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Abstract

Keywords : Trump, Hitler, Speeches, Similarity, Speech delivery, Body language,

Intonation, Word recurrence, Propaganda, Word prominence.

[Francais]

En raison de plusieurs déclarations controversées de Trump au cours de sa campagne
électorale de 2016 et de son mandat présidentiel, beaucoup de gens ont tendance a le
comparer a Adolf Hitler, dont les actions et 1'idéologie sont presque universellement
considérées comme cruelles. Il semble néanmoins excessif de comparer quiconque
avec la personne la plus meurtriere du XXe siecle.

A travers une étude comparative des discours prononcés par Hitler et Trump, ce
mémoire vise donc a identifier les possibles similitudes entre la montée au pouvoir des
deux hommes politiques. Pour ce faire, 'accent est mis sur trois concepts : la récurrence
des mots, l'intonation et le langage corporel.

L'étude révele qu'en dépit de quelques similitudes, la facon dont les deux politiciens
s'expriment publiquement differe. Les similitudes sont principalement présentes dans
la récurrence des mots, ou ils ont tendance a utiliser des mots liés au nationalisme et
au patriotisme, et dans le langage corporel, qui est fortement lié¢ a I'intonation et est

largement utilisé pour mettre 'accent sur des mots spécifiques.

[English]

Due to Trump’s several controversial statements during his 2016 electoral campaign
and his current presidential term of office, many people tend to compare him with
Adolf Hitler, whose actions and ideology are almost universally considered as evil. It
seems nevertheless excessive to compare anyone with the most murderous person of

the 20t century.



Through a comparative study of Hitler's and Trump’s delivery of speech, this
dissertation therefore aims to identify possible similarities between both politicians’
rise to power. To do so, the focus is put on three concepts: word recurrence, intonation
and body language.

The study reveals that despite some similarities, both politicians” delivery of speech
mainly differs. The similarities are mostly present in the word recurrence, where there
is a tendency to use words related to nationalism and patriotism; and in the body
language, which is strongly connected to intonation and is broadly used to emphasize

specific words.
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Introduction

After the numerous controversial statements of Donald Trump during his 2016
electoral campaign and his current presidential term of office, many comparisons have
been made between Donald Trump and Adolf Hitler. The Philadelphia Daily News has,
for instance, put a photo implying a resemblance between Trump and Hitler on the
front page of one of its editions®. Articles have since appeared contradicting the
extreme comparison. The New York Times has, for example, published an article stating
“Trump is no Hitler, but the way he has manipulated the American people with outrageous
lies, stacked one on top of the other, has an eerie historical resonance.?” It seems almost
unbelievable that a politician of today’s society should be compared to the person
responsible for the deadliest conflict in history. Such accusations should not be made
thoughtlessly and without any evidence. Although mainstream media do not hesitate
to make the comparison, to my knowledge, no study has been - until now - carried out
on this subject. This dissertation therefore aims to determine whether there is any
similarity between Trump and Hitler.

The study focuses on the speeches by Hitler and Trump during their rise to power.
Instead of comparing the political arguments put forward, this dissertation mainly
concentrates on the similarities between both politicians” delivery of speech. Three
main concepts were considered for analysis: word recurrence, intonation and body
language.

The first chapter is devoted to the key theoretical notions underpinning this
dissertation. The chapter is divided in two sections. The first section gives a general
view of nonverbal communication, more especially of body language (hand gestures
and smiles) and of intonation. For each concept, the implications it can have in politics

are discussed with the means of previous research. The second section covers the

1 See Appendix 1.
2 Retrieved from https://www.nytimes.com/2017/10/19/opinion/trump-isnt-hitler-but-the-lying.html.
Last visited on August 6, 2019.
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notion of persuasion and its implication in politics, mainly focusing on Aristotle’s
three modes of persuasion: ethos, pathos and logos.

