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Abstract

The power of persuasion is what gives the speech a winning spirit. The ability to use words correctly and to influence a particular human attitude is a feature of any good orator. The power of persuasion is mostly about political speech. Politics and rhetoric have been inextricably linked long ago, and old records of famous world speakers speak of it. Many of them tried to analyze the speeches of the great politicians and thereby describe their features. This paper does just that, comparative analysis of the speeches of two statesmen, Theresa May, former Prime Minister of Great Britain and Zoran Zaev, current Prime Minister of the Republic of North Macedonia. This comparative analysis is concerned with detecting the features of cultivated speech, features that contribute to successful or unsuccessful compositional speech.
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1. Introduction
Old records from centuries back are indisputable proof that eloquence was a major feature of people who were leaders. Using the power of speech, their armies gathered forces to conquer new territories and expand their empires. Since then, the importance of rhetoric has grown ever larger in every field of public life. Today, in the world and in Macedonia there is a particular interest in the art of public speaking, especially in the field of politics. There is a general consensus that a good knowledge of rhetoric is an important prerequisite for success in politics and public life, especially in winning people over for an idea and negotiating an opponent's debate. Public speaking, as a form of communication, is one of the key elements of a successful career. Through some form of public speaking, the speaker is given the chance to get the best out of it and serve it in front of the audience. The main purpose of rhetoric is undoubtedly the power of persuasion. The art of ruling the words and their affect on the human mind is a characteristic of any good speaker. In addition, an important lesson of a good orator is to attract the attention of the listener, and more importantly to maintain it throughout the public appearance. To do this, he uses a number of techniques to help him improve his speaking skills. A good speaker, throughout his life, does not stop learning and applying new strategies to develop orator skills, but only builds on them to achieve greater success in the workplace.
2. Rhetoric

Rhetoric is a theory, a set of rules of spoken expression that aims to persuade listeners by proving their theses, speech that will give listeners a sense of satisfaction and act on their will. The most prominent professor of rhetoric in Ancient Rome, Quintilian, considered that rhetoric is the power of persuasion. (Heinemann, 1920) According to Cicero, the speaker has three tasks: to prove his thesis, to delight his listeners, to act on their will. (Мирјана Поленак–Аќимовска, 2010) Their common denominator is that rhetoric is ars bene dicendi - the art of beautiful talking.
3. Public performance

On the other hand, public speaking is “rhetoric in practice”, in which those rules are implemented. Public speaking is the process or act of presenting speech by a person who addresses the audience directly, in a structured deliberate manner, with the purpose of informing, influencing, or entertaining it. It is closely related to the notion of “presentation/presentation”, but is often associated with commercial activities.
3.1 Public speech

In order to conduct a public appearance, the person holding it must have a pre-prepared speech. What is public speaking? Public speech is defined as a text in which a particular topic is supported by strong arguments that are of interest to the people in front of whom the speech is presented. It should be presented in a clear and understandable way and sound powerful and convincing enough. The person delivering the speech is known as a speaker and the sum of the people listening, as audience. When referring to the term "public performance", most people's first association is: hall> speaker> booth> microphone> large audience. In fact, public appearance does not only cover the above terms. It also includes: speech in parliament, rally speech, lecture in full amphitheater, holding various conferences, job talks and similar.

4. Speaker

Speaking, as we have already mentioned, involves three basic elements: speaker, audience, and speech. One of these important elements is the speaker, his personality, or his characteristics. It has been proven that if the same speech is spoken by two people, it can make a different impression on the listeners. Thus, the role of the speaker in speaking is extremely important. The speaker's personality can be defined according to various parameters, such as: appearance, reputation, attitude, voice, oratorial experience, motivation, verve and similar.

