienlaikus, ka
norada diskursa pétnieks M. Reisigls (Martin Reisigl), runu autors ne vienmeér
ir pats runatajs, parasti ta ir padomnieku komanda, kas atspogulo institucionalo
diskursu, kura centra tiek izvirzits pats runatajs (Reisigl, 2008: 257). Ka atzist
Vines pétnieku grupa, lai gan politiskas runas visbiezak raksta politiskie padom-
nieki, runas teik$ana, tas efekts un rezultati ir vienigi pasa runataja atbildiba
(Wodak, de Cillia, Reisigl, Liebhart, 2009: 71).

Turklat to, vai runu rakstijis vai tas taps$ana piedalijies ir pats runatajs,
ne vienmér ir iespéjams noskaidrot, tadé], analizéjot politiskas runas, svariga
ir atsauce uz pasu runataju ka institucionala diskursa parstavi. Attiecigi prezi-
dents - ka simboliskais valsts lideris — uzskatams par savas institiicijas parstavi,
tadéjadi runa ka $is institacijas kopdarbs uzskatama par prezidenta atbildibu.
Tomeér, lai gan prezidentu runas uzskatamas par politiska diskursa sastavdalu,
to funkcijas ir atskirigas un parasti netiek pamatotas ar spécigu argumentaciju
vai eksplicitu parliecina$anu, lai iegfitu atbalstitajus vai vélétajus, bet drizak
skatamas ka ritualos pamatotas tautas kopibas vai vienotibu veidojosas darbibas
(Beasley, 2004: 10) vai ka dialogs ar tautu (Wilson, 2015: 1). Neskatoties uz to,
mainigu politisko apstaklu laikos un demokratija, kad pilsoniska lidzdaliba ir
ipasi svariga, ari prezidentu runam var bat butiska nozime valsts iedzivotaju
uzrunasana, tadé] prezidentu runas var identificét politiskajam diskursam un
retorikai raksturigos elementus. Lidz ar to prezidentu runam ka politiskajam
runam atkariba no to konteksta var bit gan parliecinasanas un manipulacijas
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runas veida iezimes, gan epideiktiskas runas veida iezimes, gan ari juridiskas
runas veida iezimes (Reisigl, 2008: 254).

2. Baltijas valstu identitates laika un telpa

Baltijas valstu nacionalas identitates analitiskajam aprakstam izvéléts trisdi-
mensionals konteksta analizes modelis, kas ietver vésturiski un sociali politiska
konteksta apskatu Baltijas valstu pétnieku darbos, geopolitiskos austrumus par-
stavo$o pétnieku darbos, ka arl rietumvalstu pétnieku darbos. Ta, pieméram,
Krievijas un Eiropas starptautisko attiecibu pétnieks V. Morozovs (2004) analizé
Krievijas nacionalo identitati un Baltijas valstu ka “jaunas Eiropas” identitates,
kas ir raisijis Krievijas valdosas elites bailes par tiesu Krievijas un tas naciona-
las identitates ka “vecas Eiropas dalas” izolaciju un norobezo$anu (bordering)
(Morozov, 2004: 321). Kontekstos, kur neatkariba un suverenitate izvirzas grupu
identitates elementu priek$plana, var runat arl par robezu identitati (bordering
identity, identity of the other), kas Baltijas valstu gadijuma geopolitiska aspekta ir
Krievija un vésturiski Padomju Savieniba. Politiskas zinatnes pétnieks A. Ceskins
(Ammon Cheskin) apraksta dazadas Baltijas valstu (ipasi Latvijas) iedzivotaju
atminas par neatkaribas zaudésanu 20. gs. vidi un atgiisanu 20. gs. beigas un
norada, ka starp etnisko un minoritasu populacijam Latvija notiek “atminu kars’,
kas kolektivo atminu ka batisku nacionalas identitates sastavdalu $ajas valstis
padara par sabiedribu skelosu elementu (Cheskin, 2016: 10). Lidzigu situacijas
analizi veicis arl sociologs D. Andrejevs (2020), noradot, ka Krievijas un Baltijas
valstis mitoSo krieviski runajo$o minoritasu ieskata Otrais pasaules kar§ beidzas
ar Krievijas varonigu uzvaru par nacismu, tacu Baltijas valstu etnisko populaciju
ieskata tas beidzas ar “brutalas padomju varas éras saksanos un nelegalu ieprieks
neatkarigu valstu okupaciju” (Andrejevs, 2020: 1314). Pétnieku aprakstita sprie-
dze detalizéti analizéta ari Latvijas un paréjo Baltijas valstu pétnieku darbos,
pieméram, sociologs A. Tabuns (1999) Padomju Savienibas rusifikacijas politiku
Baltijas valstis (ipasi Igaunija un Latvija) apraksta ka “meérki radit valstis asimet-
risko bilingvalitati un lingvistisko segregaciju”, kas praksé izpaudas ka prasiba
visiem prast krievu valodu, ta¢u nacionala valoda (attiecigi latviesu vai igaunu)
vairs nebija nepiecies$ama (Tabuns, 1999: 7). A. Tabuns (1999) ari norada, ka
tiesi Latvijas galvaspilséta Riga 20. gadsimta otraja pusé, salidzinot ar gadsimta
pirmo pusi, “latviesi bija kluvusi par etnisko minoritati pasi sava galvaspilséta’
(Tabuns, 1999: 5). Ka redzams prezidentu runu analizgé, ipasi starptautiskajas
runas, tie$i $is aspekts ietekméjis prezidentu runas lietoto tematisko lauku
(kopigas politiskas pagatnes atspogulojums) un legitimizacijas un attaisnojuma
stratégiju lietojumu. Attiecigi vairaku pétnieku darbos (Tabuns, 2001; Zepa,
2007; Castells, 2020; Mole, 2012) uzsvérta demografiskas proporcionalitates
nozime nacionalo identitasu veidosanas un veido$anas procesa Baltijas valstis.
Lietuva péc Padomju Savienibas sabrukuma etniska populacija veidoja ap 80%
sabiedribas, Latvija - 52%, Igaunija — 61% (Mole, 2012). Tadéjadi valoda un
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nacionala atmina zinatniskajos pétijumos raksturoti ka divi batiski Baltijas valstu
nacionalo identitasu elementi un kopiga 20. gadsimta vésturiska pieredze, kuru
veido padomju okupacija, 20. gs. 80. gadu atmoda, 1989. gada akcija “Baltijas
cel§”; kopigas Baltijas juras robezas un robezas ar Krieviju. Kopigo vésturisko
pieredzi veido ari jauna loma Eiropas Savienibas un NATO valstu “gimené”, kas
raksturotas ka trispusigas Baltijas regiona identitates jeb “kopibas” sastavdalas
(Cheskin, 2016; Chulos, Piirainen, 2017; Jurkynas, 2021: 89).

Minéto pétnieku, ipasi, pieméram, Krievijas pétnieku, darbos biezi vérojama
tiesi atSkiribu uzsvérsana, pievérsoties Baltijas valstu nacionalo identitasu atspo-
gulojumam no valodas un kolektivas atminas skatpunkta, tomér, pieméram, B.
Belas (2013) pétijums parada, ka nacionalajai identitatei ka socialai konstrukcijai
ir tendence mainities un kopigi nacionalas identitates elementi vérojami Latvijas
iedzivotaju attieksmé pret likumu ievéro$anu, netaisnibas novér$anu, nodoklu
maksajumiem un citiem pilsoniskas lidzdalibas elementiem (Bela, 2013: 7).
Socialo un politisko procesu pétniece M. Fabrikanta (Fabrykant, 2018) uzsver,
ka, neskatoties uz Baltijas valstu teorétisko atbilstibu kultarnacijas tipam un
vairaku pétnieku uzsvértajiem etniska nacionalisma elementiem Baltijas valstu
identitasu diskursos, Baltijas regions un ta kompleksas identitates ir daudz baga-
takas un to analize ir daudzkart sarezgitaka par tradicionalo identitates analizi.
Tadeéjadi $o valstu identitates nedrikst neparprotami klasificét ka etniska nacio-
nalisma identitasu tipam piederigas, jo, pieméram, Lietuva nacionala identitate
atspogulojas pilsoniskas, etniskas un konstruktivisma komponentes lidzaspa-
stavé$ana un pat savienojuma, nevis savstarpéja konkurencé, kur lepnums par
vareno Lietuvas lielhercogisti un drosmigo cinu par brivibu 20. gadsimta mijas
ar noteiktas sabiedribas dalas nostalgiju péc padomju laikiem un atminam par
padomju laikos piedzivoto nakotnes nedrosibu (Fabrykant, 2018: 308). Taja pasa
laika Igaunijas un Latvijas nacionalas identitates parada hibridu identitasu ek-
sistenci, kas paver daudz lielaku integracijas un ieklausanas potencialu. Lidz ar
to Baltijas valstis prieksstati par etnisko nacionalismu kolektivaja apzina krietni
atskiras no faktiskas situacijas Igaunija, Lietuva un Latvija un piederibas sajiitas
kolektivaja apzina, tapéc nacionalas piederibas sajita un patriotisks lepnums
ne vienmér ir atkarigi tikai no valsts veido$anas procesiem vésturiska narativa
konteksta, bet drizak no jaunizveidotas valsts pieredzes (Fabrykant, 2018: 309).
Tadi, pieméram, ir Latvijas sportistu vai kultiiras parstavju starptautiskie
panakumi vai “religija, vecaku un bérnu attiecibas, ciena pret autoritatém un
tradicionalas gimenes vértibas” (Druviete, Pozarnova, 2021: 94), kas ari nereti
tiek uzsveérti politisko lideru runas. Pamatojoties uz iepriek§ minéto, secinams,
ka gan Baltijas valstu individualas nacionalas identitates, gan Baltijas kopiga
regionala identitate ir mainiga un pielagojas aktualajam kontekstam. Igaunijas,
Latvijas un Lietuvas nacionalas identitates nesaknojas tikai etniskos elementos
un nav “slégtas’, bet — tiesi otradi — tas virzas uz pilsonisko vértibu nostipri-
nasanos lidzas jau pastavosajam nicijas vértibam, musdienas klastot vairak
atvértas, kompleksas un spéjigas mijiedarboties. Vienlaikus var uzskatit, ka ipasi
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krizes laika valstu lideriem un vados$ajam politiskajam un mediju diskursam
ir plasakas iespéjas ietekmét grupu identitasu veido$anas, transformacijas vai
nojauk$anas procesus.

Veértéjot valodas nozimi Baltijas valstu nacionalo un kopigas regionalas
identitates konteksta, Druviete (2010) norada, ka Latvijas un Igaunijas pamatna-
cijas valoda un kultara attistijusies Vacijas un Krievijas varas ietekmé, savukart
Lietuvas identitate, kuras saknes mekléjamas talaka Lietuvas lielhercogistes laiku
vésturé, pastavéjusi un veidojusies Polijas un Krievijas varu ietekmé (Druviete,
2010: 403; Andrejevs, 2020: 1320). Tapat atskiribas uzsveramas valodas izcel-
smes jautajumos, jo latviesu un lietuviesu valoda ir indoeiropie$u valodu saimes
baltu valodas, savukart igaunu valoda pieder somugru valodu saimei (Druviete,
2010: 402). Vienlaikus janorada, ka valsts iedzivotaji “nav viendabiga masa”
(Druviete, Liepa, 2021: 119), un, ta ka Baltijas valstis péc Padomju Savienibas
dzivo vairakas etnisko minoritasu grupas, ir pamats uzskatit, ka visu tris pamat-
naciju valodu ka $o valstu nacionalo identita§u pamatveértibu uztvere Igaunija,
Latvija un Lietuva atskiras atbilstos$i valstis dzivojoso etnisko minoritasu ling-
vistiskajai un kultaras integracijas pakapei (Druviete, Liepa, 2021). Vienlaikus,
ka atzist B. Zepa un E. Klave (2011) un B. Bela (2013), valoda, kultdra un
piederibas sajata minamas ka galvenas nacionalo identitati veidojosas veértibas
gan mazakumtautibu, gan latviesu izpratné.

Par nacionalas identitates elementiem tiek uzskatiti ari valsts simboli:
karogs, himna, gerbonis un tas vésturiskie varoni (Lietuvas valdnieks, diz-
kunigaitis un karalis Mindaugs (Mindaugas) un dizkunigaitis Vitauts Dizais
(Vytautas Didysis), ka arl legendam un varonteiksmam apvitie mitiskie varoni:
Lacplésis Latvija, Kalevipoegs Igaunija. So tautas varonu un simbolu ieklaugana
diskursa var tikt uzskatita par nacionalas identitates konstruésanas elementu,
ko ikdienas diskursa nedrikst lietot parspiléti, tados gadijumos tas var klat par
“banala nacionalisma” pieméru (Billig, 1995). Tomér jauzsver, ka iedomatas
komtinas kopibas sajtitai nepiecieSsama ne vien abstraktu vértibu konstruésana,
bet ari “taustamu” jeb redzamu fizisku simbolu reprezentacija, kas vizualizé
nacijas identitati un nodrosina tas ats$kiribu no citiem (Zappettini, 2016: 85).
Latvijas nacionalajai identitatei piedévéti ari tadi raksturigi elementi ka “zems
pasvértéjums, lepnums bt latvietim, spitigums, individualitate, skaudiba, node-
viba, noslégtiba, dziedataju daba, tuviba dabai un dazadi tradiciju un mitiskie
elementi, ka dziesmu svétki, sénosana, bérzu sulu tecinasana un citi” (Veisbergs,
2015: 10). Atsaucoties uz akadémika J. Stradina (2018) teikto, “latvie$i esot
emocionalaki neka igauni, bet piesardzigaki neka lietuvie$i” (Druviete, Liepa,
2021: 115). Mitologija, dziesmu svétku tradicijas un vésture ka nacionala lep-
numa elements raksturoti ari ka Lietuvas nacionalas identitates elementi, kas
tiek uzskatita par rietumu un austrumu kultaru elementu kombinaciju (Savicka,
2007: 11, Andrejevs, 2020: 1311). Savukart Igaunijas — lidzigi ka Latvijas -
identitates galvenais elements ir valoda (Subrenat, 2004: 7), ka arl sabiedriba
pienemtais un atzitais mits par to, ka Igaunija ir mazaka valsts Eiropa, ka ta

21



ir tilts starp Rietumeiropu un Austrumeiropu (Taagepera, 2018: 14). Turklat
batisks Igaunijas nacionalas identitates elements ir tehnologiska attistiba un
lepnums par valsts izaugsmi péc neatkaribas atgusanas, tautas ziemelnieciskais
raksturs, pielidzinot Igauniju Skandinavijas valstim, kas plasi tiek pieminéts
ari valsts prezidentu runas. M. Jurkins (2020) pat secina, ka divdesmit pirma
gadsimta otraja desmitgadé Baltijas valstu prezidenti vienbalsigi pozicioné ne
tikai Igauniju, bet ari Latviju un Lietuvu ka Ziemeleiropu, nevis Austrumeiropu
(Jurkynas, 2020: 102), kur skaidri tiek izteikta robeza starp nu jau plasak izvei-
dotu ieksgrupu un aréjo jeb sveso. Lidz ar to ari Baltijas regionala identitate,
tapat ka So valstu individualas nacionalas identitates tiek konstanti transforméta
un no teorétiska koncepta partop praktiska identificé$anas procesa starp Baltijas
valstu iedzivotajiem, kurus vieno nevis kopiga valoda, bet kopiga vésture, at-
seviski kopigi kultiiras elementi, kopigas vértibas un kopiga geopolitiska telpa.
Vienlaikus, ka atzinis E. Seids (1995), katra laika posma ne tikai sabiedriba, bet
ari politiskie lideri ka §is sabiedribas parstavji norobezo savéjos no svesajiem jeb
konstrué kopigu “cita” télu (Said, 1995: 332). Tadéjadi tiek stiprinata ieksgrupu
identitate, jo kopiga “cita” loma ir batiska ne tikai agrina identitates veido$anas
procesa, bet ari krizes laika (Petersoo, 2007). Tie$i $ados brizos cilvékus vairak
par visu vieno cina pret kopigu ienaidnieku, kas atgadina “kas més esam” un
“ka meés ats$kiramies no viniem” (Triandafyllidou, 1998: 603). Pamatojoties uz
pasreizéjo geopolitisko situaciju, ne vien Igaunijas, Latvijas un Lietuvas nacio-
nalas identitates un Baltijas valstu regionala identitate, bet arl parnacionalas
Eiropas un geopolitisko rietumu identitate un tas robezas varétu klat spécigak
izteiktakas, neka tas bijis lidz $im.

3.  Kritiskas diskursa analizes un korpuslingvistikas sinergija

Lai gan politisko runu analize un kritika ir tikpat sena ka pats publisko
runu radi$anas un teikSanas process, runu analizé lietotas metodes un pie-
ejas gadu gaita batiski attistijusas (Reisigl, 2018: 261). Tadéjadi misdieniga
publiska diskursa analize ietver ne tikai valodas un diskursa elementu analizi
un kritiku, bet ari detalizétu kontekstualo iezimju izpéti un kritiku. Kritiskas
diskursa studijas ka pétijumu virziens radas 20. gadsimta beigas, un ta pa-
matlicéji bija pétnieku grupa T. van Deika, R. Vodakas, N. Férklova, G. Kresa
un T. van Levéna sastava (Wodak, Mayer, 2016). Kritiskas diskursa studijas
(KDS) (sakotnéji kritiska diskursa analize) radas ka reakcija uz varas diskursu
biezi manipulativo praksi, kuru ta laika pétijumu metodes nespéja pietiekami
detalizéti izskaidrot. Atskiriba starp diskursa analizi un kritiska diskursa
analizi mekléjama to galvenajas funkcijas, jo kritiskas diskursa analizes sva-
rigaka funkcija ir orientacija uz problému un starpdisciplinara pieeja valodas
un socialo fenomenu mijiedarbes analizei, izpratnei, skaidro$anai un kritikai
(Wodak, Mayer, 2016). Ka vairums inovaciju, ari §is pétijumu virziens radies,
atbildot uz nepieciesamibu risinat un izprast sabiedribas problémas, tade] KDS
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sakotnéji un visbiezak pazistamas ka ideologijas un varas diskursa semiotisko
datu analizes pieeju kopums, kas tiek pielagots atbilstosi virzienam, disciplinai,
pétijuma objektam un plasakam veésturiski socialam kontekstam. Kritiska dis-
kursa analize tikusi biezi kritizéta par koncentrésanos uz negativajiem diskursa
aspektiem, pétnieku aizspriedumiem, pétijjumu datu pielagosanu hipotézém,
objektivitates trikumu un visparinajumiem, jo, ta ki diskursa analize paredz
detalizétu teksta analizi makro- un mikrolimeni, ir saméra neliela iespéja runat
par tekstu ka diskursa reprezentaciju (Barlett, 2012). Reprezentativitate nozimé,
ka pétijuma ir jaieklauj minimalais datu apjoms, lai spétu veikt visparigus seci-
najumus par konkrétu diskursivo praksi.

Reagejot uz kritiku, KDS skolas pétnieki gadu gaita papildinajusi KDS pie-
ejas, ieklaujot tajas starpdisciplinaras, eklektiskas un neierobezotas metodes, kas
vairuma gadijumu lauj izvairities no iepriek§minétajiem trakumiem. Diskursa
vésturiska pieeja ir viena no KDS virziena starpdisciplinarajam pieejam, kas
koncentréjas uz butisku véstures aspektu nozimi diskursa struktaru veidos$ana,
tacu vienlaikus analizé atlauj lietot metozu un teoriju kopumu intralingvistiskos
(leksiskas izvéles, kolokacijas, tematiska un sintaktiska koherence un dazadas
diskursivas stratégijas) un ekstralingvistiskos faktorus (socialie mainigie un
institucionalie ietvari) (Blackledge, 2005: 19). Diskursa vésturiskas pieejas me-
todologiskaja apraksta ir minétas diskursivas stratégijas. Pie tam butu minama
nominacijas, predikativas, argumentacijas, perspektivizacijas, ka ari mazinaganas
un intensifikacijas stratégija, kas palidz definét, aprakstit un raksturot socialos
elementus, ka ari argumentét runataja viedokli, pozicionét attieksmi un uzsvert
vai mazinat izteikuma spéku (Flowerdew, Richardson, 2017: 52). Tadéjadi KDS
saknes mekléjamas retorikas un teksta lingvistikas, antropologijas, filozofijas,
socialas psihologijas, kognitivas zinatnes, literatlirzinatnes, sociolingvistikas,
lietikas valodniecibas un pragmatikas nozaré un KDS skatama ka caurviju
metodologiski teorétiska skola, kuras pamatprincipi balstas interesé par dabisko
valodas lietojumu un valodas lietotdja un vides mijiedarbi, par plasaku valodas
vienibu neka teikums, arpusteksta un neverbalo aspektu lomu diskursa ka so-
cialaja praksé, detalizéta un dinamiska teksta ta plasakaja nozimé un konteksta
mijiedarbes analizé, pievérsoties sociali kognitivo un sazinas procesu, stratégiju
un panémienu analizei (Wodak, Mayer, 2016).

Viens no jaunakajiem pienesumiem tradicionali kvalitativajam KDS
raksturam minama korpuslingvistikas jeb kvantitativo datu analizes integ-
racija. Divdesmit pirma gadsimta valodas pétijumos korpusu dati uzskatami
par nepiecieSamu uzticamas, parbaudamas un reprezentativas metodologijas
sastavdalu, jo tie veicina pétnieka objektivitati, mazinot iespéjamos aizsprie-
dumus vai subjektivu viedoklu ietekmi (Baker, 2006: 16). Korpuslingvistikas
pamatprincipi pamatojas datorizéta un automatiska analizé, autentisku datu
ieguvé un apstradé, ka ari lielu, reprezentativu valodas pieméru analizé (Baker,
2012). Turklat korpuslingvistikas metodes piedava korpusu izmantot ne tikai
ka kvantitativas analizes metodi, bet ari ka teoriju, veidojot specializétu vél
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neizpétitu datu kopu un veicot pirmreizéju nemarkéta korpusa analizi, tada
veida atklajot konkréta valodas pieméra iezimes (Tognini-Bonelli, 2001: 84).
Tadéjadi korpusa dati palidz statistiski apstiprinat kvalitativas analizes rezulta-
tus un veidot jaunus, vél nebijusus datu modelus (Johnstone, 2018). Korpusu
dati un to analize ir Ipasi noderigi diahroniskaja, ka ari komparativaja analizg,
tada veida uzradot lingvistisko iezimju izmainas laika (O’Keeffe, Mccarthy,
2014: 596). Attistoties korpuslingvistikai ka valodniecibas apaksnozarei, mus-
dienas ir pieejami daudzi korpusu analizes riki un programmas, ka, pieméram,
AntConc programma, Sketch Engine tie$saistes riks un Voyant tie$saistes riks,
kas izmantoti promocijas darba korpusa datu uzglabasanai, klasifikacijai, ana-
lizei un vizualizacijai.