Then, a general overview of both politicians” background is given. The chapter mainly
focusses on their historical background and their rise to power. During the whole
dissertation, it should be borne in mind that Hitler and Trump lived in different eras
and that, therefore, their political, economic and historical contexts strongly contrast.
The third chapter discusses the three research questions of this dissertation, each of
them being devoted to the concepts mentioned above, mainly: word recurrence,
intonation and body language. It then outlines the data and the method used to answer
the three questions as well as the difficulties encountered during the analysis.

The “Results and Discussion” chapter aims to answer the three research questions by
analysing and discussing the results. It consequently answers the main research
question of this dissertation: Is there any similarity in the delivery of the speeches by Adolf
Hitler and Donald Trump during their rise to power?

Finally, a small conclusion is drawn from the answers provided in the previous
chapters. The limitations of the study are outlined as well as further studies which

could be interesting to carry out.
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Chapter 1: Theoretical framework

1. Nonverbal communication

Nowadays, most countries let citizens vote for the politician they want as their new
leader through national elections. Even though people might choose their leader
regarding the political program put forward, they may also be influenced by other
aspects of the candidate’s communication without even noticing it. Therefore, it is
important to understand and take into account those aspects of communication that
might help the candidate gain people’s trust. This chapter aims to discuss the key

concepts underlying this dissertation: kinesics, intonation and voice pitch.

1.1. Definition

Defining nonverbal communication is no easy task. Many scholars have tried to define
it but have always ended up with different definitions such as “the study of behaviours
other than words that create shared meaning between people who are interacting with
one another” (Hale, 2003, quoted in Burgoon, Guerrero & Floyd, 2010 : 11) or “any
kind of expression, gesture or symbolic behaviour that is either intended to convey
meaning or happens to convey meaning” (Burleson, 2003, quoted in Burgoon,
Guerrero & Floyd, 2010 : 11) or even “the intentional behaviour that’s used to
symbolically convey an idea” (Canary, 2003, quoted in Burgoon, Guerrero & Floyd,
2010 : 11).

As defining nonverbal communication remains an issue, it might be better to go back
to the concept of communication itself. When it comes to human communication, most
scholars agree that communication refers to “the process of creating meanings
between senders and receivers through the exchange of signs and symbols. Messages
originate as sender cognitions that are encoded through commonly understood codes
and decoded by receivers” (Burgoon, Guerrero & Floyd, 2010 : 12). This definition

allows scholars to claim that either formal languages (French, English, Spanish, etc.),
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sign languages or Morse code meet all the requirements to have an efficient
communication. Therefore, nonverbal codes must have the same properties (Burgoon,
Guerrero & Floyd, 2010) as they also are really useful to the creation of meanings
during the act of speaking.

Scherer argues that nonverbal signs have four main functions: semantic, syntactic,
pragmatic and dialogic (Scherer, 1980, quoted in Bull, 1986). The semantic function
means that nonverbal signs may add meaning to the speech or imply meaning in
themselves. The syntactic function refers to the regulation of “simultaneous and
sequential occurrence” as well as the “organisation of verbal signs and other nonverbal
signs” (Bull, 1986 : 103). The pragmatic function of nonverbal signs is simply the
indication of “characteristics of the message sender and the message receiver” (Bull,
1986 : 103). The last function, the dialogic one, considers that nonverbal signs may
specify the nature of the connection between the interlocutors (Scherer, 1980, quoted
in Bull, 1986).

In other words, nonverbal communication refers to paraverbal aspects such as
gestures, facial expressions, eye behaviour, body language, etc. that are used in order
to add meaning to the verbal communication in context. This means that nonverbal
communication is mostly dependent on the verbal communication and the context in
which the speech is occurring. This aid to communication is most of the time subjective
but may also be cultural or even sometimes universal, as Russian and American
scientists showed in 1975 (Key, 1980). They studied the universality of symbolic
nonverbal acts such as the palm presentation in each other’s greetings, shaken hands
during human interactions, the hand raising’s meaning in classrooms, and eye contact
avoidance in parliamentary proceedings. The study revealed that the action of raising
the hand in classrooms has simply been ritualized as an attention-getter while eye
contact avoidance in parliamentary meetings symbolizes the unwillingness of the
chairman to hand over to a member of the assembly. Every example illustrated above
shows that “the occurrence of a particular nonverbal act might be universal” but “how