4. Peétijuma rezultati: Baltijas valstu nacionalo identitasu
konstruéSana prezidentu runas

Pétijuma rezultati disertacija atspoguloti gan ka gadijumu izpétes (Igaunijas,
Latvijas un Lietuvas prezidentu lingvistiskie profili nacionalas identitates kon-
teksta, kur analizes kritériji ir atslégvardi, lietotie un lingvistiskie panémieni
un diskursivas stratégijas, galvenie runu temati) rezultati, gan ka kritiskas runu
analizes rezultati (analizes kritériji atspoguloti teksta saturisko, diskursivo un
lingvistisko dimensiju analizé), gan ka kvantitativas jeb korpusa balstitas un
no korpusa izrieto$as pieejas rezultatu apskats (analizes kritériji - atslégvardi,
konkrétu leksisko elementu konkordancu un vardu ski¢u analize). Tadi analizes
kritériji ka atslégvardu vai kolokaciju biezums promocijas darba atspoguloti,
izmantojot korpusu analizé iegatos kvantitativos datus, bet, pieméram, ling-
vistisko papémienu biezuma uzskaitijums, izmantojot datu analizes rikus,
nav veikts, vienlaikus, veicot runu kritisko analizi apakskorpusos, tika veikta
konkréto nacionalas identitates konstrukcijas identificéto tematu, diskursivo
stratégiju un lingvistisko panémienu uzskaite, lai identificétu katras valsts
parstavjiem raksturigos nacionalas identitates konstruésanas tematus, lietotas
stratégijas un lingvistiskos panémienus. Runas ir markétas ar kodiem, kas ap-
zimé runataja varda un uzvarda inicialus un skaitli, kur§ norada runas vietu
klasifikacija, pieméram, Vairas-Vikes Freibergas pirma runa korpusa apzimeéta
ar kodu VVF1.

4.1. Gadijumu izpéte — prezidentu lingvistiskie profili

Igaunija

Igaunijas ka tipiskas parlamentaras republikas simboliskais vaditajs ir par-
lamenta ievéléts Valsts prezidents, kura pienakumi ir galvenokart reprezentativi
(Dumbrivok, 2009). Igaunijas prezidenti, to prezidentiras laiks un politiska
piederiba, ka ari korpusa ieklauto runu skaits un garums atainoti 1. tabula.
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1. tabula. Igaunijas prezidentu runas korpusa

Prezidenti Preziden- | Politiska piederiba | Runu Vardu Vidgjais
taras laiks skaits skaits | vardu skaits
korpusa runas
Konstantins Petss 1937-1940 | (konservativisms— 10 8714 871,40
agrarisms)

Lenarts Meri 1992-2001 | Nacionala koalicija 31 46 867 1511,83
Arnolds Ritels 2001-2006 | Tautas savieniba 32 40 873 1277,28
Tomass Hendriks Ilvess | 2006-2016 | Socialdemokrati 32 58 562 1830,06
Kersti Kaljulaida 2016-2021 | neatkariga 25 35103 1404,12

Izvértéjot gan igaunu, gan anglu valoda pieejamas runas, konstatéts, ka
Igaunijas prezidentu runas anglu valoda ir salidzinosi garakas neka Lietuvas un
Latvijas prezidentu runas anglu valoda, savukart runas igaunu valoda ir garakas
neka Lietuvas prezidentu runas lietuvie$u valoda un lidziga garuma Latvijas pre-
zidentu runas latviesu valoda. Turklat, ka parada ar Voyant Tool veiktas analizes
dati, garakas runas teikusi prezidenti T. H. Ilvess un A. Ritels, savukart leksiski
bagatakas runas pieder prezidentiem L. Meri un K. Kaljulaidai. Tapat konstatéts,
ka prezidenta K. Petsa runas uzsvértie galvenie temati ir cilvéki un darbs, pre-
zidenta L. Meri runas uzsvars bijis uz attiecibam ar kaiminvalstim, neatkaribas
simboliem, ka ari nacionalo garu, prezidentu A. Ritela un T. H. Ilvesa runas
paradas un tiek izcelta parnacionala jeb Eiropas identitate, savukart prezidentes
K. Kaljulaidas runas atspogulojas prezidenta reprezentativas jeb ceremonialas
funkcijas, ka ari tiek uzsvérti valsts jubileju un svinamie datumi.

Igaunijas prezidentu diskursu detalizétak raksturo izteikta nacionala gara
jeb Homo Estonicus konstrué$ana, ka ari kopigas politiskas pagatnes, tagadnes
un nakotnes atspogulojums, ipasi uzsverot smago pagatni un Igaunijas tautas
sasniegumus. Igaunijas prezidentu visbiezak lietotie lingvistiskie lidzekli ir in-
tertekstualitate, kas izpauzas ka atsauces ne tikai uz autoritatém ar autoritates
toposa palidzibu, bet, salidzinot ar citu Baltijas prezidentu runam, Igaunijas pre-
zidentu runas biezi lietotas ari atsauces uz vienkarsiem valsts iedzivotajiem un
vinu dzivi, kas skatams ka patriotisma izpausmju attélojums (Homo Estonicus
konstrué$ana) un palidz radit saikni jeb vienotibas sajutu starp prezidentu
un tautu, ka ari atbildibas sajatu pret valsti. Runas biezi lietotas arl paralélas
teikuma konstrukcijas, kas atseviskos gadijumos var tik uzskatitas par lingvis-
tiskas manipulacijas piemériem, jo teksta funkcioné ka atkartojums, kas aktivizé
klausitaja uztveres un atminas procesus, ipasi uzsverot paralélismos ietvertos
izteikumus, pieméram, “Ka definét cienigu valsti?; Kas ietekmeé So cienu?; Ko
dara sevis cieniga valsts?; Ko tas nekad nedara?; Un ko tas vispar nozimé, ja mes
sakam, ka valsts kaut ko dara?” (KK3). Retoriskie jautajumi ir $kietami iecienits
visu Igaunijas prezidentu lingvistiskais panémiens, kas lietots emocionalakos un
lingvistiski izteiksmigakos nacionalas identitates konstrué$anas meéginajumos,
pieméram, konstrugjot kopigu politisko nakotni, balstoties pagatnes ka skolotaja
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argumentacijas shémas, pieméram, “No kurienes meés nakam?; Kurp més doda-
mies?” (LM1). Vienlaikus konstatéts, ka Igaunijas prezidenti, Ipasi neatkaribas
atjauno$anas sakuma, vistie$ak un intensivak pozicioné meés — vini grupas jeb
Igaunijas un Krievijas attiecibas, ipasi laika, kad Krievijas armija vél nebija at-
stajusi Baltijas valstis, pieméram, “Mes piedodam, bet meés neaizmirstam” (LM3).

Starp visu Igaunijas prezidentu runam prezidenta Lenarta Meri runas
atzistamas par saturiski un lingvistiski bagatakajam, tomeér janorada, ka visu
Igaunijas prezidentu runas, salidzinajuma ar paréjo Baltijas valstu prezidentu
runu kopainu, ir nemainigi bagatas no diskursivas un lingvistiskas analizes
skatpunkta, jo runas konstatéta diskursivo stratégiju un lingvistisko lidzeklu
dazadiba. Runas atspogulotie nacionalas identitates elementi ir Igaunijas
konstitticija, Igaunijas valata (krona), nacionala himna Mu Isamaa (Mana te-
vzeme), tautas sakamvardi, lidziba ar Skandinavijas valsim, ka ari vésture un
pasi Igaunijas iedzivotaji ka kolektivas identitates simbols. Tadas metaforas
ka VALSTS IR CILVEKS, UN IDENTITATE IR TA SEJA, ka ari ATTISTIBA
IR CELS un LAIKS IR GRAMATA minamas starp Igaunijas prezidentu runas
biezak lietotajiem tropiem. Tapat autoritates toposs, atsaucoties uz spilgtiem citu
valstu vaditaju citatiem, lietots nacionala gara un atbildibas diskursivaja kons-
truésana, pieméram, “Seit bitu jasaka DZona Kenedija vardiem: nejautdjiet,
ko jusu valsts var darit jiusu laba, bet ko jis varat darit savas valsts laba”
(LM3). Lidzigi nacionala gara konstruésana lietots ari salidzinajuma toposs, kur
Igaunijas ekonomiska attistiba salidzinata ar Ziemelvalstu pieméru, ka ari lep-
numa un étikas dimensijas, kuras definétas ka ista igauna vértibas, pieméram,
“eestlane olla on uhke ja hdd” - ir briniskigi but igaunim (AR11).

Prezidenta Tomasa Henrika Ilvesa runas paradas tadu metaforu lietojums,
kas nav identificétas citu prezidentu runas, pieméram, IGAUNIJA IR GRAMATU
PLAUKTS, KRIZE IR TORNADO, VESTURE IR FOTOGRAFIJU ALBUMS, un
NEATKARIBAS ATJAUNOSANA IR KREDITS BANKA. Metaforu lietojums
biezi paradas kombinacija ar jau pieminétajam paralélajam teikumu konstruk-
cijam un retoriskajiem jautdjumiem, kas palidz veikt pozitivas manipulacijas
funkciju diskursa, padarot sve$o par pazistamo un talo par tuvo vai otradi, tada
veida konstruéjot spécigu nacionalas identitates télu un nacionalas pasapzinas
izjutu un verbali veidojot nacionalas identitates vizualizaciju klausitaja prata.
Ka spilgts piemérs minams paplasinatas metaforas lietojums prezidenta Ilvesa
neatkaribas dienas runa, kur nacionala gara konstruésanas noltkos Igaunija
metaforiski attélota ka meZa zemenu lauks, savukart igaunu tauta ka meza ze-
mene - maza, bet nevainojama un skaista tauta (THI9). Tadéjadi prezidents
abstrakto un varbat briziem attalinato nacijas jédzienu ietérpis tuva, pazistama
un skaista téla, kas saprotams katram Igaunijas iedzivotajam.

Visbeidzot Kersti Kaljulaidas ka pirmas sievietes prezidentes runas to
diskursivo stratégiju un lingvistisko lidzeklu izvélé lidzinas paréjam Igaunijas
prezidentu runam, tomeér atskiribas vérojamas ieklaujoso vietniekvardu biezaka
lietojuma, ka ari étikas vértibu un sievieSu un gimenes lomas ka Igaunijas
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nacionalas identitates elementu atspogulojuma. Vienlaikus prezidentes runas
biezi konstruéta politiska tagadne un nakotne valsts ekonomiskas attistibas kon-
teksta, Igaunijas kultaras vértibas, ka ari izglitibas un valodas loma igaunu dzive.

Latvija

Lidzigi ka Igaunijai - ari Latvijas Republikas prezidents tiek netiesi ievéléts
parlamenta balsojuma un ir funkcionali reprezentativs valsts lideris. Salidzinot
Baltijas valstu prezidentu skaitu (Igaunija lidz 2021. gada sakumam pieci,
Lietuva septini, Latvija desmit), Latvija Valsts prezidenti mainijusies biezak un
vinu skaits valsts neatkaribas laika ir salidzinosi lielaks.

2. tabula. Latvijas prezidentu runas korpusa

Prezidenti Preziden- Politiska piederiba | Runu | Vardu Vidgjais
taras laiks skaits skaits | vardu skaits
korpusa runas
Janis Cakste 1922 (1918)- | Demokratiskais 8 4108 513,50
1927 centrs
Gustavs Zemgals 1927-1930 Demokratiskais 3 608 202,67
centrs
Alberts Kviesis 1930-1936 Zemnieku savieniba 5 2973 594,60
Karlis Ulmanis 1936-1940 | neatkarigs 10 10 478 1047,80
Guntis Ulmanis 1993-1999 Zemnieku savieniba 18 30 934 1718,55
Vaira Vike-Freiberga | 1999-2007 | neatkariga 24 29 026 1209,41
Valdis Zatlers 2007-2011 neatkarigs 18 30 324 1684,66
Andris Bérzins 2011-2015 Zalo un Zemnieku 18 14 579 809,94
savieniba
Raimonds Véjonis 2015-2019 | Zalo un Zemnieku 13 9137 702,85
savieniba
Egils Levits Kops 2019 neatkarigs 20 14 222 711,1

Garakas runas apakskorpusa pieder G. Ulmanim un V. Zatleram, savukart
lingvistiski bagatigakas runas bijusas V. Vikei-Freibergai, G. Ulmanim un ari
V. Zatleram. Viens no visu prezidentu runu zimigakajiem aspektiem ir vésturis-
kas atsauces un pagatnes diskursivais atspogulojums, kas lietots, gan atsaucoties
uz vesturi ka briesmigu un tragisku laiku, atspogulojot Latvijas un latviesu veés-
turisko upura lomu, gan ari konstruéjot véstures narativu ka latvie$u varonibas,
drosmes, darba gribas un pasaizliedzibas pieradijjumu. Galvenie runas atspo-
gulotie nacionalas identitates simboli ir latvieSu valoda, sarkanbaltsarkanais
karogs, Lac¢plesis, himnas vardi “Dievs, svétl Latviju’, ka ari tadas vértibas ka
darbs, ticiba un milestiba.

No 1918. lidz 1940. gadam Latvijas prezidentu runas manams biezs véstures
toposa lietojums, Ipasi atsaucoties uz Latvijas brivibas cinam un kritusajiem lat-
vie$u karaviriem. Paraléli bieZi lietotas tadas metaforas ka VALSTS IR CELTNE,
ATTISTIBA IR CELS, ATTISTIBA IR BUVNIECIBAS PROCESS, VALSTS

27



PILSONI IR GIMENE un LATVIJAS JAUNATNE IR ZIEDS. Saja laika perioda
biezi lietots arl noderibas toposs, proti, konstruéti argumenti par labu starptau-
tiskajai sadarbibai, uzsverot “sabiedroto” (rietumvalstu) atbalstu Latvijai, ka ari
par tautas un valdibas vienotibu kopigam mérkim, kas ipasi paradas J. Cakstes
runas. Valdibas kritika un valdibas darba analize izteikta A. Kvie$a un G. Ulmana
runas, kur vérojama diskursiva argumentu konstruésana par labu valsts apvérsu-
mam. Saja perioda prezidentu runas vérojama tiesa un atklata Homo Latviensis
jeb nacionala gara konstruésana, biezi uzsverot galvenos nacionalos simbolus
(karogs, himna, La¢plésis), ka ari latvie$u varonibu, darba spéku un iespéju but
“saimniekiem pasiem sava zeme”. Galvenie atslégas vardi visu prezidentu runas
$aja perioda ir suverenitate, briviba, darbs un demokratija, vienlaikus lidziga
tematiska tendence $aja laika posma vérojama ari Igaunijas prezidentu runas.
Vienlaikus novérojams, ka darbs ka latvieSu nacionalas identitates simbols biezi
semantiski apziméts ar sinekdohas palidzibu, izmantojot semantisko saistibu
ar maizi ka darba rezultatu, pieméram, “Si darba svétigie augli biis vértigakais
ieguvums, ko mums nesis jaunais gads” (AK1), “Kas bija tie divi zimigie vardi,
kas 1918. gada Ministru prezidenta uzruna tulit péc vardiem “Latvijas valsts
izbive” izskanéja uz Sis skatuves? - “Darbs un maize”” (GU6). Visspilgtakas
un lingvistiski bagatakas runas $aja perioda ir J. Cakstem un K. Ulmanim,
tomér arl A. Kvie$a runas paradas dazadas jaundarinatas metaforas, ipasi
aprakstot valdibas darbu un konstruéjot kopéju politisko pagatni un tagadni,
pieméram, NACIJAS EKONOMIKA IR ORGANISMS, kur§ ir nonavéts un ta
kermenim tiek veikta autopsija, KRIZE IR SLIMIBA, un tai ir dazadi simptomi
ka prieksvéstnesi, ARGUMENTTI IR KARS, ka ari NEZINAMAIS IR TUMSA,
UN ZINASANA IR GAISMA, kas lietotas, konstruéjot kopigu politisko pagatni
un tagadni, izmantojot atbildibas toposu argumentos, kas vérsti uz valdibas
darba kritiku. K. Ulmana runas loti spilgti atspogulojas autoritara rezima jeb
autoritates valoda, pieméram, véléjuma izteiksmes vieta biezak lietota pavéles
izteiksme, iepriekséjo prezidentu uzrunas “latvju tauta” vietd paradas uzrunas
forma “mana tauta’, ipasi konstruéjot Homo Latviensis jeb nacionalo garu un
ideala pilsona télu, ka ari kopéju politisko nakotni ar tadu metaforu palidzibu
ka ATTISTIBA IR CELS un LATVIJA IR MATE, biezu kopigas teritorijas jeb
zemes konstruésanu, lietojot konstrué$anas un singularizacijas stratégijas un
skaistas, idilliskas vietas toposu, uzsverot regionus Vidzeme, Zemgale, Kurzeme
un Latgale ka masas un Daugavas un Baltijas jaras ka nacionalo simbolu nozi-
mibu. Tapat prezidenta runas manamas més — vini grupu jeb implicétas robezu
identitates konstrukcijas.

Lai uzrada man pilsétu, kas isa laika ta mainijusi savu seju, savu
raksturu, kas ieguvusi tik daudz jauna dailuma - un iegiis vél vairak
ka masu Riga; veca Riga top latviskaka! Latviska Riga ar saviem
jauniem, plasiem skatiem, ar jauniem laukumiem, Ar jaunam
celtném, jauniem darziem, jaunam ielam - ka pérle iznirst no veco
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laiku putekliem un gruvesiem. Vinai seko vinas masas - Latvijas
pilsétas (KU10).

K. Ulmana runas, ipasi tados kultiras notikumos ka Dziesmu svétki, atklata
patriotisma konstruésana, atsauces uz latvieSu dzejniekiem un tieSas skatitaju
un klausitaju uzrunasanas formas, kas vélak vérojamas ari V. Vikes-Freibergas
runas, pieméram, Vai ir Sis laiks atndcis, vai piepilditi Pumpura pravietigie vardi?
Ja ir, tad jis visi sakiet - ja! (KU9). K. Ulmana runas Joti spilgti atspogulojas
ari tadi vipa individualas identitates elementi ka atsauces uz lauksaimniecibas
terminiem un izteicieniem, darba ka latvietibas galvenas sastavdalas uzsvérsana,
ka ari tadu vertibu ka spéks un vienotiba diskursiva konstrué$ana. Attiecigi
K. Ulmana lingvistiskais profils apstiprina tados pétijjumos ka Abens (2015) un
Kopolovecas (2017) noradito, ka K. Ulmanis uzskatams par “nacijas tévu un
latvie$u nacionalas pasapzinas attistitaju’, ka ari “ideala politiska lidera telu’, kas
lidzas J. Cakstem un V. Vikei-Freibergai tiek bieZi citéts ari masdienu politiku
runas.

Periods péc Latvijas neatkaribas atjaunosanas 1991. gada lidz 2004. gadam
prezidentu runas raksturojams ar intensivu latvieSu nacionala gara jeb Homo
Latviensis konstrué$anu, vienlaikus izmantojot tadas ieklaujosas stratégijas ka
vietniekvardi (ieklaujosais meés), atsaucoties uz visiem tiem Latvijas iedzivota-
jiem, kuri gatavi valsti saukt par savam majam (ipasi G. Ulmana un V. Vikes-
Freibergas runas). Janorada ari, ka $aja perioda prezidentu runas raksturojamas
ka garakas un lingvistiski bagatakas jeb ka “lingvistisko resursu karnevals’, jo
tajas apvienoti ne vien visi tematiskie lauki, proti, véstures, tagadnes un nakot-
nes konstruésana, nacionala gara konstruésana un nacionalas kultaras un teri-
torijas (lai gan retak neka K. Ulmana runas) konstruésana, bet ari daudzveidigu
diskursivo makro- un mikrostratégiju lingvistiska realizacija. Tapat $ajas runas
vérojama multiplu identitas$u sinergija, jo lingvistisko lidzeklu lietojuma véroja-
mas ne vien prezidentu individualas identitates iezimes un nacionalas identitates
atspogulojums, bet ari apzinata parnacionalas jeb Eiropas identitates konstrué-
$ana (kas velak apstiprinata intervija ar visu tris prezidentu ar$tata padomnieci
Vitu Savicku). Janorada gan, ka butiska loma runu saturiskaja un stilistiskaja
uzbve, ipasi G. Ulmana un V. Zatlera runas, ir socialajam, ekonomiskajam un
politiskajam kontekstam, jo G. Ulmana runu galvenais uzdevums bija ne vien
parveidot jeb transformeét lidz tam eksistéjoso latviesu etniskaja nacionalisma
balstito identitati, bet ari veidot jaunu pilsonisku identitati, noardot nevélamas
vecas identitates (arl padomju kolektivisma) iezimes, ka ari konstruéjot Eiropas
Savienibas identitati un tas vértibas, kas Latvijas iedzivotajiem ne vienmér bija
pienemamas, pieméram, valodas un integracijas politikas un navessoda mo-
ratorija jautajumos. Lidzigi arl V. Zatlera runu lingvistiskaja profila manamas
spécigas ekonomiska, sociala un politiska konteksta jeb globalas ekonomiskas
krizes ietekmes iezimes, jo biezi tiek runats par Padomju Savienibas mantojuma
noardi$anu un palausanos uz sevi, ka ari pilsoniskajam rapém par valsti, lietojot
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metaforas LATVIJA IR MATE un MIGRACIJA IR PLUDI, ka ari biezu para-
lélu konstrukciju lietojumu un atsaucém uz Latvijas nacionalajiem simboliem,
pieméram, Sodien mums Lacplésis jaatrod sevi un savos lidzcilvekos - tikai ta
varesim tikt gala ar izaicindjumiem. Tevzemes milestiba, darbs, griba, merk-
tieciba un vienotiba ir miisu Sodienas Lacplesis (VZ1). Savukart V. Vikes-
Freibergas runas raksturojamas ka lingvistiski parbagatas, tas uzruna klausitaju
noskanojumu un emocijas, kas norada uz prezidentes individualas identitates
(psihologijas izglitibas un prasmju) ietekmi diskursivo stratégiju un lingvistisko
lidzeklu izvélé. Runas biezi citétas latvie$u tautasdziesmas, lietotas paralélas
teikumu konstrukcijas, kuras atspogulojas ari hibridu identitasu diskursiva
konstruésana, izmantojot pakapenisku metaforu kapinajumu jeb gradaciju un
intertekstualitati (Miisu Riga vél nav gatava. Musu Latvija vél nav gatava. Miisu
Eiropa vél nav gatava.), ka ari biezas klausitaju tie$as uzrunas formas un ieklau-
joso vietniekvardu lietojums, lidzigi ka K. Kaljulaidas runas. V. Vikes-Freibergas
runas bieZi izmantotas binaras opozicijas un antitézes, piemeéram, spéks, nevis
vajiba; veiksme, nevis klidas; Eiropu nedrikst iedalit lielajas un mazajas valstis,
vecajas un jaunajas valstis, bagatajas un nabagajas valstis. Tadas metaforas
ka LATVIJA IR MATE un LATVIJAS IEDZIVOTAJI IR BRALI UN MASAS,
EIROPA IR MAJAS, VESTURE IR GRAMATA, NAKOTNE IR DURVIS,
MUSU VAJIBA IR MUSU IENAIDNIEKS, ATTISTIBA IR IZBUVES PROCESS
identificétas nacionala gara konstruésanas un kopigas politiskas nakotnes kons-
truésanas tematiskajos laukos, pieméram, “Latvija ir zeme ar senu kultiaru, ar
senu valodu, td ir zeme ar savdabigam un bagatam tradicijam. Latvija ir gatava
uznemt visus, kas spéj sis tradicijas cienit un tajas ieklauties” (VVF1). Vienlaikus
runas manama ari pielago$anas meérka auditorijas valodai (pieméram, uzrunas
franc¢u valoda), ka ari latvie$u valodas ka Latvijas nacionalas identitates galve-
nas sastavdalas uzsvér$ana (pieméram, iesakot starptautiskas uzrunas latviesu
valoda).