it is done is conventional” (Key, 1980 : 6).
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To fully understand what is being referred to when nonverbal communication aspects
are analysed, it has been decided, for this dissertation, to combine the three definitions
of nonverbal communication mentioned above, namely “the study of behaviours other
than words that create shared meaning between people who are interacting with one
another” (Hale, 2003, quoted in Burgoon, Guerrero & Floyd, 2010 : 11), “any kind of
expression, gesture or symbolic behaviour that is either intended to convey meaning
or happens to convey meaning” (Burleson, 2003, quoted in Burgoon, Guerrero &
Floyd, 2010 : 11) and “the intentional behaviour that’s used to symbolically convey an
idea” (Canary, 2003, quoted in Burgoon, Guerrero & Floyd, 2010 : 11). Nonverbal
communication will therefore be considered as any seemingly intentional or
unintentional kind of gesture or behaviour people adopt in order to symbolically
convey an idea. Only the semantic function of Scherer’s nonverbal communication’s

functions will be analysed in this dissertation.

1.2. Kinesics

When one uses the term kinesics, one refers to all the forms of body movements human
beings are able to make except from movements made in order to create physical
contacts with another’s body (Burgoon, Guerrero & Floyd, 2010). This term, which
derives from the Greek word “movement”, is less popular than the term “body
language” but includes facial, head, eye, hand, foot movements, etc. as well as gait and
postures (Burgoon, Guerrero & Floyd, 2010). It is perhaps one of the most influential
of nonverbal codes (Burgoon, Guerrero & Floyd, 2010).

As mentioned above, some nonverbal acts of communication may be universal while
others may not be. It most of the time depends on the person’s culture: some gestures
may for example be conventional in some countries while they might be interpreted
differently in other countries (Burgoon, Guerrero & Floyd, 2010). In the United States,
for instance, people wave their hand to say “hello” or “good-bye”, nod to say “yes” or
cross their fingers to wish somebody “good luck”. This is called an emblem, a gesture

which is a substitute for language (Burgoon, Guerrero & Floyd, 2010). Emblems have
21



literal translations and might thus differ depending on the country in which they occur
(Burgoon, Guerrero & Floyd, 2010). For example, the “come here” gestures that some
European countries and America use - which consists of pointing a finger at someone
and moving it back and forth - means “goodbye” in China, Italy and Colombia (in
Burgoon, Guerrero & Floyd, 2010).

It is obviously easy to interpret universal and common nonverbal acts of
communication. However, it gets somewhat tricky when one attempts to interpret the
typical nonverbal acts of different people. For this reason, this dissertation will mainly
focus on the recurrent nonverbal acts politicians do when they deliver a speech. It will
more specifically focus on two different body parts which are frequently used to

express meaning: the hand and the face.

1.2.1. Hand gesture
Hand gesture is commonly referred to as a medium of expression, which is both
informational and pragmatic or socio-interactional, but whose “manuality” is
considered as unintentional or irrelevant (Streeck, 2009). According to Streeck (2009),
the genre of gesticulation can be referred to as pragmatic or meta-pragmatic gesture. The
first one is considered as enacting a communicative function (for instance, when one
raises one’s hand in front of somebody, palm facing the person, to tell the person to
stop and wait). It may vary and have different modes, as pointed out Kendon (2004).
Pragmatic gesturing can:
contribute to the significance of the utterance of which they are part
in several different ways. They can show the kind of move being
undertaken by a turn at talk, indicating for example, that it is a
question, a denial, or an offer. In these cases the gestures have |[...]
performative functions. On other occasions, however, [...] the
speaker may mark up some feature of the discourse structure, and
in such cases the gestures [...] have parsing functions. [...] Gestures
that operate on the verbal component of the utterance [...] can
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function in ways similar to negative particles, but [...] can also serve
as intensifiers. [...] In such cases [...] the gestures have modal
functions. The ways in which these gestures achieve these results is
partly by combining with the verbal or contextual meaning of the
utterance, but also [...] by reaching beyond the bounds of the
current utterance to operate in relation to the implied dialogue

within which the utterance is embedded. (Kendon, 2004 : 281-282)

The second type, the meta-pragmatic gesture, adds meaning to the words. It has
therefore a communicative function or illocutionary force and never occurs by itself
(Streeck, 2009). For instance, one could say to a friend “do you want to sit here?” by
moving one’s hand to the right or left with the index pointing at a free table in a bar.
This reflects the idea of Kendon (2004) that gestures contribute a great deal to the
meaning of the utterance. Gestures can be employed to “create objects”, “show spatial
relationships” or “exemplify action” and have a strong relation with the verbal
component of the utterance to meet different goals (Kendon, 2004 : 197). According to
Kendon (2004), gestures are used to supply meaning to the statement expressed
verbally at the simultaneous time. For instance, when one is pointing at something or
someone with an “Index Finger Extended” movement or with an Open Hand Prone
(palm up or away), one is establishing a necessary tie between circumstance and word
(Kendon, 2004) and is consequently adding meaning to the utterance.

However, as Streeck (2009) argues, the use of hand gesture varies from a person to
another. Some people gesture abundantly while others hardly do it at all. The society
in which people live may influence their use of hand gesture as well. It is therefore
important to understand the meaning that intentional gestures made by a particular
person might have regarding the person’s culture. Figure 1, retrieved from Burgoon,
Guerrero & Floyd (2010 : 164), illustrates some international gestures which have a
different meaning depending on the country in which they are used. For instance, the

R-hand shape (Kendon, 2004) or the “A-OK gesture” (Burgoon, Guerrero & Floyd

23



(2010 ) which is frequently used by the President of the United States of America,
Donald Trump, means “OK” in his culture while it actually has a different meaning in

other countries such as France, Japan, etc. (cf. Figure 1).

U.S. Gesture Meanings in Other Cultures

The A-OK Gesture - “Money” or “coin” (Japan)

- “Worthless” or “zero” (France
and parts of Switzerland)

- An obscene gesture in various
places around the world

The Thumbs-up Gesture - “speak up” or “turn up the
volume” in parts of South
F I} America
/,/ - Used when counting in parts of
| 4
: Central Europe (where it means

g “one”) and in parts of Asia (where
~y it means “five”)

- An insult in many places (Iran,
parts of South America and
Europe, especially when the
thumb is pumped up and down

The “V” sign - “Victory” or “peace” in many
Western countries

- If made with the open palm
toward one’s face, it is an insult in
Australia, Great Britain, and
South Africa (where it means that
you are acting like an animal with
horns)
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The “Hang Loose” Gesture - Is associated with alcohol in some
parts of Mexico and the Caribbean

- Means “six” in some parts of Asia
(five for the thumb, plus one)

Figure 1. Hand gestures and their meanings based on Burgoon, Guerrero & Floyd (2010 : 164).

1.2.1.1.  Use of hand gesture in political speeches

Some studies have already been carried out on the relation between hand gestures and
political speeches . In one of his studies, McNeill, for instance, uncovered evidence that
gestures only occur during speech and that they are synchronized with linguistic units
(McNeill, 1985). This theory is in line with Kendon (2004)’s findings on the relation
between utterances and hand gestures. Kendon (2004) affirmed that gestures are
punctuated by pronunciation and more specifically, by tone units. McNeill (1985) also
pointed out that 90% of gestures performed during a speech actually takes place
during the speaker’s articulation, while the remaining 10% of gestures left occur
during silences preceding further speech. According to him, the synchronisation of
gestures with linguistic units in speech suggests that gesture “reveals the moment at
which the speaker’s thinking process formulates the concept that the linguistic item
signifies” (McNeill, 1985 : 361). This idea of synchronization of gestures put forward
by both McNeill (1985) and Kendon (2004) is in line with Streeck’s concept of meta-
pragmatic gesture. This means that at the moment one performs a gesture while giving
a speech, one is actually thinking of the concept of the gesture itself. For instance, if
someone says “he started running as far as he could”, they might show the “as far” by
raising their hand into the air and moving it away from their body. The hand
movement performed is thought to occur while the speaker is formulating a mental
representation of “far” and is therefore synchronously used to illustrate the speaker’s
speech.