Laiks péc 2004. gada, bet ipasi no 2008. gada lidz 2021. gadam, raksturojams
ar nacionalo robezu un teritorijas integritates tematiska lauka konstruésanu,
nacionala gara un kopigas politiskas pagatnes un nakotnes konstruésanu, ipasi
pievér$oties drosibas un robezu - ka Latvijas nacionalas identitates sastavdalu —
konstruésanai. Tapat prezidenti savas runas atspogulo kopigu politisko tagadni
un konstrué pilsonisko atbildibu, ipasi atsaucoties uz ekonomiskas krizes
raditajam sekam un vélak E. Levita runas ari Covid-19 raditas krizes sekam.
Neskatoties uz to, katra prezidenta lingvistiskais profils $aja perioda ir raksturo-
jams dazadi, lai gan vienojosie elementi ir runu garums (kas ir salidzinosi isaks
neka prezidentiem pirms tam) un runu vienkarsums, jo péc V. Zatlera nakamo
prezidentu runas vérojams retaks retorisko panémienu un ekspresivo izteiksmes
lidzeklu lietojums. Neskatoties uz to, A. Bérzina runas raksturojamas ar krizes
seku diskursivas novérSanas stratégiju, pieméram, asimilacijas un ieklausanas
stratégiju lietojumu, ka arl starptautiskas sadarbibas nozimibas uzsvér$anu, kas
kopuma drizak atbilst kopigas politiskas tagadnes (problemu un atbildibu), ka
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arl politiskas nakotnes konstrué$anai un retak — nacionala gara vai kulttiras
konstruésanai. R. V&jona runas paradas runu “ka dialoga ar tautu” funkcija un
izteikta Homo Latviensis konstrué$ana, uzsverot latviesu ka Eiropas Savienibas
un pasaules iedzivotaju vértibas (gimene, bérni, milestiba, ticiba), pieméram, Sis
ir amerikanu vertibas, Sis ir eiropiesu vertibas, $is ir latviesu vertibas, $is ir miisu
vértibas. Saja pieméra lejupejosa identitasu atspogulojuma izmantota metaforu
antigradacija, kas tiek pabeigta ar visaptvero$as identitates konstrukciju - ie-
klaujo$o vietniekvardu masu (mes), kas diskursa funkcioné ka komplementara
anafora, ar vienu vardu atsaucoties uz iepriek§ uzskaititu nozimju kopumu
(Nouwen, 2003), ka ari politiskas pagatnes konstruésana, starptautiskajas runas
lietojot vestures ka skolotaja toposu.

Valsts prezidenta E. Levita runas galvenas iezimes ir spilgtas leksikas
izvéle un leksému biezs atkartojums. Ka atzist sociolingviste D. Liepa, “plasu
pamatu diskusijam raisijusi prezidenta runas ieklautie iepriek§ maz (vai reti)
lietotie vardi: [...] sakotne, atjaunotne, liktengadsmits, satvars” (Liepa, 2020).
Prezidenta E. Levita runas tiek izmantoti ari salikteni, pieméram, sirdsgudrs,
vienvertiba, liktenkopiba, valstsgriba, raksturlielums, jabutiba; dazadi retak dzir-
déti substantivi: turpinatiba, nepartrauktiba, neiztérésands, sakotne; ari verbi ar
neierastu priedékla lietojumu, piemeéram, ietiekties.

Janorada gan, ka $adu retak dzirdétu leksému, ka ari atseviskos gadijumos
varddarinajumu lietojums raksturigs arl V. Vikes-Freibergas runam, piemeéram,
svetsvinigs un sirdssiltums. Vienlaikus E. Levita runam raksturigas ari izteiktas
diskursivas koheézijas struktaras, klasificéjot argumentus ar diskursa markieru
palidzibu pirmkart, otrkart, treskart, visbeidzot, profesionalismu (ipasi juridisko
un lingvistiskas terminu) un internacionalismu lietojums, pieméram, multila-
teralisms, manifestacija, mobilitate, dativs, pirmskietami. Viena no prezidenta
runu galvenajam funkcijam ir izglitojosa un skaidrojosa funkcija (lidziga
funkcija manama ari G. Ulmana runas), kur skaidrots ne vien prezidenta amata
pienakums un funkcijas, bet ari valsts neatkaribas un véstures, ka ari identitates
aspektu nozimigums, valsts himnas un Brivibas pieminekli iekalto vardu sim-
boliska nozime. Iepriek$minéto lingvistisko un diskursivo panémienu lietojuma
apzinatibu, lai konstruétu un transformeétu nacionalo identitati, ka ari noarditu
nevélamos identitates elementus, pétijjuma veiktaja intervija 2020. gada 3. ok-
tobrT apstiprina ari pats E. Levits. Arl jaunvardu darinasanas un latviesu valodas
bagatinasanas meérkus, ka ari asimilacijas un ieklau$anas funkcijas (pieméram,
“iedzivinot vardu lidztautiesi, ar to aizstajot vardus cittautiesi, svestautiesi un
mazakumtautibu parstavji”) savas runas E. Levits uzsvéris gan pétijuma veiktaja
intervija, gan ari pirms tam “intervija Latvijas Televizijas “Rita Panorama™
(Liepa, 2020). Salidzinot ar citiem Latvijas un Baltijas valstu prezidentiem,
E. Levita runas mazak lietoti tadi retoriskie lidzekli ka metaforas, personifika-
cijas un intertekstualitate, tacu biezi lietotas paralélas teikuma konstrukcijas un
atslégas vardu atkartojums.
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Izvértéjot Latvijas prezidentu lingvistiskos profilus, interviju un ari iedzi-
votaju aptauju datus, konstatéts, ka lingvistiski un emocionali spilgtaks valodas
lidzeklu lietojums, Ipasi nacionalas identitates un Homo Nationalis jeb nacionala
gara konstruésana, vairak paliek atmina un vairak uzruna iedzivotajus, tapéc
atzistams par efektivu lingvistiskas parliecinasanas un pozitivas manipulacijas
veidu. Arl Latvijas prezidentu runu konteksts, Ipasi socialas, ekonomiskas un
politiskas situacijas ieklausana, ka ari prezidentu individualas identitates iezimes
ir batisks runu saturu un lingvistisko noforméjumu ietekméjoss faktors.

Lietuva

Lietuva ir pusprezidentala Republika, un Lietuvas prezidentu tie$as véle-
$anas ievélé tauta, nevis tautas véléti prieksstaviji. Sis faktors var bit uzskatams
par butisku prezidentu runu ietekméjosu faktoru. Lietuvas neatkaribas saknes
mekléjamas talaka politiskaja vésture, proti, 13. gadsimta Lietuvas lielhercogistes
un karala Mindauga laika, tapéc 1918. gada neatkaribas pasludinasana Lietuva
tiek svinéta ka neatkaribas atjauno$ana un valsts turpinasanas svétki. Attiecigi
Lietuvas prezidentu runas vértéjamas no butiski at$kiriga skatpunkta, Ipasi
veértéjot arl disertacija aprakstitos valsts demografijas un minoritadu situacijas
aspektus. Korpusa ieklautas Lietuvas prezidentu runas un to garums redzams
3. tabula.

3.tabula. Lietuvas prezidentu runas korpusa

Prezidenti Prezidentiras Politiska Runu Vardu Vidéjais vardu
laiks piederiba skaits skaits skaits runas
korpusa
Algirds Brazausks | 1993-1998 Socialdemokrati 17 30 157 1773,94
Valds Adamkus | 1998-2001 un | neatkarigs 45 41 006 911,24
2004-2009

Rolands Pakss 2003-2004 Nacionala 15 6790 452,67
partija Kartiba
un Likums

Artars Paulausks | 2004 Darba partija 3 6425 2141,67
(konservativie)

Dala Gribauskaite | 2009-2019 neatkariga 55 20 214 367,52

Gitans Nauséda Kops 2019 neatkarigs 12 11 205 933,75

Lietuvas prezidentu runas salidzinajuma ar paréjo Baltijas valstu prezi-
dentu runam kopuma ir isakas un lingvistiski mazak bagatas, ipasi salidzinot
ar Igaunijas prezidentu runam, tomér vienigais Lietuvas prezidents, kura runas
korpusa méroga ir gan garakas, gan arl lingvistiski izteiksmigas, ir Algirds
Brazausks. Janem véra gan apstaklis, ka Lietuvas prezidentam ir salidzinosi
lielaka ietekme un plasakas funkcijas neka Igaunijas un Latvijas prezidentiem,
tapéc Lietuvas prezidentu runas tiek teiktas biezak un tas ir strukturali isakas.
Vienlaikus konstatéts, ka, salidzinot ar Igaunijas un Latvijas prezidentu runam,
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Lietuvas prezidentu retorika mazak konstruéta kopiga politiska pagatne, izman-
tojot véstures ka briesmigas vietas toposu, mazak paradas Lietuvas ka upura,
Krievijas ka ienaidnieka konstruésana un iedalijums starp etnisko un minoritasu
populaciju Lietuva - §is fakts ir tiesi atkarigs no ieprieks aprakstita Lietuvas po-
litiska, ekonomiska un vésturiska konteksta, ko intervija apstiprina ari Lietuvas
prezidenta G. Nausédas padomnieks A. Manstavics (A. Manstavicius). Lietuvas
prezidentu runas, Ipasi uzreiz péc neatkaribas atjaunos$anas 1990. gada, biezi lie-
toti eifémismi, atsaucoties uz kopigu politisko pagatni un censoties izvairities no
Padomju Savienibas un Krievijas negativas lomas pieminésanas Lietuvas vésturé.
Saja laika biezi tika uzsvérta bilateralu Lietuvas un Krievijas attiecibu veidoga-
nas nozime, paredzot nakotnes Eiropa vietu ari demokratiskajai Krievijai. Sadu
nostaju pret Krievijas Federaciju intervija 2021. gada 6. augusta apstiprinaja ari
Lietuvas prezidenta padomnieks, noradot, ka Lietuvas prezidentiem péc valsts
neatkaribas atjaunosanas 1990. gada bija lielas ceribas uz Krievijas jauno un
plaukstos$o demokratiju, kas lautu valstim sadarboties, tacu gadu gaita $is ceri-
bas ir zudus$as un to apstiprina runu salidzino$aja analizé konstatétas izmainas
saturiskaja, diskursivaja un lingvistiskaja dimensija attieciba uz nacionalas un
robezidentitates konstruésanu.

Veértéjot prezidentu lingvistiskos profilus, janorada, ka visspilgtaka va-
loda vérojama A. Brazauska runas, kur lietotas tadas metaforas ki KARS IR
SIMFONIJA, LIETUVA IR MATE, NETIKUMI IR DEMONI un tadi metafo-
riskie izteicieni ka “Miera izliguma vilnis velas uz austrumiem, miera pipe starp
Viciju un Krieviju ir nopipéta”. V. Adamkus runas ipasa loma tiek pieskirta
kopigas politiskas véstures konstrués$anai, atsaucoties uz Lietuvas nacionalajiem
varoniem un mitiskajiem téliem, ka ari lietojot véstures ka skolotaja toposu un
metaforas VESTURE IR GRAMATA un VESTURE IR MACIBU STUNDA.
Biezi ari lietoti retoriskie jautajumi un paralélas teikuma konstrukcijas, kas
papildina metaforu lietojumu nacionala gara (Homo Lietuvensis) un politiskas
pagatnes, tagadnes un nakotnes konstruésana. Ari $ajas runas ieklauti eiféemismi,
atsaucoties uz Krievijas lomu Lietuvas vésturé (kopigas politiskas pagatnes un
nakotnes konstruésana, kopiga ienaidnieka diskursivas dekonstrukcijas stratégi-
jas, draudu toposs), pieméram,

Lietuva ir politiku un politisko speku grupa, kas iestdjas par jaunam
robezlinijam Eiropa. Vini uzskata Krieviju par muZigu ienaidnieku
un vélas, lai Rietumi istenotu Krievijas izoldacijas politiku. Tas no-
zime, ka Lietuva klitu par pierobeZas valsti — tapat ka pirmskara
gados. Sada veida politika nav drosa, un tai nav daudzsolosa
nakotne. (AIB1).

Savukart prezidentu R. Paksa un A. Paulauska runas spilgti ieziméjas par-
nacionalas jeb Eiropas un Eiropas Savienibas identitates konstruésana, izman-
tojot atslégvardu, ieklaujosu vietniekvardu un retorisko jautajumu lingvistisko
efektu. Lietuvas pirmas sievietes prezidentes D. Gribauskaites runas galvenais
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tematiskais lauks, lidzigi ka paréjiem prezidentiem, ir nacionala gara (Homo
Lietuvensis) konstrué$ana, tomér prezidentes runas ir salidzinosi daudz isakas.
Runas lietotas paralélas teikuma konstrukcijas, atkartojumi un tadas metaforas
ka VALSTS IR BUVE, ATTISTIBA IR CELS un VESTURE IR SKOLOTA]JS, bie-
zas atsauces uz Lietuvas atceres dienam un nacionalo svétku datumiem, ka ari
atsauces uz Lietuvas pilsétu nosaukumiem un nacionalas identitates simboliem
(kopigas teritorijas konstrukcija). Vienlaikus jauzsver, ka D. Gribauskaites runas
un vélak arl G. Nausédas runas izteikti un kontrasta ar iepriek$éjo prezidentu
runam, bet, lidzinoties paréjo Baltijas valstu prezidentu (ipasi starptautiskajam)
runam, paradas kopiga cita jeb kopiga politiska ienaidnieka konstruésana, biezi
atsaucoties uz Krievijas agresiju Gruzija, Ukraina un Baltkrievija, ka ari kons-
trugjot kopigu politisko pagatni ka briesmigu laiku, izmantojot briesmigas vietas
toposu (locus terribilis) un uzsverot Krievijas negativo lomu Lietuvas un Baltijas
valstu okupacija, pieméram,

“DaZzi politiskie lideri nakusi klaja ar domu par jaunas geopolitiskas
telpas veidosanu starp Atlantijas okeanu un Vladivostoku, tada
veida ieklaujot Krieviju. Tas var Skist interesanti, bet vai mums
Sadai ricibai ir iemesli? Vai mums ir kopigas vertibas? Atbilde ir
né! Mums jaatceras vestures macibu stundas!” (GN1).

Ka redzams piemeéra, kopiga politiska ienaidnieka diskursivaja konstruésana
tiek lietotas disimilacijas stratégijas, ka ari salidzinaganas un véstures ka skolo-
taja toposs, kas papildinats ar retorisko jautajumu lietojumu, tada veida uzsverot
Krievijas ka ienaidnieka, nevis drauga lomu Lietuvas politiskaja pagatné, tagadné
un nakotné. G. Nausédas runas, lidzigi ka D. Gribauskaites runas, biezi kons-
truéti Lietuvas teritorijas un patriotisma simboli, ka ari parnacionalas identitates
(Eiropas Savienibas mérku un vértibu) nozime Lietuvas politiskaja tagadné un
nakotné. Lai ar iesta$anas Eiropas Savieniba un NATO visu Baltijas valstu pre-
zidentu runas kops$ 1991. gada atspogulota ka “ATGRIESANANAS MAJAS” un
“ATGRIESANAS RIETUMU DEMOKRATISKO VALSTU GIMENE”, Lietuvas
prezidentu runas §i parnacionala identitate atspogulota biezak un spilgtak neka
Latvija un Igaunija.

4.2, Kvalitativie dati — tematiskie lauki, diskursivas stratégijas un
lingvistiskie lidzekli
Kvalitativo datu jeb runu kritiskaja analizé, izmantojot diskursa vésturisko
pieeju, atspoguloti Vodakas, de Silijas, Reisigla un Libhartas (Wodak, Reisigl, de
Cillia, Liebhart, 2009), ki ari Ziberno (Guibernau, 2007) piedavata tris teksta
analizes dimensiju analizes modela lietojuma rezultati. Runu kritiskas analizes
trisdimensionalais modelis atspogulots attéla.
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Homo Nationalis diskursiva konstrukcija — laba pilsona tels; kopigas politiskas véstures
narativu konstrukcija un atspogulojums — kopigo ienaidnieku konstrukcija, atainojums;
kopigas kultiiras diskursiva konstrukcija — simbolu popularizésana, atspogulosana;
kopigas politiskas tagadnes un nakotnes diskursiva konstrukcija — pilsonu, pienakumu,
tiestbu un ceribu konstruéSana; kopigas nacionalas teritorijas/robezu diskursiva
konstrukcija — nacijas tela atveidosana.

Tematiskie lauki
(saturiska

dimensija)

Konstrugjosas, attaisnojosas, transformejosas, destruktivas jeb nojau-
cosas makro stratégijas — asimilacija un ieklausana, disimilacija un
izslégSana, turpinasana vai partraukSana, vainas un atbildibas par-
nese, legitimizacija, negativa cita un pozitiva sevis atspogulo$ana,
singularizacija, autonomizacija un trivializacija (mikro stratégijas) —
‘ toposi.

’ Diskursivas makro
un mikro strat€gijas

» (diskursiva
— dimensija)

Retoriskie jautdjumi, metaforas, metoni-
mijas, salidzinajumi, intertekstualitate, para-
lelas teikuma konstrukcijas, atkartojumi,
vietniekvardu indeksacija, atticksmes veido-
josi ipasibas un darbibas vardi, hiperbolas,
eifémismi un citi.

Lingvistiskie
panémieni —
stratégiju realizacijas
formas (valodas
dimensija)

1. attéls. Kritiskas diskursa analizes tris teksta dimensiju deduktivas analizes modelis

Promocijas darba nacionalas identitates diskursivas konstrukcijas prezi-
dentu runas analizétas, balstoties uz attéla redzama modela saturisko, diskursivo
un valodas dimensiju analizi, atspogulojot deduktivu teksta pieméru analizi sa-
saisté ar plasaku runas situacijas kontekstu. Attiecigi kvalitativa analize balstita
piecu tematisko lauku un tajos ietverto diskursa stratégiju un toposu, ka ari
lingvistisko stratégiju realizacijas formu izpété. Veicot runu kvalitativo analizi,
konstatéts, ka visbiezak un lingvistiski spilgtak konstruétie tematiskie lauki jeb
diskursa makrolimena temati ir kopigas politiskas pagatnes konstrué$ana un
véstures narativa atspogulojums (ko apstiprina ari atslégvardu analize korpusa),
kas visspilgtak attélots Latvijas un Igaunijas prezidentu runas, ipasi attiecinot to
uz padomju okupacijas laiku, pieméram,

Tiesi jiis mums So isteno veésturi nebeidzat atgadinat un macit visus
ilgos okupacijas gadus, kad mums valsts bija nolaupita. Svesinieki
centds izdzest no miisu apzinas pat 18. novembri. Vini baidijas
ari no jisu vestulem un nolaida dzelzs aizkaru, lai tikai tam cauri
neizsprauktos patiesiba un nepamodinatu miis. Tas tomér notika,
jo Baltais tévs ta bija nolicis un Antins uzjdja stikla kalna un
Saulcerite — Briviba atkal ir uzmodinata un atdota tautai. Bet ka
jau péc gara un neveseliga miega, ta ir varga un sargajama. Mes va-
rétu priecaties gaisak un bagatak, ja visus tris gadsimta ceturksnus
mums biitu bijis lauts sava etniskaja teritorija veidot un celt savu
valsti péc pasu gribas. Bet notika launa, netaisna sazvérestiba. Vai
mums tagad dzivot, miizigi atpakal skatoties un izliekoties, ka
$o 50 gadu vispar nav bijis miusu valsts vésturé? Bet tie bija, un
tajos ir palicis miisu miizs. Cik piepildits un cik laimigs - ja, tas ir
jautajums katram (GU7).
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Piemeérs ilustré paralélu politiskas pagatnes narativa atspogulojumu un
nacionala gara (Homo Latviensis) konstrukciju, un, lietojot disimilacijas un
negativo “cita” atspogulo$anas stratégiju, kur cieSamas kartas lietojums signalizé
par eiféemisma funkciju, proti, darbibu starpniecibas jeb daritaja ti$u lingvistisku
abstrahésanu, tadéjadi atspogulo sléptas politiskas bailes un valsts ka upura lo-
mas simboliku. Vienlaikus, lietojot intertekstualitati ka lingvistisko panémienu
jeb atsauces uz mitisko varonu téliem, tiek paraléli konstruétas nacionala gara
vértibas. Lidzigi piemeéri atrodami ari Igaunijas prezidentu runas, kur paraléli
véstures notikumu svarigas lomas atspogulojumam redzami ari centieni trans-
formét upura lomas simboliku ka nevélamu identitates dalu, pieméram,

Jo cik ilgi gan més varam bit nomakti par pagatni? Ir vieglak vadit
savu dzivi, kad pagatne mis pamazam ir atbrivojusi no savam
nomdcosajam vazZam. Pat ja td straujais amnézijas sakums ir
nedaudz biedéjoss (THIS, autores tulkojums).