One other interesting study, carried out by Bull, aimed to determine the functions of

hand gestures in political speeches by studying their organization with respect to the
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speech (Bull, 1986). Bull's data was made up of speeches given by three speakers
coming from the political world: Arthur Scargill (President, National Union of
Mineworkers), Pat Wal (Labour Party candidate, Bradford North, West Yorkshire) and
Martin Leathley (Labour Party candidate, Shipley, West Yorkshire). The speeches were
given in the context of the General Election campaign occurring in the York region in
1983. Bull (1986) transcribed the hand gestures performed in those speeches by using
the Body Movement Scoring System. Each visual appearance of body movements
could therefore be more easily described by the investigator as the system takes the
single movement as its basic unit of analysis. Bull’s finding showed that hand gestures
and intonation are closely linked, both in terms of tone group boundaries and vocal
stress. It was also demonstrated that except for the elicitation and control of applause,
hand gestures in political speeches do not seem to have any explicit meaning. It has
thus been suggested that speech-related movements do not have meanings in
themselves but the speech in which they are used gives them meanings instead. The
hand gesture is therefore used to amplify and elaborate spoken words.

The findings from those studies indicate that the hand gestures used during the
delivery of speech do not have meaning in themselves but actually emphasize some
words that might need emphasising according to the speaker. In this regard, hand
gesture will be considered as an inescapable tool to deliver a political speech in this

dissertation.

1.2.2. Facial expression
A few centuries ago, Darwin argued that facial expressions of emotions are inherited,
natural and hence universal (Burgoon, Guerrero & Floyd, 2010). According to him,
people are conditioned to perform certain facial expressions when they experience
specific emotions and the performed behaviours are meant to meet certain needs
(Burgoon, Guerrero & Floyd, 2010). Darwin also pointed out the fact that basic
emotions such as happiness, sadness, anger, disgust and fear result from nervous
system arousal (Burgoon, Guerrero & Floyd, 2010). It has been argued that those six
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basic emotions are universally understood but that they sometimes may be hidden or

not expressed by people experiencing them (Burgoon, Guerrero & Floyd, 2010).

1.2.2.1.  Smile
In the political arena, leaders or candidates must sometimes hide or express emotions
in order to attain and maintain the support of their followers. One facial expression
that is interesting to study when focusing on politicians is the smile. A smile is indeed
a facial expression which might say a lot about a person. According to Stewart, Bucy
and Mehu (2015), previous research has already focused on the richness and nuance
of smiles by political figures. In their article Strengthening bonds and connecting with
followers (2015), they pointed out six distinct types of smile: amusement, enjoyment,
controlled, contempt, posed and fear smiles. They were able to distinguish them by
analysing morphological characteristics of the face, such as the direction of lip corner
pull, the shape of the mouth influenced by muscular “controls” and the orbicularis oculi
muscles which surround the eyes and coactivate when one smiles. The duration,
timing and symmetry of displays were also taken into account as they differ

depending on the smile.

a) Posed (photo B in Figure 2)

Associated with misery, embarrassment, flirtation or even compliance and
coordination, posed smiles are fake smiles used to express positive emotion when one
does not feel any positivity (phony smile) or conceal a negative emotion (masking

smile). The specific characteristic of posed smiles is that the lip corners are pulled up.

b) Enjoyment (photo A in Figure 2)

In contrast to the posed smile, the pulled up lip corners are not the only characteristic
of the enjoyment smile. When one performs an enjoyment smile, one contracts the

muscles surrounding the eyes. This smile is mainly associated with happiness and
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amusement. It is also used in a context of cooperation or approach between more than

two people.

c¢) Amusement (photos C + D in Figure 2)

The amusement smile has been observed on both human beings and primates. It can
be best understood as indicators of equality between individuals. The key
characteristic of this fundamental facial display is the loose jaw or relaxed open mouth.
Most of the time, this type of smile occurs when one feels high levels of playful
exhilaration and it is often accompanied by sounds of laughter and shakings of the
body. However, according to Stewart, Bucy and Mehu (2015), amusement smiles may
also be used to signal purpose in dampening aggression in competitive political

contexts.

d) Controlled (photo F in Figure 2)

Controlled smiles occur when people wish to lessen their amusement or self-
satisfaction following an audience laughter or applause. In addition to the
characteristics of the amusement smile, in controlled smiles, the lip corners are being
tightened or pulled downward. In some cases, the lower lip might be pressed up or
both lips might be tightened or be pressed together. By analysing the smile repertoire
of President Barack Obama, Stewart and Dowe (2013) showed that this type of smile
could diminish viewer perceptions of happiness or reassurance and could enhance

perceptions of anger, threat or aggression.

e) Contempt (photo E in Figure 2)

According to some cross-cultural research, the contempt smile is displayed when in-
groups members violate the ethics of their own community. To display a contempt

smile, one has to pull a unilateral lip corner and tighten the lip corner. This leads
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researchers to consider the fact that contempt smiles are in reality “controlled half

smiles”.

f) Fear

The characteristic of a fear smile is that the lips are pulled straight back. This type of
smile plays an important part in the political world: it indicates submission and it is

generally used during competitive contexts such as political debates.

Figure 2. Different smiles by politicians based on Figure 1 in Stewart, Bucy and Mehu (2015 : 80).
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1.2.2.2.  Facial expressions in politics

In addition to Stewart, Bucy and Mehu (2015)’s study on smiles, Stewart and Dowe
(2013) investigated Barack Obama’s facial expressions of emotion by using the Facial
Action Coding System (FACS) (Dumitrescu, 2016). Their findings showed that when
one looks at politicians, one could accurately detect neutral, reassuring and
threatening smiles but could have more difficulty in differentiating enjoyment from
posed smiles. This can be explained by Stewart, Bucy and Mehu (2015)’s analysis of
smiles, as it seems that there is barely any difference between both, except that in
enjoyment smiles, the muscles surrounding the eyes are contracted.

Other studies on politicians” speeches scrutinized other facial expressions than smiles.
Little, Burriss, Jones, and Roberts (2007) have for example demonstrated that unlike
attractive faces, candidates” dominant and masculine faces had a strong impact on
voters. Little, et al. (2007) confirmed this idea by showing that in wartime, people
would rather choose a politician with a dominant and masculine face than with an
attractive face (Tigue, Borak, O’Connor, Schandl & Feinberg, 2011).

This theory has been disproved by Dumitrescu (2016), who showed that the tendency
to evaluate more positively better looking individuals - the halo effect - emerged from
several studies. Voters who are not informed enough about potential candidates
(either because they lack sophistication or because there is no information available)
tend to vote for more attractive candidates. According to Dumitrescu (2016), voters
could be influenced by nonverbal confidence that a candidate might show during
debates or public appearances, regardless of the quality of the argument made. In a
similar vein, German researchers have shown that if a politician uses an active
nonverbal style during a debate, it might increase the politician’s leadership ability or
the audience’s (as well as the debate host’s) reaction (Dumitrescu, 2016). Taking this
into account, Dumitrescu pointed out that it must not be forgotten that the effects of
nonverbal communication on people also depend on the politicians” cultural context,
their communication style or degree of expressivity as well as the quality of

information they provide verbally and nonverbally.
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1.3. Intonation and voice pitch

This section is entirely based on Anne Wichmann’s book “Intonation in Text and
Discourse”3. Most of the data found in her book was drawn from the Spoken English
Corpus (Knowles, Williams and Taylor 1996) which is a corpus of 53 different texts
representing six hours of speech.