Pieméra lietota partrauksanas stratégija, ka arl retorisko jautdjumu un
metaforisko izteicienu apvienojums, kura klausitaja uzmaniba tiek piesaistita ar
jautajuma palidzibu, savukart identitates noardisana notiek ar uztveres mainas
uzstiep$anu, kur pagatne atspogulota ka cietums, ta¢u pagatnes pilniga aizmir-
$ana salidzinata ar amnéziju.

Ka spilgti nacionala gara jeb Homo Nationalis elementi, kas ari ir biezak
konstatétais runu tematiskais lauks aril Latvijas un Lietuvas prezidentu runas,
uzsveramas Igaunijas prezidentu runas biezi lietotas tuvinasanas stratégijas, ar
kuru palidzibu prezidenti apraksta Igaunijas vienkar§o iedzivotaju ricibas un
domasanas piemérus:

“Esterbijas ciema Zviedrijas ziemelrietumu Igaunija Adele Pavelta
apsédas uz savas gultas malas un noadija zeku pari ka Neatkaribas
dienas davanu nezinamam Igaunijas Republikas aizsardzibas
speku karaviram. Pirms daudziem gadu desmitiem vina adija zekes
art savam viram, kurs nu gul Sibirijas zemé. Tagad Adele Pavelta
jauta jums, mani dargie tautiesi, vai jus karaviriem esat adijusi
zekes?” (LM3, autores tulkojums).

Pieméra atspogulojas galvenokart emocionals Homo Estonicus diskursivas
konstrué$anas meéginajums, tacu vienlaikus tiek atspogulota politiska pagatne
un kopiga nacionala teritorija, ka ari, lietojot salidzinasanas toposu un na-
kotnes ka skaistas vietas toposu, tiek konstruéta potenciala politiska nakotne,
kura Igaunijas iedzivotaji sava patriotisma lidzinatos pieméra aprakstitajam
cilvéekam. Spilgti nacionala gara konstruésanas un patriotisma sajatas radi$anas
méginajumi (singularizacijas stratégija, pozitiva sevis atspogulo$anas stratégija)
atrodami ari V. Vikes-Freibergas runas, pieméram,
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“Mes esam stipra tauta! Sakiet, lidzu, visi kopa - més esam stipri!
Mes esam diZeni! Més esam raZeni! Meés esam skaisti! Meés zinam,
ko mes gribam! Un ko més gribam, to mes varam! Ko meés varam, to
mes daram! Mes iesim un darisim visi, lai Latvija bitu skaista, lai
Latvija bitu diZena, lai Latvija biitu varenal” (VVE3).

Pieméra redzamas paralélas teikumu konstrukcijas, atslégvardu atkartojumi,
ieklaujo$a vietniekvarda mes lietojums, ka ari tie$a klausitaju uzruna, lietojot
pavéles izteiksmi.

Kopigas politiskas tagadnes un nakotnes konstrukcijas biezi paraléli paradas
ari atsauces uz pagatni, izmantojot, pieméram, véstures ka skolotaja toposu un
personifikaciju. Pie $adiem piemériem minama metafora KOMUNISMS IR
CILVEKS, metonimija “Visi runa par komunisma navi, bet kur ir ta mirstigas at-
liekas?” (LM4) un upura lomas diskursiva konstruésana (“Vai Eiropa ir daudzas
valstis, kuru etniska populacija sastada knapi pusi no kopéjo iedzivotaju skaita?”
GU1996), tomer visbiezak nakotnes konstrukcijas paraléli paradas ari parnacio-
nalas (Eiropas Savienibas) regionalas (Baltijas, rietumu vai ziemelu) identitates
paraléla diskursiva konstruésana, pieméram,

Vertejot Latvijas iespéjamos attistibas modelus, skaidri saskatam
tikai divas alternativas: vai nu Latvija klist par NATO, Eiropas
Savienibas un Rietumeiropas Savienibas dalibvalsti un lidz ar to
sastavdala Eiropas un transatlantiskas drosibas josla, vai nu klist
par apdraudéjuma avotu regiona un kontinenta stabilitatei (GUS).

Kopigas kultiiras un teritorijas konstrué$ana visbiezak lietota singulariza-
cijas stratégija, ka ari skaistas un idilliskas vietas konstruésanas stratégija, kas
ar toponimu, nacionalo simbolu (pieméram, upes vai kalni) biezu atkartojumu,
ka ari ar autoritates toposu, paralélo teikuma konstrukciju, metaforu un tadu
leksému palidzibu, kas uzsver pozitivo valsts vértibu, atspogulo valstis ka idealu
mitnes zemi un klausitaju vienigas iespéjamas majas.

No Vilnas uz Klaipédu, no Telsiem uz Sal¢ininkiem. Més esam
viena Lietuva. Kopa dziedot un pacelot nacionalo triskrasu ka-
rogu. Aizsargajot dargako, kas mums ir, - Lietuvu, miisu majas.
Lietuvu - misu pienakumu un galveno merki (DG11);

Latgale ir tresa zvaigzne Latvijas vainaga jaunaka, skaistaka, spo-
Zaka zvaigzne. Latgale, paturéedama savu skaistumu, sadarbiba ar
abam vecakam masam, jaunibas speka un spara kersies pie darba,
lai savu spozumu vél vairak uzspodrindtu. Augliga zeme, cilveku
energija, uznémiba, garigas slapes, patriotisms, ticiba un palaviba
pat iedomati neiespéjamo padarit par iespeéjamu, iedomati nesasnie-
dzamo - par sasniedzamu (KU3).
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Kopigas kultiiras galvenie uzsvértie elementi valstis ir nacionala valoda,
dziesmas un dziedasana, ka ari atsauces uz tautas sakamvardiem un dzeju.

4.3. Kvantitativie dati — uz korpusu virzitas un korpusa balstitas
pieejas rezultati

Kvantitativo datu analize atspogulo ne vien korpusu virzitas pieejas jeb
korpusu datu ka teoriju avota izpétes rezultatus (atslégvardu un biezak lietoto
vardkopu, ka ari vardu skic¢u atspogulojumu), bet ari korpusos balstitas pieejas
jeb korpusa ka metodes lietosanas rezultatus (konkordances, kolokaciju un
atsevisku leksisko elementu mekléjumu rezultati). Ta ka pétjjuma izmantoti
vairaki paralélie apakskorpusi, atkariba no tadiem analizes mainigajiem krité-
rijiem ka runu valodas, runu tipa vai runu autoriem, apakskorpusiem pieskirti
kodi, pieméram, EstCorp — Igaunijas prezidentu runu korpuss igaunu valoda,
vai EstCorplnt - Igaunijas prezidentu starptautisko runu korpuss. Korpusu
analizes rezultati apstiprina kvalitativaja analizé identificéto galveno tematisko
lauku konstrué$anas biezumu, proti, kopigas politiskas pagatnes (pieméram,
akcijas “Baltijas cel$” biezs atspogulojums) un nacionala gara (valsts nosaukuma
un ieklaujoso vietniekvardu biezs lietojums) konstruésanas tematu dominanci
visos apakskorpusos, ka arl saliktu jeb hibridu identitasu tiklosanos, ipasi
starptautisko runu apakskorpusa, kur, izmantojot Matrjoskas lelles metaforu
(Wodak, 2018) — mazako ieklaujot lielakaja -, identificétas tadas identitates
ka prezidenta individuala identitate, nacionala identitate, Baltijas regionala
identitate, Eiropas Savienibas parnacionala identitate, rietumu regionala iden-
titate un globala identitate. Lidz ar to Igaunijas prezidentu runas ka galvenie
atslégvardi identificéti cilveki/tauta, Igaunija, igauni, Riigikogu (valdiba), Tartu,
valstiskums, krona, Tallina un Baltija. Latvijas prezidentu runas pie $adiem
vardiem minami svetit, tévzeme, Latvija, latviesu, valstsgriba, liktenkopiba,
saticiba, simtgade, varoniga, proklamet, pasaizliedziba, savukart Lietuvas
prezidentu runas tie ir Lietuva, lietuviesi, Seims (Seimas), Vilna, neatkaribas
deklaracijas parakstitdji, Kaliningrada, Baltija, valstiskums un mdtes zeme.
Starptautiskajas runas visbiezak identificétie atsléegvardi ir Latvija, Igaunija,
Lietuva, Baltija, latviesu, Riigikogu (Igaunijas parlaments), igaunu, ekselence,
latviesi, paplasinasana, igauni, multilateralisms, lietuviesu, sadarbiba, miera
nodrosinasana, savukart visbiezak lietotas vardkopas (multiword) ir starptau-
tiska komiina, Baltijas cels, starptautiskais miers, preventiva diplomatija, Eiropas
Savieniba, politiska griba, teritoriala integritate, reformu process, Eiropas dro-
Siba un padomju okupdcija. Tapat korpusa dati palidz ne vien izprast, bet ari
atspogulot identitadu izpausmes ari vietniekvardu lietojuma, ka ari identitadu
veidu atspogulojumu, kas izsekojams ar leksisko tendencu analizes palidzibu.
2. attéla redzams vietniekvardu lietojuma biezums dazados apakskorpusos,
ka ari hibridu identitagu konstruésanas biezuma un tendencu atspogulojums
starptautisko runu apakskorpusa.
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tu/jas (tev, jums, tavs,
tavu, jusu, tevi)

vini (vinu, vinus, vieniem)

es (man, mans,
mani, manu)

tas /ta (tam, tai, to)

més (mas, musu,
mums, musos)

-

(=)

5000 10000 15000 20000 25000 30000 35000 40000

mVirieSsu mSieviesu mVietéjas runas mIntCorp mLtCorp mLatCorp mEstCorp

2. attéls. Vietniekvardu ka atsaucu lietojuma bieZums korpusos

Ka redzams attéla, visbiezak lietotais vietniekvards ir ieklaujosais més, kas
vairak paradas Igaunijas prezidentu un ipasi sievie$u prezidentu runas, savukart
retak - Latvijas prezidentu un virieSu runas. Visretak lietoti otras personas
vietniekvardi tu un jis, kas apliecina, ka klausitaji tiesi tiek uzrunati vien retos
gadijumos, visretak — sieviesu runas — un visbiezak - virieSu runas.

Identitate
515.85

287.21

Darbibu nodroting Bng
© GoaNames, Miesasoft, Tom Tem

3. attéls. Termina “identitate” relativais biezums korpusa dalijuma pa valstim

39



=e=Nacijonala =e=Baltijas Eiropas globala ee=individuala (es) =e=kolektiva (més)
Sievietes
16000
14000
Lietuva Viriesi
Latvija 1991-2004
Igaunija 2004-2020

4. attéls. Hibridu identitas$u konstrukcijas modelis prezidentu runas

Ka redzams modeli, grupu identitates (nacionala, regionala, parnacionala)
un nacionala identitate runas tiek konstruéta visbiezak, ipasi Latvijas prezidentu
(redzams ari 3. attéla), viriesu runas un runas laika no 1991. lidz 2004. gadam,
kas norada uz nepieciesamibu uzsvért nacijas télu, Ipasi attieciga laika geo-
politiskaja konteksta. Individualas identitates konstruésana visbiezak paradas
Lietuvas prezidentu runas un laika no 1991. 1idz 2004. gadam. Eiropas Savienibas
parnacionala identitate visbiezak konstruéta Lietuvas prezidentu virie$u runas
un runas lidz 2004. gadam, savukart globala identitate visbiezak atspogulojas
sievieSu runas un runas laika no 2005. gada lidz 2021. gadam. Baltijas regionala
identitate kopuma konstruéta reti, tacu salidzino$i vairak paradas tiesi Latvijas
un Igaunijas prezidentu runas, turklat prezidentu virieSu runas tiesi laika péc
neatkaribas atjauno$anas 1991. gada. Lidz ar to secinams: kamér nacionala iden-
titate ir nemainigi spécigs prezidentu diskursivas prakses elements visas runas,
citas grupu identitates tiek konstruétas, kad runatajam tas ir izdevigi, pieméram,
Baltijas regionala identitate tiek konstruéta, lai uzsvértu Baltijas valstu kopigo
politisko pagatni, tada veida paradot argumenta nozimigumu, bet, pieméram,
globala identitates konstrukcijas paradas argumentos, kuru mérkis ir aicinat uz
kopigu ricibu visam, pieméram, ANO valstim.
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NOBEIGUMS

Pétijuma lietota korpusu pieeja kritiskajai diskursa analizei veicina kvalita-
tivo un kvantitativo datu sinergiju leksisko tendencu, tematisko lauku, runataju
individualo lingvistisko profilu analizé, ka ari objektivu kvantitativo datu atspo-
gulojuma. Tekstu korpuss un tam pakartotie apakskorpusi atbilstosi izvelétiem
analizes kritérijiem lauj atklat runatajam vai ta parstavétajai institticijai tipiskas
lingvistiskas iezimes, kuras ne vienmeér var pamanit atseviska teksta, ka ari lauj
salidzinat konkréta prezidenta vai konkrétas valsts prezidentu runu iezimes ar
visparigam konkréta diskursa iezimém.

Pétijuma rezultati parada, ka, lai gan atslégvardu un diskursivo stratégiju,
ka arl dazadu valodas lidzeklu lietojums detalizéta griezuma atskiras un ir tiesi
atkarigs no runas konteksta (runas laika, runataja, valsts, ekonomiskas, politis-
kas un socialas vides, ka ari runas vietas un notikuma), ir vairaki kvalitativas
analizes kritériju rezultati, kas Baltijas valstu prezidentiem ir kopigi, proti,
kopigas politiskas pagatnes veidosana, izmantojot véstures ka skolotaja toposu,
kopigas politiskas tagadnes un nakotnes veido$ana, izmantojot iemazinasanas
jeb turpinasanas stratégijas, nacionala gara (Homo Estonicus, Homo Latviensis,
Homo Lietuvensis) veido$anas, apvieno$anas un turpinasanas stratégiju, kas
balstas nacionalo simbolu, vértibu un patriotisma emociju (lepnums, nostalgija)
izmantojuma.

Argumentu veido$ana un atspogulojuma tiek izmantoti daudzi retoriskie li-
dzekli un lingvistiskie panémieni, kuru mérkis ir vai nu konstruét, vai iemazinat
nacionalas identitates elementus, tadi ir, pieméram, metaforas, eifémismi, meto-
nimijas, retoriskie jautajumi un vietniekvardi ka identitates indeksi. Nacionalo
un starptautisko runu analize, ka arl prezidentu interviju analize liecina, ka
nacionalas identitates diskursiva konstruésana ir apzinats process, kura meérkis
ir saliedét tautu un nodrosinat valsts nepartrauktibu, apzinati atkartojot spécigu
nacionalas identitates elementu nozimi, atjaunojot vai veidojot jaunas vértibu
kédes, ka ari noardot nevélamas identitates izpausmes diskursa. Vienlaikus tiek
secinats, ka runas tiek ieklautas un caurviju modeli vienkopus ir sastopamas
vairakas identitates, kuras tiek apzinati izmantotas atkariba no konkrétas runas
mérkiem.

Pétijuma rezultati apliecina, ka nacionalas identitates konstrué$ana vietéjas
un starptautiskajas runas batiski atskiras, jo vietéjas runas “cita” jeb potenciali
apdraudosa ienaidnieka téls netiek atspogulots tik biezi un tik izteiksmigi, ka tas
tiek darits prezidentu starptautiskakajas runas, ipai Latvijas un Igaunijas prezi-
dentu runas péc neatkaribas atjaunos$anas un visu tris Baltijas valstu prezidentu
runas péc 2014. gada notikumiem un Krievijas iejauksanas Ukrainas teritoria-
laja integritaté, kad prezidentu runas paradas iepriek$ neizmantotas apdraudétas
identitates diskursivas konstruésanas stratégijas un lingvistikas intensifikacijas
panémieni. Butiskas atskiribas konstatétas ari katras valsts nacionalas identitates
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diskursivo konstrukeciju tematiskajos laukos, stratégiju lietojuma un lingvistisko
panémienu izvélé. Savukart tas atkarigs no runas laika, runataja individualas
identitates un plasaka konteksta, pieméram, Igaunijas nacionala identitate
konstruéta salidzinajuma ar Skandinavijas valstim, Latvijas nacionala identitate
konstruéta salidzinajuma ar Baltijas un citam Eiropas Savienibas valstim, sa-
vukart Lietuvas nacionala identitate konstruéta salidzinajuma ar citam Eiropas
valstim, pieméram, Poliju. Tadéjadi tiek secinats: lai gan Igaunijas, Latvijas un
Lietuvas nacionalas identitates atskiras, prezidentu runas identificétas diskursi-
vas konstrukcijas parada ari valstis dzivojoSo kopienu lidzibas, ipasi kolektivas
atminas un vértibas, kas apliecina kopigas Baltijas regiona identitates paralélu
veido$anu un Ipasi tiek akcentéts prezidentu starptautiskajas runas.
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TEZES

. Visbiezak un intensivak prezidentu runas konstruétie tematiskie lauki ir
kopiga politiska pagatne, kam seko kopigas politiskas tagadnes un nakot-
nes konstruésana; vietéjas runas visbiezak paraléli tiek atspogulots Homo
Nationalis jeb ideala pilsona téls; visbiezak lietotie lingvistiskie panémieni
ir tadas metaforas ka ATTISTIBA IR CELS, VALSTS IR MATE, EIROPAS
SAVIENIBA IR GIMENE, metonimijas, retoriskie jautajumi, vietniekvardi
ka identitates indeksi, paralélas teikumu konstrukcijas un intertekstualitate.
. Visbiezak lietotas nacionalas identitates konstruésanas un atspogulojuma
stratégijas diskursa makro- un mikrolimenos ir konstruktivas un attaisnojo-
$as, tai skaita turpinasanas un nepartrauktibas stratégijas, ka ari transformeé-
josas stratégijas, legitimizacijas stratégijas un pozitiva sevis atspogulojuma
stratégijas, nomierinasanas stratégijas, asimilacijas, ieklausanas un apvie-
nosanas stratégijas. Izsledzosas (neieklaujosas) un negativa cita ataino$anas
stratégijas, ka arl $aubu un pamatojuma konstrugjosas stratégijas lietotas
kopiga ienaidnieka pagatnes un nakotnes diskursivajas konstrukeijas.

. Igaunijas nacionala identitate prezidentu runas biezak tiek implicéti kons-
truéta un atspogulota, bastoties ne tikai vésturiskajos aspektos un upura
lomas atainojuma, bet arl uzsverot valsts mazo teritoriju, tas nelielo popu-
laciju, tehnologisko attistibu un Skandinavijai pietuvinato raksturu; Latvijas
nacionalas identitates diskursivas konstrukcijas balstas galvenokart véstures
nozimiguma atainojuma (tai skaita upura lomas uzsvérsana), kopéjo Baltijas
regiona vértibu diskursivajas konstrukcijas, ka aril darba kultaras atainoju-
ma un piederibas konstrué$ana demokratiskai Eiropai. Lietuvas nacionala
identitate balstita vésturiskas turpinasanas narativa atainojuma, kas saknojas
Lietuvas dizkunigaitijas jeb lielhercogistes laika, ka ari neatkarigas Lietuvas
Republikas ka pilntiesigas Eiropas Savienibas dalibvalsts diskursivaja kons-
trukcija.

. Prezidentu runas gan vietéja, gan starptautiska limeni nacionalas identitates
diskursiva konstruésana un atspogulojums paradas ka viens no galvenajiem
meérkiem, tomér lingvistiskie dati apstiprina ari vairaku citu identitasu veidu
(individualas, regionalas, nacionalas, parnacionalas, globalas un kopiga
ienaidnieka) un diskursivo konstrukciju sapludinasanu, kur atkariba no
konteksta priek$plana var izvirzities katrs no identitagu veidiem.

. Argumentu, diskursivo stratégiju un lingvistisko panémienu izvéle un to
ietekme uz klausitaju ir tiesi atkariga no sociala, politiska, ekonomiska
un vesturiska konteksta, ka arl no vairaku institucionalu un individualu
faktoru ietekmes, tomér apzinata nacionalas identitates konstrué$ana un
atspogulojums, lai apvienotu cilvékus vienam mérkim un nodrosinatu valsts
ka politiskas institacijas turpinasanos, visas runas vértéjama ka viena no
galvenajam funkcijam. Vienlaikus lielaka ietekme uz klausitaju ir lingvistiski
un diskursivi bagatakam runam.
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ABSTRACT

The goal of the dissertation ‘Construction and Representation of National
Identity in the Speeches of the Presidents of the Baltic States: Corpus-Assisted
Critical Discourse Analysis’ is to investigate the discursive construction of
national identities in the presidential speeches of the Baltic States as well
as their functions and potential impact on the target audience. By applying
the synergy of qualitative and quantitative methods — corpus approach and
the Discourse-Historical Approach to Critical Discourse Analysis, the study
not only analyses the content of the speeches, including their thematic areas,
discursive strategies, and linguistic means of realisation of these strategies
but also provides statistical data and presents the analysis of the corpus data
offering a detailed and objective insight into the individual linguistic profiles
of the Presidents, their lexical choices, which point to the linguistic features
of multiple identities constructed in the speeches. Additionally, the theoretical
sources that pertain to understanding the socio-political and historical context
influencing the content of the selected speeches have also been analysed, and
interviews with the Presidents and their advisors, as well as opinion surveys
with the target audience have been conducted to investigate the explicit and
implicit goals of the speeches as well as their potential effect.

Key words: presidential speeches, Baltic States, national identity, Critical
Discourse Studies, Corpus Linguistics
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INTRODUCTION

Over the past two decades of the 21 century, the concept of nation as
interrelated with the concept of identity has gained increased attention from
scholars across disciplines such as sociology, political science, and psychology,
as well as interdisciplinary studies such as sociolinguistics, cognitive linguistics
and psycholinguistics. It has been generally agreed that identity, be it individual
or collective, is a sense of self and a sense of belonging on the one hand, and,
on the other hand, a sense of distinction and individuality, rooted in traditions,
history, memories, social practices, and common language. Nevertheless,
language is not only a part of identity, but also a means of expressing and
constructing identity in the discourses of power.

Presidents as symbolic leaders of parliamentary republics aim to construct
national identities with the main goal to unite the people living in the country
and thus ensure the political continuity of the state. Another rhetorically based
goal of presidents is to represent the state and its identity internationally,
thereby ensuring not only a stable positive image of the state and the nation, but
also international cooperation in achieving the state-individual and common
political goals of international organisations.

The Presidents of the Baltic States as symbolic leaders of these nations have
constructed national identities of Estonia, Latvia, and Lithuania locally and
have represented the interests of the states on the international arena through
tremulous times. Their presidencies have been marked by the declaration
of independent republics in 1918 and the loss of independence in 1940,
the restoration of independence in the early 1990s, joining international
political organisations in 2004, the economic and political crisis since 2008 to
2011, and the ongoing Covid-19 caused crisis in 2020. the current study deals
with the analysis of presidential speeches from multiple perspectives through
the years of independence of the Baltic States to identify how national identities
have been discursively constructed and represented by the Presidents of Estonia,
Latvia, and Lithuania, and to establish the role of language in this complicated
and continuous process.

The goal of the research is to examine the discursive constructions of
national identities of Estonia, Latvia and Lithuania during their independence
in the speeches by the Presidents of the Baltic States on nationally significant
occasions and internationally with regards to the topics, discursive strategies
and linguistic means used in the speeches, their goal and potential effect on
the target audience, as well as the changes in this discursive practice across time
and space.
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Research Procedure

1.

To study the literature on political discourse, rhetoric, and presidential
speeches and to investigate the literature on the discursive construction
of national identity.

To study the social, political, economic, and historical context of
the Baltic States, as well as its potential impact on the speeches
of the Presidents.

To collect and classify an unmarked speech corpus by the Presidents
of the Baltic States covering a period of one hundred years for
the qualitative and quantitative analysis.

To conduct a critical analysis of the thematic areas, discursive strategies
and linguistic means applied in the speeches, as well as to implement an
analysis of interviews with the Presidents and their advisers.

To conduct questionnaire-based surveys with the target audience of
the Presidents, thus reinforcing the analysis of the aims of the linguistic
choices in the presidential speeches and their potential impact on
the listeners.

To implement a corpus data analysis as a method using the collected
speech corpus in order to validate the qualitative data and as a theory
to determine the lexical, semantic, and stylistic tendencies, and their
variation in the presidential speeches.

The research questions set for the current study are

L.

w

Which thematic areas, discursive strategies and linguistic techniques
have been used in the construction of the Latvian national identity in
the presidential speeches over one hundred years, what is the goal of
these means and how their application changes diachronically?

What is the difference between the language use in the discursive
construction of national identity in the speeches by the Presidents of
Latvia, Estonia, and Lithuania?

Which types of identity are represented in the speeches and how?
What are the implicit and explicit goals of the presidential speeches and
what is their potential effect on the target audience?

Research Object

The object under analysis is a specialised unmarked multilingual corpus of
414 presidential speeches (500 166 words) given by the Presidents of the Baltic
States on nationally significant occasions and international assemblies in
the period from 1918 to 2021.
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Empirical Basis of the Research

The corpus of the selected speeches has been collected from the official
databases and archives of the offices of the Presidents of the Baltic States;
the speeches in the English language have been provided by the offices of
the Presidents of Estonia and Lithuania, and international speeches have been
acquired from the official online archives of the United Nations. the corpus is
stored in the Sketch Engine online corpus tool, and it is divided into several
sub-corpora:

1. The sub-corpus for qualitative analysis consists of 204 speeches (244 185
words), 40 of which (79 155 words) have been given by the Presidents
of Estonia in the period from 1991 to 2021 (the English versions
provided by the office of the President of Estonia), 113 (112 259 words)
have been given by the Presidents of Latvia from 1918 to 2021 (the
English and Latvian versions collected from the national archives),
and 51 speeches (52 771 words) have been given by the Presidents of
Lithuania from 1990 to 2021 (the English versions provided by the office
of the President of Lithuania).

2. The sub-corpus of presidential speeches by the Presidents of Estonia
in Estonian from 1918 to 2021 consists of 50 speeches (48 012 words)
for quantitative data analysis to reconfirm the results of the qualitative
analysis.

3. The sub-corpus of presidential speeches by the Presidents of Lithuania
in Lithuanian from 1990 to 2021 consists of 50 speeches (18 867 words)
for quantitative data analysis to reconfirm the results of the qualitative
analysis.

4. 'The additional sub-corpus of 140 speeches (191 502 words) has been
collected from international speech archives, and it stores the speeches
by the Presidents of the Baltic States on international assemblies such
as the United Nations General Assembly and meetings at the European
Parliament in the period from 1991 to 2021.

Each of the above listed sub-corpora is structured according to the criteria
that allow for categorisation and a detailed analysis of the speeches, for
example, an occasion of the speech, a year or time period, a speaker, gender,
and a country. Corpus analysis has been conducted using the Sketch Engine
corpus tool and the AntConc corpus software as well as using the online corpus
tool Voyant Tools to secure the reliability of the findings as well as provide
the visualisation of the results. the empirical basis for the present study has
been extended by incorporating the qualitative and quantitative data collected in
the questionnaires with the target audience of the Presidents and the interviews
with the Presidents and their speechwriters, which have served to confirm
the validity of the critical speech analysis.
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Theoretical Basis of the Research

The theoretical basis for the current study is grounded in the research by
critical discourse analysts, specifically Fairclough (2013), Wodak and Mayer
(2016), van Dijk (2008), Boukala (2016), corpus linguists such as Tognini-Bonelli
(2001), Baker (2012), Haider (2016), Friginal and Hardy (2020) and identity
researchers such as Mole (2012), Guibernau (2007), Jurkynas (2021), Kasekamp,
Fabrykant (2018), Druviete (2018 and 2021) and Zappettini (2016-2021), as
well as in the research on socio-historical and political issues in the Baltic States
carried out by Tabuns (1999), Stipule (2012), Bela (2013), Klave (2015), Kaprans
(2016), Kopoloveca (2017), Andrejevs (2020) and Bergmane (2020). Considering
the theoretical significance of the dissertation not only in the field of linguistics,
but also in the fields of social and political sciences, and the multifaceted nature
of the notion of national identity, the theoretical basis for the current research
is grounded in the analysis of the scholarly contributions by researchers across
the Baltic States, as well as researchers from Western and Eastern countries,
thus creating an expanded and critical context analysis relevant to the scope of
Critical Discourse Studies (henceforth CDS).

Research Methods

The methodology of the current study is based on the synergy of Corpus
Linguistics (henceforth CL) and CDS, and it includes the Discourse-Historical
Approach (hereafter DHA) that allows for the incorporation of the triangulation
of methods, a corpus-driven approach that allows one to study a self-collected
unmarked corpus as a theory, and a corpus-based approach that allows one to
use corpus data as a method to reconfirm the results the qualitative analysis.
Moreover, a comparative approach has been selected to make comparisons
between the corpus data and the research results across time and countries,
and the questionnaire-based opinion surveys with the citizens of Latvia and
the semi-structured interviews with the Presidents of the Baltic States and their
advisers have been used to investigate the goals and the effects of presidential
rhetoric.

Novelty of the Research

The novelty of the current dissertation is reflected not only in the applied
methodology, namely, the combination of interdisciplinary methods from
the qualitative and quantitative research families, but also in the selection
of the empirical data that allows one to conduct a comparative analysis of
the speeches by the Presidents of the Baltic States both synchronically and
diachronically. Moreover, the extended corpus of speeches allows for an
additional contrastive analysis of keywords and frequently used words in
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the parallel sub-corpora of the speeches by the Presidents of Estonia, Latvia,
and Lithuania over a hundred years.

Topicality of the Research

The topicality of the study is displayed in the combination of techniques,
strategies and approaches that deal with the detailed collection, systematization,
and analysis of large corpora of speeches representing a period of one hundred
years and three states, as well as the incorporation of questionnaires and
interviews into the critical study of discursive construction of national identities
in the presidential rhetoric of the Baltic States. In other words, the approach
taken in the doctoral research attempts to combine the approaches used in CDS
with those used in CL to create a useful methodological synergy. Moreover,
the unmarked corpus of the collected presidential speeches provides a unique
opportunity to uncover the linguistic details and data that have not yet been
studied and marked which, in turn, provides an opportunity to use the corpus
not only as a method (a corpus-based approach) but also and eminently to
create theoretical propositions based on the retrieved corpus data and its
subsequent analysis. the results of the corpus-driven approach provide a vast
amount of data for the analysis including word frequency lists and keywords,
where the lexical prominence of the word in the focus corpus in comparison
to a general reference corpus may point to noteworthy features of an individual
rhetorical style of the president, as well as to the implicit features of the thematic
areas across the speeches. Thus, the corpus data and corpus analysis constitute
a significant contribution to the discourse-historical analysis of identity
construction in the presidential speeches of Estonia, Latvia, and Lithuania.

Research Approbation

The results of the current research have been demonstrated in 12 scientific
publications. Additionally, the results have been presented in 17 international
scientific conferences and workshops in Latvia, Lithuania, the Czech Republic,
and France, as well as in India and the United Kingdom (online). the dissertation
has been discussed and accepted at the doctoral committee of the University of
Latvia, Faculty of Humanities on 10 December 2021.
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Structure of the Dissertation

The dissertation consists of four chapters supported by 12 appendices,

including 61 tables and 21 figure. Chapter 1 introduces the theoretical grounds
for the critical analysis of political discourse and presidential rhetoric, focusing
on the essence of political speeches, their aims, functions, and linguistic
effects. Chapter 2 reviews the concept of identity and national identity, speci-
fically focusing on the historically, politically, and socially contextualised
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identities of the Baltic States. Chapter 3 presents the results of the critical
study of the discursive practices by the presidents of the Baltic States from
a qualitative perspective including a case study analysis of the linguistic
profiles of the Presidents based on the critical analysis, the corpus data results,
the questionnaire and interview data and a top-down analysis of the thematic
areas of identity construction in the presidential speeches, the identity
construction strategies and the use of linguistic means of realisation of all
the aforementioned. Chapter 4 displays the results of the quantitative corpus-
based and corpus-driven studies. the theoretical and empirical discussions
are supported by additional data presented in the appendices that include
the supplementary data and illustrations of the research process and procedure,
as well as the results of the current research including the detailed results of
the corpus queries, corpus-markup system, the results of the interviews and
questionnaires, and the three-dimensional model of the critical study of national
identity construction with additional examples from the corpus.
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OUTLINE OF THE CONTENTS OF THE DISSERTATION

1. Language and ldentity

Language as one of the means of forming and expressing power relations is
an endless topic of discussion and continuous research, which has been reflected
in numerous academic studies (Fairclough, 1989; Chilton, 2004; Rozina and
Karapetjana, 2009; van Dijk, 2010; David, 2014; Rimniece, Paparinska, Rotkale,
Lams, Laizans and Kukjalko, 2020, Druviete 2021). Language is not only
a medium via which identity is expressed, but also a fundamental component
of identity itself that is a significant aspect in the life of every individual, social
group, society and country, and the use of a particular language can be evaluated
from the point of view of the individual, social group, national identity or even
of global linguistic diversity, which may, in turn, lead to opposing conclusions
(Druviete, 2021: 18). Although language may not be considered only an
instrument of power, it offers a wide range of possibilities for influencing
social reality, including the possibility of constructing, transforming, or even
dismantling individual elements of existing collective identities. Thus, as noted
by Wodak (1989) and David (2014) ‘language is a powerful tool in the hands
of strong people’ (Wodak, 1989: 1; David, 2014: 164). Social reality, in turn, is
reflected in the discursive practice of individuals and groups of which language
is an integral part, both as a symbol of the identity of a nation and as a form of
expression of that identity.

1.1. The Concept of Discourse

The concept of discourse has gained considerable scholarly recognition
over the recent decades, specifically in the field of linguistics. Although
interdisciplinary scientific publications display a variation in the treatment
of discourse analysis as a theory and as a method, Teun van Dijk, one of
the recognised researchers in the discourse studies, notes that discourse is as
vague a concept as society, ideology, and identity (van Dijk, 2010). At the same
time, it can be stated that the more complex the nature of a particular concept,
the more widespread seems to be its application and interpretation. the current
study thereby uses the conceptualisation of discourse in the broadest sense of
the concept, thus seeing discourse as social practice or the interactions of social
actors and situations. Discourse structure in its widest meaning may be seen
from different perspectives, and several types of discourse may be distinguished.
Political discourse is a form of institutional or power discourse that not only
reflects, but also implements political value systems or ideologies (Fairclough,
2013: 10). One of the political ideologies to be associated with the ‘image of
a nation as an imaginary community’ (Wodak et al., 2009: 18) or national
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identity is nationalism. Nationalism is seen as the belief that nation is the central
principle of the division of political organizations, and that the world is divided
into separate nations or communities entitled to their own independent states
(Heywood, 117:16). Two types of nations have been distinguished in the scholarly
literature on political discourse, namely the state-nation (Staatsnation) where
the state as a political project is seen to have existed before the formation or
the establishment of a common identity, and culture-nation (Kulturnation) that
is seen as a project where national identity and the momentum of a particular
ethnic group for self-affirmation has historically resulted in the nation-building
process and subsequently a common state (Meinecke, 1908, Fabrykant,
2018: 307), thus representing a form of ethnic nationalism (Sﬁpulis, 2013; Zepa,
2007). According to Klavin$ (2021), the notions of state-nation and culture-
nation have developed along with the emergence of ethnic nationalism and
are directly connected to disparities between national borders and populated
regions (cited in Druviete, 2021: 46). Considering that discourse as social
practice is a linguistic form of action motivated by social reality (context) but
being able to influence social reality in turn, it is concluded that discursive
practice allows one to change the forms of expression of nationalism, also
allowing for the construction, transformation, or dismantling of the elements
of national identities.

1.2. The Concept of Identity

Based on the theories of constructivism and post-structuralism, identity
may be seen as a discursive construct (Guibernau, 2007; Dolén and Todoli, 2008;
Mole, 2007, 2012; Wodak et al. 2009; Stpulis, 2013; Flowerdew and Richardson,
2017). the notion of identity reflects a sense of togetherness or belonging, at
the same time its dual nature also implies difference and differentiation. Identity,
thus, should be seen as a perpetual process of self-identification rather than
a product of discourse, or a way in which a person or group position themselves
in relation to the others (Flowerdew and Richardson, 2017: 4).

Furthermore, there are several forms (discursive, situated and
transformational) and types (individual, collective, and external or identities of
the ‘other’) of identities (Wodak, 2005; Bull, 2000; Risse, 2010; McEntianis and
Zappettini, 2014; Wodak, 2020). Within this hierarchy, national identity is defined
as a transformational form of collective identity that can be seen as a sense of
collective belonging based on elements such as common history and shared
memory, common values and attitudes, language, culture, and shared symbols.
(Guibernau, 2007; Wodak et al., 2009; Mole, 2012; Hoffman and Buhr, 2013;
Druviete, 2018). According to Garda-Rozenberga and Krimina (2013), national
identity is a multifaceted construction, which not only expresses the individual’s
belonging to a community but also strengthens the existence of the state and
the nation (2013: 23). Thus, the concept of national identity includes ‘both
personal and collective sense of belonging, memory and self-confidence’ (ibid.).
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Collective identity research in the first half of the 21 century has come to
the forefront of social research topics and has been widely reflected not only in
the research by Latvian scholars (Tabuns, 1999 and 2010; Zepa, 2007, 2006, 2011
and 2015; Maple, 2010; Cradle, 2012; Kopoloveca, 2017; Daina, 2018), but also at
the Baltic, European and global levels (MCEntee-Atalianis and Zappettini, 2014;
Wodak and Boukala, 2015; Zappettini, 2016; Cheskin, 2016; Fabrykant, 2018
Wodak, 2018; Andrejevs, 2020; Jurkynas, 2021). Thus, given the multifaceted
nature of the concepts of identity and discourse, discussion on the role of
language not only in the expression of identity but also in its construction is an
important contribution to the multidisciplinary field of identity research.
Accordingly, following the framework of CDS in identity research
(Wodak et al., 2009; Guibernau, 2007; Mole 2012), the dissertation raises
three dimensions of textual analysis — content or thematic areas, discursive
micro and macro level strategies, and linguistic forms of realization of
these strategies, thus revealing how national identity and its dimensions are
constructed in specific types of discourse, where these different dimensions
are intertwined in the act of speech and can be separated only in the process
of analysis (Sapulis, 2013: 53). the thematic areas adopted in the study
are the construction of a common political past, the construction and
confabulation of a common political present and future, the construction
of the Homo Nationalis or national spirit, the construction of a common
culture and the construction of a common national body meaning territories,
monuments, and borders (Wodak et al., 2009: 30). the macro and micro levels
of discourse are further divided into strategies, which are defined as discursive
action plans. Constructive and justifying strategies are used to construct
and maintain an existing national identity, to secure collective unity and to
differentiate a collective identity from other identities, as well as to preserve
‘the status quo of national identity’ and justify specific forms of expression of
that identity (Wodak et al., 2009, Sapulis, 2013: 53). Transformative strategies
aim to change an already established and sustained identity and perception of
its elements into different perception of national identity, which has already
been conceptualised by the speaker (Sapulis, 2013: 53; Wodak et al., 2009: 30).
Destructive strategies or the strategies of demontage and dismantling of
national identities in discourse can be recognised as discursive acts that are
used by social actors to destroy or dismantle the established constructs of
national identities (ibid.). Furthermore, the above-mentioned macro-level
strategies of discourse also integrate several micro-level strategies that
help to implement such discursive functions as assimilation and inclusion,
dissimilation and exclusion, continuation or termination, transfer of blame
and responsibility, legitimization, negative other-presentation and positive
self-presentation, singularization, autonomation and trivialization, in which, in
turn, argumentation schemes including topoi and various rhetorical techniques
and linguistic means may be incorporated (Wodak et al., 2009: 37-43). Topoi
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as described in Aristotle’s writings are places of political discourse (Kopoloveca,
2017; Vogiatzi, 2019), which can be expressed as statements that are either
valid forms of expression or fallacies (Ramniece et al., 2020: 169). It should be
noted, though, that topoi have different interpretations in the ancient literature
and in the contemporary literary and discourse analysis. Thus, depending on
the applied methodology and the field of scientific study, the application and
interpretation of topoi may vary (Zagar, 2011; Boukala, 2016; Klave, 2010;
Gorneva, 2015; Kopoloveca, 2017; Ramniece et al., 2020). Nevertheless, in CDS
the term the topos, although widely criticized for its generalization (Zagar,
2010 and 2011), is not used in its antique sense but is rather seen as a part of
argumentative schemes that form the necessary basis for the transition from
an argument to the conclusion’ (Wodak, 2001; Wodak et al., 2009; Kopoloveca,
2017). Moreover, since topoi are not always explicit in the text, it is possible to
follow certain formula to identify them, for example, if a is good, then B is bad,
or if B is bad, then a is good (Wodak et al., 2009: 244). Thus, the term the topos
in the current study is seen as a component of argumentation schemes which
helps to analyse arguments from the linguistic point of view.

1.3. The Concept of Rhetoric

Rhetoric as defined in the ancient literature is the art of speech or
the ‘the ability, in each particular case to see the available means of persuasion’
(Aristotle in Barlett, 2019: 10 and in Ramniece, Paparinska, Rotkale, Lama,
Laizans, and Kukjalko, 2020: 29), but in discourse analysis it is seen as a science
about the persuasion of people with the help of words (Kopoloveca, 2017: 36).
Persuasion, in turn, depends on three separate criteria, namely those reflected
in the credibility of the speaker’s character or attitude (ethos), those which
depend on the listeners’ emotions (pathos) and those related to the speech
itself, its topics, and the arguments set out in the speech. (logos) (Flowerdew
and Richardson, 2017: 228). As a result, the function of rhetoric is persuasion,
which, in turn, involves argumentation and may also include manipulation.
Argumentation is a ‘strategic model of linguistic and cognitive actions that aims
to justify or challenge opinions or statements that have become problematic
or questionable’ in a particular situation (Hart and Cap, 2014: 73). the main
components of arguments, as discussed above, are topoi or formal and substantive
parts of arguments, which link the statement or claim made in the argument to
the conclusion which follows from it (Wodak and Mayer 2016, Vogiatzi, 2019).
Accordingly, argumentation in political discourse and specifically in relation
to national identity construction may include such argumentation schemes
as the topos of numbers, the topos of lovely and idyllic place (locus amoenos),
the topos or terrible place (locus terribilis), the topos of similarity or difference,
the topos of history as a teacher, the topos of definition, the topos of threat,
and the topos of responsibility (Wodak et al., 2009: 36-43). Similarly, linguistic
manipulation, or conscious application of specific linguistic means with the aim
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to hide the true intentions and control the emotions and perception of the target
audience in a way that benefits the speaker, may be applied in political speeches
as an element of persuasion (van Dijk, 2008; Rozina and Karapetjana, 2009).

Furthermore, it is notable that linguistic manipulation in discourse may be
either illegitimate (when due to the lack of knowledge of the target audience
it is easier to exercise one’s power over it) or legitimate (when the knowledge
of the target audience allows it to decipher the speaker’s intentions), as well
as positive manipulation that is seen as the use of manipulative language to
persuade the target audience to think or act in a way that benefits not only
the speaker but also the target audience or their common goals (van Dijk,
2008; James, 2018). As a result, it is possible to integrate various linguistic
means in political arguments which can influence not only the emotions of
the target audience, but also create an impression of the speaker and the topic of
the speech. One of these rhetorical techniques or linguistic forms of realisation
of discursive strategies is rhetorical questions or statements in the form of
a question, the use of which, depending on the context, can be interpreted as
linguistic manipulation, as rhetorical questions address the listener’s sense of
social responsibility to answer the question or at least reflect on the answer, thus
cognitively manipulating the listener towards agreeing with the point of view
of the speaker (Black, 1992: 2). Moreover, rhetorical questions can be used to
reflect political identity (Chilton and Schaftner, 2002: 231).