Wichmann (2000) determined that during the act of speaking, a melody can be heard.
This melody of speech, the intonation, consists of a more or less continuous pitch
pattern which changes constantly. To be able to pronounce words, human beings need
vocal folds which vibrate during the voiced parts of speech. Speech sounds do not
consist of regular vibrations with the same frequency but of various ones at different
frequencies. The repeated frequency of those combined vibrations is known as the
fundamental frequency (F0) and is measured in Hertz (Hz) or cycles per second (cps).
When the fundamental frequency (F0) changes, it is said that there is a modification of
pitch. The term “fundamental frequency” is used when it comes to the production of
sound whereas the pitch refers to the perception of sound.

According to Wichmann (2000), there are two main aspects in most current models of

intonation: the pitch and the “phrases” into which spoken language is broken.

1.3.1. Pitch
Words are composed of one or more syllables. When a word is composed of more than
one syllable, there is always a prominent syllable contoured by pitch movements.
These pitch movements are characterized by different patterns of movement,
frequently referred to as “tones” or “nuclear tones”. Those patterns of movement can
be simple: falling, rising and level; or can be complex: fall-rise and rise-fall. It is said
that a tone is rising when there is a rise in the human voice, consequently making the

pitch change. By contrast, when the tone is falling, there is accordingly a fall in the

3 WICHMANN, A. (2000). Intonation in text and discourse: beginnings, middles, and ends. Harlow:
Longmann.
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human voice and the pitch thus drops down. The level tone suggests that there is no
rise or no fall in the tone. The complex pattern rise-fall implies that the pitch first rises

and then falls whereas the complex pattern fall-rise implies the complete opposite.

1.3.2. Phrasing
The phrasing refers to the way utterances are broken down into smaller “phrases”,
known as tone groups or “tone units” (Kendon, 2004). Every speaker organizes their
speech into “chunks” of various length (Crystal, 1969). Those “chunks” are tone units,
segments of sentences which are marked by the location of the nucleus and the pitch
direction (rises, falls, rise-fall and fall-rise) (Crystal, 1969). As its name suggests, the
tone group is made of at least one tone. The tone group boundaries generally occur
when there is a pause in the speech but this does not mean that the tone group is
systematically separated by pauses. Most of the time, the distinction of tone group
boundaries between sentences is easy, since there are pauses, but it is trickier to

distinguish them inside sentences because they are more varied in their realisation.

1.3.3. English and German pitch accent realization

Some cross-linguistic studies investigated the difference between the pitch accent
realization in English and in German (Grabe, 1998; Mennen, Schaeffler & Docherty,
2012). Mennen et al. (2012) made a comparison of both English and German pitch
realizations by studying the difference in their FO range (“FO range” refers to the
“speaking fundamental frequency” or SFF) (Mennen & al, 2012 : 2250). The results
showed that various FO ranges are used by speakers of distinct languages and dialects
but that the ranges are influenced by natural linguistic features. Differences in tones
in the intonation contour and in “typical frequency of distributions of tones” have been
highlighted (Mennen et al. 2012 : 2258).

Mennen et al. (2012)’s result supports Grabe (1998)’s conclusion on the realization of
pitch accent in English and in German. According to him, a difference in the realization

of the phrase-final rising and falling pitch accents exists. English tends to “compress”
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(Grabe, 1998 : 130) rises and falls. This means that the rise and the fall of the tone are
completed in a shorter time span by the compression of both contours. On the other
hand, German “truncates”, which implies that “a falling contour merely ends earlier”
(Grabe, 1998 : 130). There is nevertheless a similarity: rises are compressed and falls

are truncated both in English and in German.

1.3.4. Implications of voice pitch in politics

Now that the notion of intonation has been clarified, it is interesting to see whether
some studies have already examined the effect intonation could have on people when
a political speech is being delivered.