Another linguistic means that is seen as a rhetorical technique of persuasion
is euphemisms - linguistic means that can semantically reduce the potential
negative effects of what is being said, which is thus seen as one of the most
commonly used methods of linguistic manipulation in political discourse (van
Dijk, 2006a: 737; Placinska and Karapetjana, 2016: 6). One of the linguistic
means of manipulation discussed in cognitive linguistics is metonymy or
word change - a rhetorical technique by means of which the meanings of two
associatively related concepts can be transferred (Rozina and Karapetjana,
2009: 113), thus discursively performing a similar function to euphemisms,
pronouns, or the passive voice, which help to hide or obscure agency or
transfer responsibility from one agent onto another or to a group (Wodak et al.,
2009: 43). One of the forms of metonymy, as seen by representatives of cognitive
linguistics, is synecdoche or the substitution of a referent with another referent
who is representative of either a narrower or broader meaning in the same
semantic category (Lakoff and Johnson, 2003).

Cognitive linguistics also emphasizes the importance of metaphors as
a way of thinking, as metaphors help not only to embed complex concepts into
familiar and simple terms, but also to influence the target audience’s perceptual
and memory processes at the conceptual level (Laundau, 2017: 56; Boukala
2016: 261). Additionally, personification as a type of metaphor is distinguished
not only in cognitive linguistics, but also in discourse analysis (Landau, 2017;
Lakoff and Johnson, 2003; Wodak et al., 2009). Personification allows inanimate
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objects to be suggestively attributed to humans, thus creating a strong emotional
effect which, like rhetorical questions, helps to build social contact, connection,
and unification in political discourse (Wodak et al., 2009: 44).

Finally, pronouns as a form of reference or indexing can be used both to
reflect identities and to form them by classifying people as belonging to or
being distanced from specific groups (we-they categorization) (O’Keeffe, 2006;
Cramer, 2010; Mulderrig, 2012). Critical discourse analysis places special
emphasis on the use of pronouns in discourse, as they are able, like metaphors,
to construct similarities and differences, include and exclude, or discriminate
between internal and external groups, thus creating deictic centres that express
internal belonging (Fairclough, 2013; Wodak et al., 2009, van Dijk, 2008;
O’Keeffe, 2006). As a result, critical discourse analysis examines pronouns
and their functions in discourse not only as elements of syntax but rather as
social identifiers that help to reflect value systems, belonging, or differences, to
construct internal groups or to reflect internal boundaries, as well as to transfer
responsibility from a speaker to a group or vice versa, while personal pronouns
such as they and the demonstrative pronoun those may point to the construction
of an external or bordering identity that does not belong to the internal group
or “us” Thus, it is considered that the use of different pronouns in discourse is
seldom considered neutral because, for example, the use of inclusive pronouns
itself always means that someone is excluded from the group because, if there is
a ‘we, there must also be ‘they’ — those who are not included in ‘our’ collective
(Wales, 1996; O’Keeffe, 2006: 130; Cramer, 2010; Klave, 2010; Mulderrig, 2012;
Fairclough, 2013).

1.4. Presidential Speeches

Speech is a form of rhetorical expression. According to Aristotle’s theory,
three types of speeches may be distinguished, namely, deliberative or political
speech, judicial or legal speech, and epidemic or ceremonial speech (Rimniece
et al,, 2020: 42). Each type of speech is characterized by different temporal
situatedness and focus (deliberate speeches focus on future, judicial speeches -
on the past, and ceremonial speeches refer to the present), goals (persuasion
or dissuasion, condemnation or justification, and glorification or denigration),
topics (finance, politics, law; unfair treatment, its causes, perpetrators and
victims; virtue and immorality, beautiful or shameful) and techniques (samples,
pleadings or declarations) (ibid.).

Nevertheless, it should be noted that the focus and the nature of presidential
speeches is multidimensional rather than focused on one or two topics and
objectives; therefore, depending on the wider context of the speech, multiple
topics, goals and temporal and spatial frames may be identified in presidential
speeches (Reisigl, 2008). At the same time, as Reisigl (2008) points out, the author
of a speech is not always the same person as the speaker, but rather a team of
advisers who reflect the goals of institutional discourse of which the speakers
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themselves are the central part (2008: 257). A group of Viennese researchers
(Wodak, de Cillia, Reisigl and Liebhart, 2009) emphasize that although political
speeches are most often written by political advisers, the performance as
well as the effect and the results of the speeches are the sole responsibility of
the speaker (2009: 71).

In addition, it is not always possible to determine whether a speech has
been written or contributed to by the speaker him/herself, so analysis of
political speeches should integrate references to the speakers as representatives
of institutional discourse. Accordingly, the president, as a symbolic leader
of the state, is considered to be the representative of his or her institution;
therefore, the rhetorical result of the coproduction of this institution in
the form of a speech is considered to be the responsibility of the president.
However, although presidential speeches are seen as part of political discourse,
their functions are different in nature and typically do not rely on strong
argumentation or persuasion to gain supporters or voters, but rather act as
‘ritual re-enactments of peoplehood and unity’ (Beasley, 2004: 10), which are
classically seen as a dialogue with the people (Wilson, 2015: 1). Nevertheless,
in the times of changing political circumstances, and notably in democratic
systems where civic participation is particularly important, presidential speeches
can also play a significant role in addressing the population of a country, thus
displaying elements of political discourse and rhetoric. Consequently, depending
on the context, presidential speeches may display characteristics of persuasion
and manipulation as features of deliberative, epidictic and judiciary speeches
(Reisigl, 2008: 254).

2. National Identities of the Baltic States in Time and Space

A three-dimensional model of theoretical review has been applied for
the analytical description of the national identities of the Baltic States that
includes an overview of the historical and socio-political context in the works of
Baltic researchers and researchers representing the geopolitical East and West.
Thus, for example, Morozov (2004) analyses the national identity of Russia
in relation to the identities of the Baltic States as representatives of the ‘new
Europe’ raising fear in Russia of the isolation and bordering of its own national
identity as ‘old Europe’ (Morozov, 2004: 321). In contexts where independence
and sovereignty come to the forefront of collective identity, it is possible to talk
about bordering identity, which in the case of the Baltic States in geopolitical
terms is Russia and historically the Soviet Union.

Cheskin (2016) further describes the various memories of the people of
the Baltic States (specifically - Latvia) about the loss and the restoration of
independence and points out that there is a ‘memory war’ between the ethnic
and minority populations of Latvia, which makes collective memory an essential
element of national identity and an element of social division in these countries
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(2016: 10). A similar analysis of the situation has been carried out by Andrejevs
(2020), who points out that according to the Russian-speaking minorities
living in Russia and in the Baltics, World War II ended with Russia’s heroic
victory over Nazism while according to the Baltic ethnic population, it ended
with an era of brutal Soviet power and illegal occupation of the previously
independent states (2020: 1314). the tensions described by the researchers are
also analysed in the works of Latvian researchers, for example, Tabuns (1999)
describes the russification policy exercised by the Soviet Union in the Baltic
States (most intensively in Estonia and Latvia) as the practice of creating
asymmetric bilingualism and linguistic segregation, which practically meant
that the ethnic language of the country in which the population was located
was no longer necessary (1999: 7). In this regard, Tabuns (1999) also points out
that in the second half of the 20" century, eminently in Riga when compared
to the first half of the century, ‘Latvians had become an ethnic minority in
their own capital’ (1999: 5). As can be seen in the empirical analysis below,
this fact seems to have a significant influence on the selection of thematic areas
(discursive construction of a common political past) and use of the strategies
of legitimisation and justification in the international presidential speeches of
the Baltic States.

Similarly, several researchers (Tabuns, 2001; Zepa, 2007; Castells, 2020;
Mole, 2012) emphasize the importance of demographic relations in the pro-
cesses of forming and developing national identities in the Baltic States because,
while the ethnic population in Lithuania after the collapse of the Soviet Union
constituted approximately 80 percent of the total population of the state,
the ethnic population in Latvia was evaluated to constitute 52 percent of
the total population, and in Estonia it was 61 percent (ibid.). Thus, it can
be stated that language and collective memory are two essential elements of
the national identities of the Baltic States. It should also be emphasized here
that the common historical experience in the 20" century (Soviet occupation,
national awakening and the peaceful protest of the Baltic citizens or ‘the Baltic
Way’ that led to the restoration of independence of Estonia, Latvia and Lithuania
in the 1990s), common borders with the Baltic Sea and Russia, and the new role
in the ‘family of the European Union and NATO’ are the elements of a tripartite
Baltic regional identity or the Baltic community (Cheskin, 2016; Chulos and
Piirainen, 2017; Jurkynas, 2021: 89).

While it seems that the studies mentioned above, specifically the studies by
the Russian scholars, seem to emphasize the differences between the national
identities of the Baltic States from the point of view of the national language
and collective memory, the research by Bela (2013) indicates that there seems
to be a tendency for the common elements of national identities to change
towards such elements of collective identity as the abiding of the law, prevention
of injustice, payment of taxes and other elements of civic participation,
as observed in the attitude of the Latvian population (2013: 7). Similarly,
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Fabrykant (2018) emphasizes that despite the theoretical correspondence of
the Baltic States to the type of Kulturnation and the analysis of elements of
ethnic nationalism in the public discourses of Baltic identities conducted by
several researchers, the Baltic region and its complex identities are a much
richer and more complex subject of investigation. Thus, the identities of these
countries should not be categorically classified as belonging to the type of ethnic
nationalism because in Lithuania, for example, national identities are reflected
in the coexistence and even combination of elements of civic nationalism,
ethnicity, and constructivism that are not mutually exclusive or rival but rather
coexistent or even merged with the sense of pride for the Duchy of Lithuania
and the brave fight for freedom in the 20" century alternated with a sense
of Soviet nostalgia and insecurity (Fabrykant, 2018: 308). At the same time,
the national identities of Estonia and Latvia show the existence of hybrid forms
of identification, thus providing greater potential for integration and inclusion
of the minority population in the imagined communities of these states (ibid.).
As a result, the notions of ethnic nationalism in the collective consciousness
of the Baltic citizens, as considered by individual scholars or even individual
citizens in the Baltic States, differ significantly from the factual situation and
the sense of belonging in the collective consciousness of Estonians, Latvians
and Lithuanians; therefore, the sense of national belonging and patriotic
pride do not always depend only on the historical memory, but also on
the contemporary experiences of the national statehood (Fabrykant, 2018: 309).
Such are, for example, the international success of Latvian athletes or cultural
representatives, or elements of national identity such as ‘religion, parent-child
relations, respect for authorities and traditional family values’ (Druviete,
Pozarnova, 2021: 94), which are also often emphasized in the speeches by
political leaders. Considering the aforementioned, it can be concluded that
both the individual national identities of Estonia, Latvia and Lithuania and
the common regional identity of the Baltic States are changing and adapting
to the current context. Therefore, it cannot be said that national identities of
these states are based only on the ethnic elements and form a ‘closed’ type
of identity, but on the contrary, they are moving towards strengthening civic
values alongside existing national values, thus becoming more open, complex,
and capable of interacting. Nevertheless, it should be stated that in times of
crisis, state leaders of and the discourses of power, such as political and media
discourse, have extensive opportunities to influence the processes of identity
formation, transformation, and dismantling.

Regarding the importance of language in the context of national identity
and common regional identity of the Baltic States, Druviete (2010) points
out that the Latvian and Estonian languages and cultures developed under
the German and Russian rule, while the Lithuanian nation has been under
the influence of Polish and Russian powers (Druviete, 2010: 403; Andrejevs,
2020: 1320). Differences in the origin of language are also emphasized, as
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Latvian and Lithuanian are Baltic languages of the Indo-European language
family, while the Estonian language belongs to the Finno-Ugric language family
(Druviete, 2010: 402). Nevertheless, it should be noted that the population of
the country is ‘not a homogeneous mass’ (Druviete, Liepa, 2012: 119), and since
there are several ethnic minority groups in the Baltic States, the role of national
language as the fundamental value of Estonia, Latvia and Lithuania differ in
the understanding of the ethnic minorities living in the countries, depending
on the degree of linguistic and cultural integration of these ethnic minorities
(Druviete, Liepa, 2021). At the same time, as Zepa and Klave (2011) and Bela
(2013) acknowledge, the language, culture, and the sense of belonging remain
among the main values of forming the national identity in the opinions of both
the minorities and the ethnic Latvians.

Other elements of these national identities that should be considered are
the different national symbols such as the flag, the anthem, the coat of arms and
the mythical heroes such as Lacplesis (Bearslayer) in Latvia and Kalevipoeg (the
Son of Kalev) in Estonia, as well as the historical figures - Kings Mindaugas and
Vytautas the Great in Lithuania. However, frequent reflection of these symbols
in political rhetoric may be seen an example of ‘banal nationalism’ (Billig,
1995). Nevertheless, it should be emphasized that the sense of togetherness of
an imaginary community requires not only the construction of abstract values,
but also the representation of ‘tangible’ or visible physical symbols that visualize
the identity of this nation and ensure its singularization or difference from
others (Zappettini, 2016: 85).

Furthermore, the national identity of Latvia has also been described as
including such characteristic elements as a low self-esteem, pride in being
a Latvian, stubbornness, individuality, envy, betrayal, seclusion, love for singing,
closeness to nature and various traditions and mythical elements, such as song
festival, mushroom picking, birch sapping and others’ (Veisbergs, 2015: 10).
According to Stradin$ (2018), ‘Latvians are more emotional than Estonians, but
more cautious than Lithuanians’ (Druviete, Liepa, 2021: 115). Mythology, song
festival traditions and history, as an element of national pride, have also been
described as elements of Lithuanian national identity which, in turn, is seen
as a combination of elements of Eastern cultures (Savicka, 2007: 11, Andrejevs,
2020: 1311). the Estonian identity (like Latvian identity), on the other hand,
places language as the central element of national selthood (Subrenat, 2004: 7),
and is based on he accepted and recognized myth that Estonia is the smallest
country in Europe and a bridge between Western and Eastern Europe (Taagepera,
2018: 14). In addition, the technological development and the character
of the Nordic countries (the Scandinavian character) are considered to be
essential elements of Estonian national identity, which is also widely reflected
in the speeches by the Presidents of Estonia. Jurkynas (2020) even concludes
that in the second decade of the 21* century, the Presidents of the Baltic States
unanimously position Estonia, Latvia, and Lithuania as Northern Europe rather
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than Eastern Europe (2020: 102), where the borders between ‘the self” and ‘the
other’ are more explicit.

Consequently, the Baltic regional identity, like the individual national
identities of these countries, is constantly transforming and being transformed
from a theoretical concept into a process of practical identification between
the people of the Baltic States, united not by a common language, but also by
a common history, separate and common cultural elements, common values,
and common geopolitical space. At the same time, it is concluded that not only
the society but also the political leaders as representatives of this society tend
isolate their own collectives (us) from strangers (them), thus simultaneously
constructing an image of the common ‘other’ (Said, 1995: 332). This process
aimed at strengthening the identity of the in-group, as the role of the common
‘other’ and even the common enemy is important not only in the early
process of identity formation, but also in times of crisis (Petersoo, 2007). It is
in such moments that the people are united above all by the struggle against
a common enemy, reminiscent of ‘who we are’ and ‘how we differ from
them' (Triandafyllidou, 1998: 603). Consequently, considering the current
geopolitical situation, it may be concluded that not only the national identities
of Estonia, Latvia and Lithuania and the regional identity of the Baltic States,
but also the supranational European and geopolitical Western identities have
the potential for strengthening their role in the perception of collective unity
of the people.

3. The Synergy of Critical Discourse Analysis and Corpus
Linguistics

Although the analysis and critique of political speeches is as ancient as
the process of speechwriting and speaking itself, the methods and approaches
used in their analysis have evolved significantly over the years (Reisigl,
2018: 261). Thus, contemporary analysis of public discourses includes not only
the analysis and critique of language and discursive elements, but also a detailed
analysis of contextual features. Thus, CDS (initially CDA - Critical Discourse
Analysis) emerged as a field of research at the end of the 20™ century and as
a scholarly movement it was founded by a group of researchers consisting of
Teun van Dijk, Ruth Wodak, Norman Fairclough, Gunther Kress, and Theo
van Leeuwen (Wodak and Mayer, 2016). Hence, the movement emerged as
a reaction to the research methodology at the time that was unable to decipher
and explain the often-manipulative practice of power discourses in sufficient
detail. the difference between Discourse Analysis and CDS lays in their main
functions, as the principal functions of CDS are the problem-orientation and
the interdisciplinary approach to the analysis, understanding, interpretation
and critique of the interaction between language and other social phenomena
(Wodak and Mayer, 2016). Like most innovations, this line of research has
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emerged in response to the need to address and understand societal challenges;
therefore, CDS has initially and most commonly been recognized as a set of
approaches to the analysis of semiotic data in ideological and power discourses
which is adjusted to the direction, discipline, research object, and broader
historical and social context. CDA has often been used as an isolated research
method or a set of methods, which has, in turn, led to considerable amount of
critique. CDA has been accused of the ‘focus on negative aspects of discourse,
researchers’ bias and lack of objectivity’ and because it requires a detailed
analysis of the text at its macro and micro levels, there is relatively little
opportunity to speak of the text as a representation of discourse (Barlett, 2012).
Representability, however, means that the study must include a minimum
amount of data in order to be able to draw general conclusions about a particular
discursive practice.

In response to the received criticism, the researchers representing CDS
as framework for critical studies of discourse have expanded the range of
approaches and methods that may be used within CDS over the years, allowing
to integrate more interdisciplinary, eclectic, and limitless set of methods,
which often allow one to avoid the limitations of the methodologies used
within the framework. the DHA is one of the multidisciplinary approaches to
CDS focusing on the essential role of historical aspects in shaping discourse
structures, but also allowing to analyse the intra-linguistic features (lexical
and collocational patterns, thematic and syntactic coherence patterns, and
various discursive strategies) and extra-linguistic factors (social variables and
institutional frameworks) (Blackledge, 2005: 19). the discursive strategies
identified in the methodological description of the DHA are the strategies
of nomination, predication, argumentation, perspectivation, mitigation and
intensification that help to define, describe, and characterize social elements,
as well as to express speaker’s arguments, position attitudes and intensify or
mitigate the illocutionary force of these expressions (Flowerdew and Richardson,
2017: 52). Consequently, CDS can be seen as a pervasive methodological-
theoretical school, the basic principles of which are based on the interest in
the natural language use and the interaction between the language user and
the environment, interest in a broader language unit than a sentence or isolated
words, and their role in a detailed and dynamic text in its broadest sense, and in
the analysis of text and context interactions, focusing on the analysis of socio-
cognitive and communication processes, and therein applied strategies and
techniques. the study directions or focal points of CDS are various; however,
the aforementioned basic principles unite all the directions of CDS.

One of the recent contributions to the traditionally qualitative nature of CDS
is the integration of corpus-linguistic methods and corpus data in the critical
analysis of discourse. Corpus data are considered to be an indispensable
component of a reliable, verifiable, and representative methodology in
the 21 century language studies because they enhance researcher’s objectivity by
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reducing potential bias or the influence of subjective opinions (Baker, 2006: 16).
the key principles of CL are based on the computerized and automatic analysis,
collection, and processing of authentic language data, as well as classification
of large, representative language samples (Baker, 2012). In addition, corpus-
linguistic methods offer to use the corpus not only as a method for quantitative
analysis, but also as a source for the formation of theories based in raw corpus
data (creating a specialized unexplored dataset and performing an initial
analysis of an unmarked corpus, thus revealing the features of particular
linguistic samples) (Tognini-Bonelli, 2001: 84). As a result, corpus data help to
statistically validate the results of the qualitative analysis, as well as to develop
new, unprecedented data models (Johnstone, 2018). Corpus data and analysis
are particularly useful in the diachronic analysis as well as in the comparative
analysis, thus showing the variations in linguistic features over time (O’Keeffe
and Mccarthy, 2014: 596). Likewise, as a result of the development of CL as
a sub-discipline of linguistics, numerous corpus tools and programs for data
storage and detailed analysis are widely available, for example, the AntConc
programme, the Sketch Engine online tool, and the Voyant Tools online used to
store, classify, analyse, and visualize the results of corpus data analysis.

4. Research Results: Discursive Construction of National
Identities in Presidential Speeches of the Baltic States

The results of the current research are presented in the form of case studies,
a critical analysis of the discursive dimensions of the presidential speeches
and the corpus-assisted analysis of the quantitative linguistic data. the case
studies display the analysis of linguistic profiles of the Presidents of Estonia,
Latvia, and Lithuania in the context of national identity, where the criteria
for the analysis include the keywords and the main topics of the speeches,
the discursive strategies and the linguistic means used by each president.
the results of applying the three-dimensional model of critical discourse analysis
of identity construction display the main thematic areas, discursive strategies,
and linguistic means in the discursive construction of identities in Estonia,
Latvia, and Lithuania. the results of the quantitative or the corpus-based and
the corpus-driven approach display the analysis of keywords, concordances and
word sketches of specific lexical elements related to identities. While it is not
possible to reflect accurate frequencies of the use of the specific thematic areas,
discursive strategies, and linguistic techniques used in the speeches, because
these criteria are based on a qualitative analysis and interpretation and are, thus,
not subjected to statistical analysis, corpus linguistic methods provide tools
for the analysis of linguistic features such as keywords and KWIC (keyword
in context) that allow one to reconfirm the results of the qualitative study. It
should also be noted that the speeches are marked with codes - the initials of
the name and surname of the speaker and a number that indicates the place
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of speech in the classification, for example, Vaira Vike-Freiberga’s first speech in
the corpus is marked with the code VVFI.

4.1. Case Study - Linguistic Profiles of the Presidents

Estonia

The symbolic leader of Estonia as a typical Parliamentary Republic is elected
by the Parliament and presidential duties are mainly representative (Dumbrivok,
2009). the Presidents of Estonia, their presidency and political affiliation, as well
as the number and length of the speeches included in the corpus are displayed
in Table 1:

Table 1. Speeches by the Presidents of Estonia

President Years of | Political affiliation | Number of | Length of | Average
service speeches in | the speeches | words
the corpus per

speech

Konstantin Pits 1937-1940 | conservative 10 8714 871.40

Lennart Meri 1992-2001 | National Coalition 31 46867.00 1511.83

Arnold Riitel 2001-2006 | People’s Union - 32 40873.00 1277.28

conservative

Toomas Hendrik 2006-2016 | Social Democrats 32 58562.00 1830.06
Ilves

Kersti Kaljulaid 2016-2021 | independent 25 35103 1404.12

The analysis of the speeches by the Presidents of Estonia in both Estonian
and English displays that the speeches by the Presidents of Estonia are
comparatively longer than the speeches by the Presidents of Lithuania and
Latvia. In addition, it has been identified that the longest speeches have been
given by Presidents T. H. Ilves and A. Riiiitel, while the lexically richest speeches
belong to Presidents L. Meri and K. Kaljulaid. Furthermore, it is also noted that
the main keywords highlighted in the speeches by President K. Pits are people
and work, while L. Meri’s speeches focus on the relations with the neighbouring
countries, symbols of independence and reflect the representative or ceremonial
functions of the President as well as the emphasis on national anniversaries and
celebrations.