One study has shown that the attractiveness of politicians’ voices influences people’s
perception of candidates (Surawski & Ossoff, 2006, quoted in Tigue, et al., 2011). This
attractiveness could come from men’s voice pitch, which makes them look more
attractive and dominant when it is low rather than when it is high (Tigue, et al., 2011),
while female voices may have a more negative effect on voters as their voice may be
associated with negative aspects such as political disagreement or conflict makers
(Strach et al., 2015, quoted in Dumitrescu, 2016). Klofstad, Anderson & Peters (2012)
drew the same conclusions by suggesting that people would rather vote for female
leaders with lower voices, probably because they are perceived as being more
competent, stronger or trust-worthy, which are attributes usually correlated with
leadership capacity. It has also been suggested that more acoustic energy concentrated
at lower vocal frequencies help candidates win people over (Gregory and Gallagher,
2002, quoted in Tigue, et al., 2011).

With those previous studies in mind, Tigue, et al. investigated the role of voice pitch
in voting-related perceptions. Their results showed that lower-pitched voices have a
strong connection with favourable personality traits than higher-pitched voices have.
They also suggested that the relationship between voice pitch and dominance is
“relevant for a range of social situations that can alter fitness, including political
decisions” (Tigue, et al., 2011 : 214).
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Regarding the world of politics, their study pointed out that people would rather vote
for politicians with lower-pitched voices than politicians with high-pitched voices in
national election scenario as well as in a wartime scenario. In the national election
scenario, lower voice pitch was highly associated with integrity and physical prowess,
which made people claim that they would more likely vote for lower-pitched voices.
However, in the wartime scenario, there were two different outcomes: either people
would vote for lower-pitched voices because they perceive them as indicative of
physical prowess, or they would rather vote for higher-pitched voices because they
perceive lower-pitch voices as possessing more integrity. This suggests that
perceptions of physical prowess influenced voting decisions more strongly than
integrity in wartime scenario.

They came to the conclusion that politicians with lower-pitch voices may have the
upper hand in political elections. The possibility of artificially lowering the voice-pitch
in audio recordings cannot be ruled out. It might actually help the candidate to gain
votes. During wartime, voters may opt more for a political leader with vocal cues of

dominance because they connect dominance with strength.
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2. Persuasion and politics

“Charismatic leaders such as Hitler, Mussolini, Roosevelt,
and Churchill had demonstrated how entire societies could

be powerfully manipulated through skillful persuasion...”
(Larson, 1992 : 81, quoted in Demirddgen, 2010).

2.1. Introduction
Politics is often referred to as being the art of government (Demirdégen, 2010). One
may claim that politics is exciting because of the politicians” recurrent disagreements
(Demirdogen, 2010). They disagree about who should have the power, what territory
they should have, how they should live, what alliances they should make, etc
(Heywood, 2002, quoted in Demirddgen, 2010). As Miller (1991) suggested, politics is
“a process whereby a group of people, whose opinions or interests are initially
divergent, reach collective decisions which are generally accepted as binding on the
group and enforced as common policy” (Miller, 1991, quoted in Demird6gen, 2010 :
191). To reach a final decision in politics, elements of persuasion are most of the time
involved in the political process. Persuasion is often presented as lying at the core of
politics. Many scholars have discussed it and suggested theories and explanations
about it throughout history (Demirddgen, 2010). One of the first theories of persuasion
that people are still aware of nowadays dates back to Ancient Greece, during which
many philosophers were concerned with ethical means of persuasion (Demirddgen,
2010). One famous philosopher known for his Rhetoric, in which he defined the
principles of persuasion, is Aristotle. As Larson (1992) claims: “much of what he —
Aristotle — said on the subject is as true and vital in today’s complex society as it was

thousands of years ago” (Larson, 1992, quoted in Demird6gen, 2010 : 191).

2.2. Branches of Oratory

Classical rhetoricians have determined three kinds of oratory: deliberative, forensic

and epideictic (Charteris-Black, 2013). The two last kinds, representing respectively
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speeches addressing l