The linguistic profiles of the Presidents may be characterised by a frequent
and explicit construction of the national spirit of Estonians or the Homo
Estonicus, as well as by the construction of a common political past, present
and future, with particular emphasis on the use of the topoi of (history as)
terrible place and the achievements of the Estonian people. the most frequently
used linguistic means by the Presidents of Estonia are intertextuality, which is
used to refer not only to the authorities via the topos of authority but also to
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the ordinary people and their life and patriotism (construction of the Homo
Estonicus) comparatively frequently, thus aiming to create a connection
between the President and the people, as well as the sense of civic responsibility.
Parallel sentence constructions are also often used in the speeches, which
may be considered as an example of linguistic manipulation because the text
functions as a repetition that addresses the perceptual and memory processes of
the listener, paying special attention to the ideas expressed in the parallelisms,
for example, ‘How to define a dignified country? What impacts that dignity?
What does a dignified country do? What does it never do? And what does it
even mean when we say that a country does something?” (KK3). In addition
to parallelisms, rhetorical questions seem to be a favoured linguistic technique
of all the Presidents of Estonia and are often used in the most emotional
and linguistically expressive attempts to construct Estonian identity, such as
constructing a common political future based on argumentation schemes
including the topos of history as a teacher, for example, ‘where do we come
from? Where are we going?” (LM1). At the same time, the Presidents of Estonia,
specifically at the beginning of the restored of independence, have constructed
the we-they groups or represented the Estonian-Russian relations more directly
and intensively, specifically at the time when the Russian army had not yet left
the Baltics, for instance, ‘We forgive but we do not forget’ (LM3).

Among the speeches of the Presidents of Estonia, the speeches by
the President L. Meri may be considered to be the richest in terms of
the thematic areas therein included and the linguistic means applied; however,
it should be noted that the speeches by all the Presidents of Estonia are
continuously rich in the linguistic forms of realisation of different discursive
strategies of national identity construction when compared to the speeches by
the Presidents of Lithuania and Latvia. the elements of Estonian identity reflected
in the speeches are the constitution of Estonia, the former Estonian currency
(krona), the national anthem Mu Isamaa (my homeland), folk expressions, as
well as history and the Estonian people themselves as a symbol of this collective
identity. Metaphors such as COUNTRY IS PERSON and IDENTITY IS ITS
FACE, DEVELOPMENT IS ROAD, and TIME IS BOOK are among the most
frequently identified rhetorical techniques. the topos of authority has also been
used in the discursive construction of national spirit referring to the well-known
quotes by internationally recognised political leaders, for example, ‘Here it is
suitable to use the words of John Kennedy: don’t ask what your country can do
for you, but what you can do for your country’ (LM3). Similarly, the topos of
comparison has been used in the construction of the national spirit, comparing
Estonia’s economic development with the Nordic countries as an example, as
well as the feelings of pride and ethics defined as true Estonian values, for
example, ‘eestlane olla on uhke ja héd - it is wonderful to be an Estonian’ (AR11).

The speeches by President T. H. Ilves show a more frequent use of
metaphors, the most prominent of which are metaphors such as ESTONIA
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IS a BOOKSHELE, CRISIS IS TORNADO, HISTORY IS ALBUM OF
PHOTOGRAPHS, and RESTORATION OF INDEPENDENCE IS a LOAN IN
the BANK. the use of metaphors often appears in combination with the already
mentioned parallel sentence constructions and rhetorical questions, which
help to perform the function of positive manipulation in discourse, construct
a strong image of national unity and a sense of national self-confidence, as well
as to verbally visualize the national identity of Estonia. a vivid example of this
practice is the use of the extended metaphor in President Ilves’ Independence Day
speech, where Estonia is metaphorically depicted as a field of wild strawberries
and the Estonian nation is depicted as a strawberry — a small but beautiful
nation (THI9). Thus, the President has enclothed the abstract and perhaps
distant concept of the nation in a close, familiar and beautiful description that
is understandable to every Estonian citizen.

Finally, the speeches by President K. Kaljulaid as the first female President
of Estonia are similar to the other speeches by Estonian Presidents in terms
of the selection of discursive strategies and linguistic means, but there are
differences in the use of the inclusive pronouns and the reflection of ethical
values, as well as in the depiction of the role of women and family as Estonian
national values. At the same time, the speeches by K. Kaljulaid often construct
the political present and future in the context of economic development, as
well as the role of the Estonian cultural values, education and language in
the Estonian life.

Latvia

Like the Presidents of Estonia, the Presidents of the Republic of Latvia
are elected by the Parliament and are functionally representative leaders of
the country. When comparing the number of Presidents of the Baltic States
(five in Estonia until the beginning of 2021, seven in Lithuania and ten in
Latvia), it should be noted that the Presidents of Latvia have changed more
often, and their number is relatively higher during the period of independence
of the state:

Table 2. Speeches by the Presidents of Latvia

President Years of Political Number of | Length of Average
service affiliation speeches in | the speeches | words per
the corpus speech
Janis Cakste 1922 (1918) - | Democratic 8 4108 513.50
1927 Centre -
agrarianism
Gustavs Zemgals | 1927-1930 Democratic 3 608 202.67
Centre
Alberts Kviesis | 1930-1936 Farmer’s 5 2973 594.60
Union -
Euroscepticism
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President Years of Political Number of | Length of Average
service affiliation speeches in | the speeches | words per
the corpus speech
Karlis Ulmanis | 1936-1940 independent 10 10478 1047.80
Guntis Ulmanis | 1993-1999 Farmer’s Union 18 30934 1718.55
Vaira Vike- 1999-2007 independent 24 29026 1209.41
Freiberga
Valdis Zatlers 2007-2011 independent 18 30324 1684.66
Andris Bérzing | 2011-2015 Union of Greens 18 14579 809.94
and Farmers
Raimonds 2015-2019 Union of Greens 13 9137 702.85
Véjonis and Farmers
Egils Levits 2019-present | independent 20 14222 711.1

The longest speeches in the sub-corpus belong to G. Ulmanis and V. Zatlers,
while the most linguistically diverse speeches have been given by V. Vike-
Freiberga, G. Ulmanis and V. Zatlers. One of the most significant aspects of
all the speeches by the Presidents of Latvia is the frequent historical references
and the narration of common history which has been used to depict history
as a terrible and tragic place and time, as well as a proof of Latvian heroism,
courage, love for work and selflessness. the main symbols of national identity
reflected in the speeches are the Latvian language, the red-white-red flag,
Lacpleésis (Bearslayer) as a mythical national hero, the words of the national
anthem ‘God, bless Latvia, as well as such values as work, faith, and love.
In addition, it has been established that Latvia’s national identity is largely
constructed based on the experiences of the difficult history and the role of
the Latvian people as victims.

The speeches by the Presidents of Latvia in the period from 1918 to 1940
display frequent use of the topos of history, with special reference to the Latvian
freedom fights and the fallen Latvian soldiers. At the same time, such metaphors
as COUNTRY IS BUILDING, DEVELOPMENT IS ROAD, DEVELOPMENT
IS BULIDNG PROCESS, CITIZENS ARE FAMILY and LATVIAN YOUTH IS
FLOWER are frequently used. During this period, the topos of usefulness is often
used in the arguments referring to international co-operation and the support
of the political and military ‘allies’ of Latvia, as well as the unity of the people
and the government for a common goal, which often appear in the speeches
by J. Cakste, while the critique of the government is identified in the speeches
by A. Kviesis and K. Ulmanis. References to work as Latvian national value are
observed in the speeches by A. Kviesis and K. Ulmanis. During this period,
direct and explicit construction of the Homo Latviensis or the national spirit
of Latvians is observed in the speeches, often emphasizing the main national
symbols (flag, anthem, Bearslayer), as well as Latvian heroism, love for work,
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and the opportunity to be ‘masters in their own land. Sovereignty, freedom,
work, and democracy are the most frequently used keywords in the presidential
speeches during this period. At the same time, it can be observed that work as
a symbol of Latvian national identity is often semantically marked with the help
of a synecdoche using the semantic connection between bread as the result of
work, for example, “The blessed fruits of this work will be the most valuable
benefits the new year will bring us (AK1), ‘What were the two significant
words that appeared on this stage in 1918 in the address of the Prime Minister
immediately after the words “Construction of the State of Latvia”? - “Work and
bread” (GUS6). the most vivid and linguistically rich speeches in this period
have been given by J. Cakste and K. Ulmanis; however, A. Kviesis has also
applied various unique metaphors in his speeches, specifically when describing
the work of the government and constructing a common political past and
present, for example, ECONOMICS OF the NATION IS AN ORGANISM
THAT HAS BEEN KILLED AND AUTOPSY HAS BEEN PERFORMED
ON ITS BODY, CRISIS IS a DISEASE THAT HAS VARIOUS SYMPTOMS,
ARGUMENTS ARE WAR, the UNKNOWN IS DARK and KNOWLEDGE IS
LIGHT are applied to construct a common political past and present through
the topos of responsibility used to criticize the work of the government.
the speeches by K. Ulmanis reflect very clearly the language of the authoritarian
regime or authority, for example, the sentences using the imperative mood are
more often used than the sentences using the indicative of subjunctive mood.
Moreover, direct address forms such as ‘my people, my nation’ instead of ‘Latvian
nation’ are frequently used, specifically when constructing the Homo Latviensis
or the national spirit and image of an ideal citizen, as well as the construction
of a common political future through metaphors such as DEVELOPMENT
IS ROAD and LATVIA IS MOTHER. the speeches also display a frequent
construction of common territory or land, emphasizing the regions of Vidzeme,
Zemgale, Kurzeme and Latgale as sisters (family metaphor), and the river
Daugava and the Baltic Sea as national symbols. the speeches likewise include
the constructions of the we-they groups, for example,

Show me another city that has changed its face in such a short
time, its character, which has acquired so much new beauty - and
will gain even more than ours in Riga; old Riga is becoming more
Latvian! Latvian Riga with its new, wide views, with new squares,
with new buildings, new gardens, new streets - like a pearl
emerging from the dust and rubble of old times. She is followed
by her sisters — Latvian cities. (KU10)

Similarly, K. Ulmanis’ speeches, specifically in such cultural events as
the Song Festival, display the explicit construction of patriotism, references to
Latvian poets and the forms of direct address of the audience, which can later
be observed in V. Vike-Freiberga’s speeches as well, for example, has this time
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come, or have the prophetic words of Pumpurs been fulfilled? If so, you all say yes!
(KU9). Finally, K. Ulmanis’ speeches also reflect the elements of his individual
identity, such as references to agricultural terms and expressions, the emphasis
on work as a key component of Latvianness, and the discursive construction
of values such as strength and unity. Accordingly, the linguistic profile of K.
Ulmanis confirms the results of studies by Abens (2015) and Kopoloveca (2017),
who conclude that K. Ulmanis is considered to be a ‘the father of Latvian nation
and the creator of Latvian national self-confidence’ as well as an ‘ideal political
leader’ alongside J. Cakste and V. Vike-Freiberga, who are often quoted in
the speeches by politicians in the 21* century.

The period after the Restoration of Independence from 1991 to 2004 is
characterized by an intensive construction of the national spirit of Latvians or
the Homo Latviensis, while applying such inclusive strategies as the pronominal
indices (the inclusive we), referring to all Latvians ready to call the country
their home (specifically in the speeches by G. Ulmanis and V. Vike-Freiberga).
It should also be noted that the speeches by the Presidents during this period
can be described as the longest and linguistically richest, or even as a ‘carnival
of linguistic resources’ as they combine not only all the thematic areas, namely,
the construction of a common political past, present and future, the construction
of a national spirit and a national culture as well as a common national body
(although less often than in K. Ulmanis” speeches - a direct result of historical
and political context), but also the use of various discursive macro and micro
strategies and linguistic forms of realisation of these strategies. the hybrid
forms of multiple identities are also observed in these speeches, as the use
of linguistic means shows not only the features of the individual identities of
these presidents and the respective national identity, but also the deliberate
construction of the supranational or European identity (later confirmed in
the interview with Vita Savicka, an adviser to presidents G. Ulmanis, V. Vike-
Freiberga and V. Zatlers). It should be noted here that the social, economic and
political context plays an important role in the process of content selection and
stylistic formation of the speeches, specifically in the case of G. Ulmanis and
V. Zatlers because the main task of G. Ulmanis’ speeches has been not only to
transform the existing ethnically-based Latvian identity, but also to create a new
civic type identity by deconstructing the undesirable features of the old identity
(the Soviet legacy), as well as constructing the identity of the European Union
and its values, which were not always acceptable to the people of Latvia, for
example, language and integration policy and moratorium of the death penalty.
Similarly, the linguistic composition of V. Zatlers’ speeches shows strong
features of the economic, social and political context or the effects of the global
economiic crisis, as the President has often talked about leaving the Soviet legacy
behind, being self-reliant, as well as about the civic responsibility for the state,
using metaphors such as MIGRATION IS FLOOD and LATVIA IS MOTHER,
as well as the frequent use of parallel sentence constructions and references
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to the Latvian national symbols, for instance, Today we must find Lacpleésis
[Bearslayer] in ourselves and in our closest people - it is the only way we will be
able to deal with the challenges. Love for the fatherland, work, will, sense of
purpose and unity is our Lacplésis today (VZ1). V. Vike-Freiberga’s speeches, in
turn, can be described as linguistically rich, and aimed at addressing the moods
and emotions of the audience, which indicates the influence of the individual
identity (education and skills in psychology) in the choice of discursive strategies
and linguistic means. Latvian folk songs are often quoted in the speeches and
parallel sentence constructions that display the discursive construction of hybrid
identity via metaphor extension or gradation and intertextuality are frequently
applied (Our Riga is not ready yet. Our Latvia is not ready yet. Our Europe is
not ready yet), together with the frequent use of the forms of direct address
and inclusive pronouns (a similar tendency to the speeches by K. Kaljulaid).
Additionally, the use of binary oppositions and antitheses, such as strength
and not weakness, success and not mistakes, and Europe must not be divided
into big and small countries, old and new, rich, and poor is often identified in
the speeches. Metaphors such as LATVIA IS MOTHER and ITS POPULATION
ARE BROTHERS AND SISTERS, EUROPE IS HOME, HISTORY IS BOOK,
FUTURE IS DOOR, OUR WEAKNESS IS OUR ENVISON are identified in
the attempts to construct national spirit and a common political future, for
instance, ‘Latvia is a land with an ancient culture, with an ancient language,
it is a land with unique and rich traditions. Latvia is ready to welcome
everyone who is able to respect and join these traditions’ (VVF1). At the same
time, the adaptation of the language to the target audience is also noticeable
(for example, speeches in French), as well as the emphasis on the Latvian
language as the main component of the national identity of Latvia (for example,
the introductions of international speeches in Latvian).

Finally, the period from 2004, but specifically from 2008 through 2021, can
be characterized by the construction of the thematic field of national borders
and territorial integrity, the construction of national spirit and a common
political past and future, with a special focus on the security and borders as
the main elements of national identity of Latvia. the speeches also reflect
the construction of a common political present and the construction of civic
responsibility, referring, in particular, to the consequences of the economic
crisis and later in the speeches by President E. Levits also to the consequences
of the Covid-19 crisis. Nevertheless, the linguistic profile of the speeches by
each President during this period is different, although the unifying elements
are the length of speeches (which are relatively shorter than those by the other
Presidents) and the simplicity of speeches, as displayed in the absence of
frequent and explicit rhetorical techniques in the presidential speeches from
2011 to 2021. Nevertheless, the speeches by A. Bérzin$ are characterized by
the use of the discursive strategies aimed at the prevention of the consequences
of the crisis, such as the use of the strategies of assimilation and inclusion,
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as well as emphasizing the importance of international cooperation, which is
more in line with the construction of a common political present and future
(problems and responsibilities) and less aimed at the construction of a national
spirit and a common culture. the speeches by R. Véjonis display the presence
of the function of speeches ‘as a dialogue with the people’ and strong elements
of constructing the Homo Latviensis via emphasizing the Latvian values (family,
children, love, faith) as citizens of the European Union and the world, for
example, These are American values; these are European values; these are Latvian
values; these are our values. the example displays the descending representation
of hybrid identities and the use of anti-gradation of metaphors in parallel
sentence constructions leading to the construction of a comprehensive identity
via the inclusive pronoun our (we), which functions as a complementary
anaphora in discourse, using a single word (inclusive pronoun) to refer to the set
of previously listed elements (Nouwen, 2003). the speeches by R. Vé&jonis also
display the construction of a common political past, using the topos of history
as a teacher in the international speeches.

Conclusively, the speeches by President E. Levits display explicit and
frequent use of distinct lexical items. Liepa (2020) notes that a broad basis for
discussion has been created by the use of words such as sakotne (beginning),
atjaunotne (renewal), liktengadsmits (centenary of destiny), satvars (framework)
which have never been used in the Latvian language or have rarely been used
in the past (Liepa, 2020). the use of compounds has also been often identified
in the speeches by President E. Levits, for instance, ‘sirdsgudrs (heart-wise),
vienvertiba (equal value), liktenkopiba (common destiny), valstsgriba (state-will),
raksturlielums (characteristic), jabitiba (noun expressing the modality of very
strong necessity and obligation), together with several rare substantives such
as turpindtiba (continuity), nepartrauktiba (perpetuity), neiztéresandas (energy
saving — about people), sakotne (beginning), and also verbs with an unusual use
of the prefix, for example, ietiekties (reach in).

It should be noted, however, that the use of this type of word formation is also
characteristic of V. Vike-Freiberga’s speeches, for example, svetsvinigs (adjective
referring to the characteristics of being holy and ceremonial) un sirdssiltums
(noun metaphorically referring to the warmth of the heart). At the same
time, the speeches by E. Levits are also characterized by distinct structures of
discursive cohesivation, classifying arguments and using discourse markers
such as ‘first, second, third, finally) the use of professionalisms (specifically
legal and linguistic terms) and internationalisms, such as multilateralisms
(multilateralism), manifestacija (manifestation), mobilitate (mobility), dativs
(dative - a linguistic term), pirmskietami (preliminary — a legal term). It has
also been found that one of the main functions of the speeches by E. Levits is
the educational and explanatory function, as well as the emphasis of the aspects
of national identity, where the symbolic meaning of the national anthem and
the words inscribed in the Freedom Monument are explained. the President

78



has also confirmed the awareness of the use of the above-mentioned linguistic
and discursive techniques with the aim to construct and transform the national
identity of Latvia, as well as to deconstruct and dismantle the undesirable
elements of this identity in the interview on 3 October 2020. E. Levits has also
confirmed his goals of creating new words and enriching the Latvian language,
as well as the functions of assimilation and inclusion in his speeches (for
example, introducing the term lidztautiesi (compatriots) to replace the terms
cittautiesi, svestautiesi (non-Latvians, foreigners) and mazakumtautibu parstavji
(representatives of national minorities) both in the interview with the author
of the dissertation and before that in an interview with Latvian Television in
the ‘Morning Panorama’ (Liepa, 2020). It should be noted, however, that in
comparison with the other Presidents of Latvia and the Baltic States, the speeches
by E. Levits seem to be avoiding the use of such rhetorical means as metaphors,
personifications, and intertextuality, but often use key words and repetitions as
well as parallel sentence constructions.

Consequently, the evaluation of the linguistic profiles of the speeches by
the Presidents of Latvia and the results of the interviews and opinion surveys
has led to the conclusion that the linguistically and emotionally explicit use of
linguistic means in constructing national identity is not only a more effective, but
also a more memorable form of linguistic persuasion and positive manipulation.
It has also been established that the context of the speeches of the Presidents
of Latvia, for example, the social, economic, and political situation, as well as
the features of the individual identity of the Presidents is an important factor
influencing the content and linguistic design of the speeches.

Lithuania

When analysing the context of Lithuania, it should be emphasized that
formally Lithuaniaisa Semi-Presidential Republic, and the President of Lithuania
is directly elected by the people and not by the representatives (the Parliament),
which can be considered a significant factor influencing the presidential
speeches. the roots of the independence of Lithuania can also be traced back to
the political history of the 13" century, during the reign of the King Mindaugas
in the Duchy of Lithuania, thus the proclamation of Lithuania’s independence in
1918 is celebrated as restoration of independence and the political continuation
of the nation-state. Accordingly, the speeches by the Presidents of Lithuania
should be assessed from a slightly different perspective, specifically considering
demographic aspects and the minority situation in the country, as described
above. the speeches by the Presidents of Lithuania included in the sub-corpus
and their length are displayed in Table 3:
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Table 3. Speeches by the Presidents of Lithuania

President Years of Political Number of | Length of | Average
service affiliation speeches in | the speeches | words per
the corpus speech
Algirdas Brazauskas | 1993-1998 | Social Democrats 17 30157 1773.94
Valdas Adamkus 1998-2001 | independent 45 41006 911.24
and
2004-2009
Rolandas Paksas 2003-2004 | Order and Justice 15 6790 452.67
National Party
Arturas Paulauskas | 2004 Labour Party 3 6425 2141.67
Dalia Grybauskaité |2009-2019 |independent 55 20214 367.52
Gitanas Nauseéda 2019 - independent 12 11205 933.75
Present

The speeches by the Presidents of Lithuania are generally shorter and
less linguistically rich when compared to the speeches by the Presidents
of the other Baltic States, notably when compared to the speeches by
the Presidents of Estonia, apart from the first President of Lithuania after
leaving the Soviet Union, A. Brazauskas, whose speeches are comparable to
those by the Presidents of Estonia in terms of their linguistic composition. It
should be emphasized here that, given the relatively greater presidential power
and functions of the President of Lithuania in comparison to the Presidents
of Estonia and Latvia, the speeches of the Presidents of Lithuania are more
frequent and thus also structurally shorter. It has also been found that when
compared to the speeches by the Presidents of Estonia and Latvia, the speeches
by the Presidents of Lithuania display less frequent references to the common
political past using the topos of (history as a) terrible place, the construction of
Russia as the other or the enemy (though this tendency is gradually changing)
and the division between the ethnic and minority populations in Lithuania -
a peculiarity directly depending on the previously described political, economic
and historical context, that is also confirmed in an interview with the presidential
speechwriter (A. Manstavicius) of G. Nauséda on 6 August 2021. At the same
time, euphemisms have been frequently used in the speeches by the Presidents
of Lithuania, specifically in the speeches after the restoration of independence
in 1990, where references to the common political past display the function of
euphemising or trying to avoid portraying the role of the Soviet Union and Russia
in the history of Lithuanian people. During this time, the role of cooperation
between Russia and Lithuania has been constructed as an important condition
for securing the existence of the state of Lithuania and its common political
future in Europe but in cooperation with Russia. This position in reference to
the Russian Federation has been confirmed in the interview with the adviser
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to the President of Lithuania who confirmed that after the restoration of
independence in 1990, the Presidents of Lithuania had high hopes for Russia’s
new and prosperous democracy, which would allow the countries to cooperate;
however, these hopes faded over the years, leading to the change of rhetoric in
reference to Russia, which is also confirmed in the analysis of the presidential
speeches that displays notable variation in the thematic, discursive and linguistic
dimensions of the construction of the national identity and the border identity
in the speeches.

The analysis of the linguistic profiles of the Presidents of Lithuania shows
that the most colourful use of the linguistic means is seen in the speeches by A.
Brazauskas, where metaphors such as WAR IS SYMPHONY, LITHUANIA IS
MOTHER, VICES ARE DEMONS, and expressions such as the wave of peace
is coming to the East and the pipe of peace has been smoked between Russia and
Germany are frequently found. It is observed that the speeches by V. Adamkus
seem to be giving a special role to the construction of a common political past
by referring to the Lithuanian national heroes and mythical characters, as well
as using the topos of history as a teacher and metaphors such as HISTORY IS
BOOK and HISTORY IS LESSON. Rhetorical questions and parallel sentence
constructions have also been frequently applied, complementing the use of
metaphors in the construction of the national spirit (the Homo Lietuvensis)
and a common political past, present and future. the use of euphemisms
in representing Russias role in Lithuanian history is also noticeable in these
speeches (the construction of a common political past and a common political
future, the strategies of discursive deconstruction of common enemy, and
the topos of threat), for example,

There is a group of politicians and political forces in Lithuania who
speak out for new division lines in Europe. They view Russia as
an eternal enemy and want the West to pursue a policy of Russia’s
isolation. This means that Lithuania would become a border state -
just as it was in pre-war years. This kind of policy is not safe, and it
does not have a promising future. (Al1B1)

The speeches by Presidents R. Paksas and A. Paulauskas, on the other
hand, highlight the construction of the supranational (the European Union)
identity using key word repetitions, pronominal inclusion, and rhetorical
questions as a means of unification. At the same time, the main thematic area
in the speeches by the first female President of Lithuania - D. Grybauskaite,
like in the speeches by the other Presidents of Lithuania, is the construction
of the Homo Lietuvensis; however, the speeches by D. Grybauskaité are signifi-
cantly shorter. Parallel sentence constructions, repetitions, and metaphors such
as COUNTRY IS BUILDING, DEVELOPMENT IS ROAD, and HISTORY IS
TEACHER are often used in these speeches, as well as frequent references to
Lithuanian remembrance days, national holidays, references to Lithuanian cities
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and other national symbols (the discursive construction of national body). It has
been observed that in the speeches by D. Grybauskaité and later in the speeches
by G. Nauséda, unlike in the speeches by the previous presidents of Lithuania
but much like in the speeches by the presidents of Estonia and Latvia, the con-
struction of the common other or the common political enemy is comparatively
more explicit, as the Presidents often refer to the political and military conflicts
and the aggression of Russia in Georgia, Ukraine, and Belarus. These refer-
ences are often paralleled with the construction of a common political past of
Lithuania in relation to Russia via the topos of history as horrible place, and
the role of Russia in the occupation of Lithuania and the other Baltic States, for
example,

Some political leaders are raising an idea to create a new geopolitical
space from the Atlantic Ocean to Vladivostok, drawing Russia in.
It may sound interesting, but do we have common ground for it?
Do we have shared values? the answer is no! We have to remember
the hard lessons of history. (GN1).

The example displays the discursive construction of a common political
enemy using the strategy of dissimilation as well as the topos of comparison
and the topos of history as a teacher, supplemented by the use of rhetorical
questions, thus emphasizing Russia’s role as an enemy, not as a friend in
the political past, present and future of Lithuania. Similar to the approach used
by D. Grybauskaité, the symbols such as the Lithuanian land and patriotism, as
well as the importance of supranational identity (European goals and values)
in the political past, present and future of Lithuania are often constructed
in the speeches by President G. Nauséda. Although the historical event of
joining the EU and NATO has been portrayed as RETURNING HOME and
RETURNING TO the FAMILY OF WESTERN DEMOCRATIC STATES in
the speeches of the Presidents of the Baltic States since 1991, the speeches
by the Presidents of Lithuania display the most frequent and most explicit
construction of this supranational identity.

4.2. Qualitative Data — Thematic Areas, Discursive Strategies and
Linguistic Means
The critical analysis of the qualitative data using the DHA reflects the results
of the application of the three-dimensional model proposed by Wodak et al.
(2009) and Guibernau (2007). the three-dimensional model is displayed below:
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Discursive construction of Homo Nationalis or national spirit, discursive construction and
confabulation of a common political past, discursive construction of a common political present
and future, discursive construction of a common culture, discursive construction of a common
national body (Wodak et al., 2009: 30, Guibernau, 2007:5).

Thematic areas
(content
dimension)

Constructive strategies and strategies of justification and relativisation,
Discursive macro | strategies of perpetuation, strategies of transformation, strategies of

and micro level demontage, dismantling and destruction (macro level strategies), and

/ strategies strategies of assimilation and inclusion, dissimilation and exclusion, positive

(discourse self and negative other presentation, continuation and topoi (micro level
dimension) strategies) (Wodak et al., 2009).

Rhetorical — questions, metaphors, metonymies,

S i - comparison, personifications, parallel  sentence

(linguistic constructions, repetitions, passive voice, euphemisms,

— dimension) intertextuality, pronominal referencing, hyperboles,
emotional verbs and adjectives and others.

Linguistic means

Figure 1. Three-dimensional model for the analysis of discursive construction of
national identity

Figure 1 displays the theoretical model for the critical analysis of the discur-
sive constructions of national identity in the presidential speeches based on
the analysis of the dimensions of content, discursive and linguistic levels and
reflecting the top-down analysis of the selected speeches in the wider historical
and socio-political context. Accordingly, the qualitative analysis is based on
the study of the five thematic areas, discursive strategies including topoi, as well
as the linguistic means of realisation of these strategies. the results indicate that
the most frequently and explicitly constructed thematic areas or macro-level
topics of discourse in the corpus of the presidential speeches are the construction
and the confabulation of a common political past and the narration of collective
history (the results are also supported by the keyword analysis), which is
most clearly depicted in the speeches by the Presidents of Latvia and Estonia,
specifically in reference to the Soviet occupation, for example,

It was you who did not stop reminding and teaching us this true
history during all the long years of occupation when our state was
abducted. Strangers tried to erase the memories of 18 November
from our consciousness. They were also afraid of your letters and
lowered the iron curtain, lest the truth should break through and
awaken us. However, this happened because the White Father had
intended for it to happen and Antins went up the hill of glass and
Saulcerite — our Freedom had been awakened and given back to
the people. But as after a long and unhealthy sleep, it [the freedom]
is weak and protected. We could have rejoiced brighter and richer
if, for all three quarters of the century, we had been allowed to build
and construct our own country on our own ethnic territory. But there
was an evil, unjust conspiracy. Should we now live, looking back
forever, and pretending that these 50 years have not taken place
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in the history of our country at all? But they did happen, and our
lifetime has been left there. How fulfilled and how happy - yes, it is
a question for everyone (GU7).

The example illustrates a simultaneous construction of a common political
past and the construction of national spirit (the Homo Latviensis), where the use
of the passive voice points to the strategy of mitigation via the use of euphemism,
namely, the deliberate linguistic abstraction of agency, thus reflecting internal
political fear and the symbolism of the state as a victim. At the same time, using
intertextuality as the linguistic technique of referencing mythical characters,
the values of the Homo Latviensis are also being constructed in the speech.
Similar examples can be found in the speeches by the Presidents of Estonia
where in addition to reflecting the key role of historical events, efforts are being
made to transform elements of identity, namely, to portray the symbolism of
the victim’s role as an unwanted part of identity, for example,

Because for how long can we remain depressed about the past? It is
easier to lead our lives when the past has gradually freed us from its
oppressive shackles. Even so, the rapid onset of amnesia is somewhat
frightening (THIS).

The example illustrates the use of the combination of the strategy of discon-
tinuation, rhetorical questions, and metaphorical expressions, where the rheto-
rical question attracts the attention of the listener, and the deconstruction
of existing unwanted elements of identity is carried out through the change of
perception, where the past is portrayed as prison, but the complete oblivion is
compared to amnesia.

Furthermore, the speeches by the Presidents of Estonia may be seen as an
explicit example of constructing the national spirit of Estonians or the Homo
Estonicus through the strategies of assimilation and inclusion, which is also
the most frequently identified thematic area in the speeches by the Presidents
of Latvia and Lithuania:

In Osterby village in Swedish north-western Estonia, Adeele
Paavelt sat on the edge of her bed and knitted a pair of socks as an
Independence Day present for an unknown soldier in the defense
forces of the Republic of Estonia. Many decades ago, she also knitted
socks for her husband, who lies buried in Siberian earth. Now Adeele
Paavelt asks you, my dear compatriots, have you knitted socks for
the soldier boys. She has not run out of longing and will. Adeele
Paavelt is 94 years old. We remain in her debt, and she remains
our example. I hope that in ninety-four years’ time, someone will
say the same words about our generations (LM3).
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The example reflects a discursive attempt to emotionally construct
the national spirit of Estonians through references to the common people, at
the same time reflecting the political past and a common national territory as
well constructing a common political future in which Estonians would resemble
the people described in the example in terms of their patriotism. Explicit
attempts to construct national spirit and create a sense of patriotism (via the use
of the strategies of singularisation and representation of the positive self) are
also identified in the speeches by V. Vike-Freiberga, for example,

We are a strong nation! Please repeat all together — we are strong!
We are great! We are a productive! We are beautiful! We know
what we want! And what we want, we can do! What we can do, we
do! We will go and do everything to make Latvia beautiful, to make
Latvia great, to make Latvia powerful (VVE3).

The example shows parallel sentence constructions, keyword repetitions,
the use of the inclusive pronoun we referring to the President and the listeners
as a united collective, and a direct reference to the listener using the imperative
mood.

Furthermore, when constructing a common political present and future,
references to the past often appear in parallel, specifically reflected by the use of
the topos of history as a teacher and metaphor COMMUNISM IS PERSON in
the metonymic reference such as ‘Everyone talks about the death of communism,
but where is the corpse?” (LM4), and reflecting the symbolism of the victim’s role
(‘Are there many countries in Europe whose ethnic population constitutes barely half
of the total population?” GU1996). Nevertheless, the construction of a common
political future is most frequently combined with the discursive construction
of the supranational (European) and regional (Western or Northern) identities,
for example,

Assessing Latvia’s possible development models, we clearly see
only two alternatives: Latvia either becomes a member of NATO,
the European Union and the Western European Union and
thus a part of the European and transatlantic security zone or
becomes a source of threat to regional and continental stability
(GU5).

Finally, the strategy of singularization is most commonly used in the con-
struction of a common culture and a common national body (territory), using
the topos of alovely and idyllic place and toponyms, frequent repetition of
national symbols (such as rivers or mountains), as well as the use of the topos
of authority and metaphors and lexemes that emphasize the positive image of
the state as an ideal place for living and the only possible home for the listeners,
for example,
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From Vilnius to Klaipéda. From Telsiai to Salcininkai. We are
one Lithuania. Singing together and raising the national tricolor.
Protecting the most precious we have - Lithuania, our home.
Lithuania - our duty and ultimate purpose (DG11).

Latgale is the third star in the crown of Latvia - the youngest,
the most beautiful, the brightest star. Latgale, keeping its beauty, in
cooperation with both older sisters, in the power and vigour of her
youth will go to work to further brighten her splendour. Fertile
land, people’s energy, enthusiasm, mental thirst, patriotism, faith
and trust in even the most imaginably impossible to make possible,
imaginably unattainable-to be attainable (KU3).

Consequently, it is also concluded that the main elements of constructing
a common culture in the countries are the national language, as well as songs
and singing, and references to folk sayings and poetry.

4.3. Quantitative Data — Results of the Corpus-Driven and Corpus-
based Analysis

The quantitative data analysis reflects not only the results of the corpus-
driven analysis as a type of forming theoretical reflections (results of keyword
and multiword analysis, word sketches and word lists), but also the results
of the corpus-based analysis that allows using the corpus as a method to
reconfirm qualitative data (word queries, concordances, collocations). Since
the study uses several parallel sub-corpora, depending on the language, the type
of speech or the author of the speech, each sub-corpus has been coded, for
example, EstCorp - the Estonian language corpus, or EstCorplnt — international
speeches by the Presidents of Estonia. the results of the corpus analysis confirm
the frequency of the construction of the main thematic areas identified
in the qualitative analysis, namely the recurrence of the constructions of
a common political past (for example, frequent reflection of the Baltic Way) and
national spirit (frequent use of state names and inclusive pronouns) in all sub-
corpora, as well as the construction of hybrid identities, specifically in the sub-
corpus of international speeches, where, using the Matryoshka doll metaphor
(Wodak, 2018), a simultaneous construction and representation of identities
such as the individual identity of the speaker, national identity, Baltic regional
identity, European Union supranational identity, Western regional identity and
global identity are identified. Thus, the most frequently used keywords in thee
speeches by the Presidents of Estonia are people, Estonia, Estonians, Riigikogu
(government), Tartu, statehood, krona, Tallinn and the Baltics, the keywords in
the speeches by the Presidents of Latvia are blessed, homeland, Latvia, Latvian,
harmony, centenary, heroic, proclaim, selflessness, while the most frequently
used keywords in the speeches by the Presidents of Lithuania are Lithuania,
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Lithuanians, Seimas (parliament), Vilnius, signatories of the Declaration of
Independence, Kaliningrad, the Baltics, statehood and motherland. the most
frequently identified keywords in the international speeches are Latvia, Estonia,
Lithuania, the Baltics, Latvian, Riigikogu (Estonian Parliament), Estonian,
Excellency, Latvians, enlargement, Estonians, multilateralism, Lithuanian,
cooperation and peacekeeping, while the most frequently used multiword
constructions are international community, the Baltic Way, international peace,
preventive diplomacy, the European Union, political will, territorial interference,
the reform process, European security and the Soviet occupation. Likewise, corpus
data help to understand and reflect the manifestations of identities through
pronouns and to identify the representations of the types of identities that
can be traced through a lexical tendency analysis. the frequency of the use
of pronouns in different corpora as well as the frequency and tendency of
constructing multiple identities in the sub-corpus of international speeches are
illustrated in Figure 2.

you (your, yours, :
yourself, yourselves) Fly
I

they (their, theirs, them, -
theirs, themselves) =

I (me, my, mine, myself)
it (its, iself)

we (us, our, ours, ourselves)

0 5000 10000 15000 20000 25000 30000 35000 40000
mMale ®mFemale ®Local =IntCorp mLtCorp mLatCorp mEstCorp

Figure 2. Pronominal references in the corpora

Thus, the most frequently used pronoun across the sub-corpora is we (the
inclusive type as has been identified in the qualitative analysis), which is most
frequent in the speeches by the female Presidents of Estonia (also the other
Baltic States), and it is the least frequent in the speeches by the Presidents
of Latvia and generally male-president speeches. the second person pronoun
you (singular and plural), however, is the least frequently applied type of
pronominal references, displaying that direct address of the listeners is rarely
used, specifically in the female speeches, while the male Presidents apply this
type of address form comparatively more often.
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Figure 3. Relative frequency of the term ‘identity’ in the corpus across countries
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Figure 4. Model of multiple identities in the presidential speeches
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As the models above display, the collective identities (national, regional,
and supranational) and specifically national identity are the most frequently
constructed types of identities, notably in the speeches by the Presidents of
Latvia (as displayed in Figure 3), by the male Presidents and in the period
from 1991 to 2004, which points to the necessity to emphasize the image of
the nation specifically in the geopolitical context of the period under analysis.
the construction of individual identity is most frequent in the speeches by
the Presidents of Lithuania and in the period from 1991 to 2004. European
identity as supranational identity is most often constructed in the speeches
by the Presidents of Lithuania and by the male Presidents from 1991 to 2004,
while the global identity is most often reflected in the female speeches and in
the speeches from 2005 to 2021. Thus, it is concluded that while national identity
is an invariably strong element of the discursive practice of the Presidents in all
the speeches, other collective identities are constructed when it is beneficial to
the speaker, for example, the Baltic regional identity is constructed to emphasize
the common political past of the Baltic States simultaneously emphasizing
its significance, while, for example, the global identity constructs appear in
the arguments aimed at calling for joint action by all the countries of, for
example, the United Nations.
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CONCLUSION

The study has applied a corpus-assisted critical discourse analysis, thus
promoting the synergy between the qualitative and quantitative methods in
the analysis of lexical tendencies, thematic areas, individual linguistic profiles
of speakers, as well as aiding in the representation of objective statistical data.
the corpus of the collected presidential speeches consists of several smaller sub-
corpora, allowing to explore the linguistic features and tendencies characteristic
of the speaker or the author (institution), which might not be explicit in an
isolated text, thus allowing to make comparisons between individual speaker
styles and specific discourse features with the linguistic profiles of other speakers
across time and space.

The results of the study show that although the use of keywords and
discursive strategies as well as different linguistic means differs depending on
the context of the speech (period, speaker, country, economic, political and
social environment, and place and occasion), there are numerous discursive
and linguistic tendencies that the speeches seem to share over time, namely,
the construction and confabulation of a common political past through the use
of the topos of history as a teacher, the construction of a common political
present and future through the strategies of perpetuation, and the construction
of national spirit (the Homo Estonicus, the Homo Latviensis, the Homo
Lietuvensis) via the constructive strategies and the strategies of assimilation and
perpetuation, which are grounded in the representation of national symbols,
values and emotions of patriotism (pride and nostalgia).

Multiple rhetorical techniques and linguistic means such as metaphors,
euphemisms, metonymies, rhetorical questions, and pronominal referencing, are
used to construct and present arguments with the aim of either constructing or
perpetuating elements of national identity. Finally, the analysis of the national
and international speeches as well as the interviews with the Presidents show
that discursive construction of national identity is a deliberate process aimed
at uniting the nation and ensuring the continuity of the state by consciously
repeating and reiterating strong elements of national identity, thus renewing or
creating new value chains, as well as deconstructing redundant or undesirable
manifestations of identity in discourse. In addition, it is concluded that several
identities, which are deliberately attributed and depicted depending on the goals
of the speech and the speaker, are constructed and coexist in the speeches.

Conclusively, the results of the study show that the construction of national
identity in local and international speeches differs significantly because local
speeches do not reflect the image of the ‘other’ or potentially threatening
enemy as often and as vividly as it is done in the international speeches by
the Presidents, specifically in the case of Latvia and Estonia after the restoration
of independence, and the speeches of the Presidents of all three Baltic states
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after the events in 2014 and Russia’s interference in the territorial integrity
of Ukraine, when the discursive strategies of a threatened identity that have
not been previously applied as well as the linguistic means of intensification
appear in the presidential speeches. Significant differences have also been
identified in the discursive constructions of the separate national identities
of Estonia, Latvia and Lithuania, specifically in the choice of the macro level
thematic areas, the use of micro-level strategies and the choice of linguistic
means, which, in turn, seem to depend on the time of the speech (historically),
the individual identity of the speaker, and a wider social and political context,
for example, Estonian national identity is often constructed in comparison with
the Scandinavian countries, Latvian identity is compared to other Baltic and
European countries, while the national identity of Lithuania is constructed in
comparison with European countries, such as Poland. As a result, it is concluded
that, although the national identities of Estonia, Latvia and Lithuania differ,
the discursive constructions of these identities as identified in the presidential
speeches also point to significant similarities between the communities living
in these countries, specifically in terms of collective memory and values, which
confirms parallel construction of a common identity of the Baltic region that
is specifically accentuated in the international speeches by the presidents of
the Baltic States.
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THESES

The most frequently and intensively applied thematic areas in the presidential
speeches are the construction of a common political past, which is often
followed by the thematic area of the construction of a common political
present and future, and in local speeches also the construction of the Homo
Nationalis, wherein such linguistic means as metaphors DEVELOPMENT
IS ROAD, HISTORY IS BOOK, COUNTRY IS MOTHER, EU IS FAMILY,
metonymies, rhetorical questions, pronominal references, parallel sentence
constructions and intertextuality are often implemented.

The identified discursive strategies in the speeches on the macro and
micro levels of discourse are the constructive strategies and strategies of
justification, including the strategies of perpetuation and continuation,
as well as the strategies of transformation (positive self-presentation,
continuation and calming down, assimilation, inclusion, and unification).
the strategies of exclusion or negative other representation as well as
the strategies of casting doubt and justification are identified when referring
to a common enemy in the past and a common other in the present and
future, specifically in the international speeches.

The national identity of Estonia is portrayed based not only on history and
the role of victim, but also on its small size and population, technological
advances, and Scandinavian character, while the national identity of Latvia is
constructed as rooted in the importance of history (including the portrayal
of the role of victim), the discursive construction of common Baltic values,
love for work and belonging to democratic Europe. the national identity
of Lithuania is built on the narrative of historical continuation rooted
in the long history of the Dutchy of Lithuania and later independent
Lithuanian Republic and belonging to the European Union.

The presidential speeches focus on national identity construction and
negotiation both locally and internationally; however, the linguistic data
confirms that multiple identities (individual, regional, national, supra-
national, global and the identity of the common enemy) are nested in
the social practices represented by presidential rhetoric and depending on
the context, different types of identities may be foregrounded.

While the selection of particular arguments, strategies and linguistic
techniques used in the speeches depends on the social, political, and
historical context and thus varies across time and across countries,
the deliberate function of presidential speeches to construct and represent
national identity with the purpose of unifying the people and perpetuating
the continuity of the state is present in all the speeches. At the same time,
linguistically and discursively richer speeches seem to have a greater impact
on the target audience.
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