The appearance of the speaker has always been an important element in speaking. Tacitus wrote: "Eloquent is by its very appearance", (Црепајац, 1970) but that does not mean that the outward appearance is crucial to being a good orator. The appearance can only help the orator to be even more visible in the eyes of the listeners. Less important elements related to the look are the way you dress or follow the fashion trends. These elements should be adapted to the occasion being addressed. Caesar always wore a cloak that sometimes demonstratively undressed it. He also wore a laurel wreath to ward off hair loss. But it was considered a great aesthetic, always neat in clothes. This informal rule is relevant today. (Д-р Александар Спасеновски, 2017) It is believed that this can be achieved by the so-called “optimal level of stagefright”. (O. Станојевић, 2002) Speaker who does not have enough experience in public speaking often feels negative trauma, which by the experience itself becomes positive, eventually disappearing completely. In conclusion, the best way to overcome the stagefright is the practice.
5. Political rhetoric
Political (deliberative) rhetoric comes from the word delibero, deliberare - to advise, to decide. It is aimed at persuading fewer or more people to the right or wrong of a political attitude or idea. According to Aristotle, the task of political speech is to advise, persuade or deter, and the purpose of this kind of speech is to convince people of what is useful and what is harmful.  (Томовска, 2002) Aristotle identified five areas, or topics of political rhetoric that he thought the speaker should give advice on: flow of funds, war and peace, defense of the country, import and export and legislation. Accepting Aristotle's logic, Branislav Nusic, in his work Rhetoric, determined that a political speaker should have knowledge of the following areas: the history of his people, the past of other nations, should be armed with knowledge of the national economy, state and international law and above all to truly know one's own people, its circumstances, its good and bad traits, customs and way of life. 

What is the point of the political rhetoric? Peñon believed that the role of political eloquence was to win over the extreme reluctance of parties, dissidents, and indecisive ones. This type of speech can be used in parliaments, public appearances, political rallies, debates, discussions in parliaments, in making laws or decisions, in matters of war or peace, and so on. Political speech is directly related to democracy and freedom of expression. In a democracy everyone can express and oppose. And speech is one of the most powerful political tools. History has left a large archive of famous and powerful political speeches. (Д-р Александар Спасеновски, Политика и Реторика, 2017)
In political rhetoric, if we follow the same logic as in general rhetoric, the following elements should be identified: speaker, listener, and speech. Political speeches create public opinion, which is crucial in making political decisions.
6. Introduction to political speech analysis

This paper will focus on the analysis of political speeches according to the features of cultivated speech which are generally regarded as the most important. The features of cultivated speech are described below and an analysis of two political speeches is given. 

The analysis of political speech itself is followed by a number of specifics that characterize the very essence of public speaking itself. The fact is that a speech may not contain all the traits of cultivated speech, but the most important features to always consider when writing a conversation are: the meaning of the speech, its purpose, the proper use of language and follow the rules of the default language. As a first feature in good speech we mentioned is it’s meaningfulness. By this term we mean that at the heart of every speech there must be good thought. This means that there has to be a strong link between speech and thought, so that speech can flow well. Therefore, the outcome of the speech depends largely on its design. 

In the course of the analysis of speech, beyond all meaningfulness, it is its purposefulness. The purposefulness of speech implies its purpose. Every speech must have its purpose. The speaker always wants to convey a message to the listener and with it to achieve some effect and feedback. The speaker must know the audience he is speaking to and convey a message that they can accept and understand.

As already stated, the language and the way it is used is particularly important when writing a speech, i.e., obeying the rules of the standard language. Grammar rules and spelling must be observed. In the correctness of speech, it is important that each speaker, as needed, adjusts the speech correctly to the textual situation and environment in which it is used. Proper speech is about respecting orthoepia (proper pronunciation), orthography (rules of writing), but also lexicon, syntax and stylistics. (Груевски, 2006)

7. Speech analysis of the Republic of North Macedonia political leader - Zoran Zaev

On January 9, 2019, the Prime Minister of the then Republic of Macedonia - Zoran Zaev, delivered a speech at the Assembly in Skopje, which was of exceptional importance for the citizens of the Republic of Macedonia. He addressed lawmakers, seeking support for constitutional changes, saying they would help Macedonia's progress towards NATO and the EU, and in the opposite case would lead to isolation. Namely, the speech informed the citizens that in Prespa, on June 17, 2018, Macedonia and Greece signed an agreement to change the name of the then Republic of Macedonia to the Republic of North Macedonia. The dispute with the Greeks led Macedonia to the edge of the bank, and the only escape there, according to the Socialist Party, was to change the name of the state.

The speech he gave publicly in the congregation carried a heavy burden, both for the prime minister himself and for the people who listened. For that reason, speech of this nature is difficult to prepare, as not only every written word should be taken into account, but also the way in which it is transmitted.
7.1 Analysis of the speech of Prime Minister Zoran Zaev according to the characteristic of the cultivated speech - meaningfulness

After a long analysis of the speech, it can be perceptually perceived that the speech of Mr. Zaev is completely well thought out and clearly set structure. There is a clear sentence-guide that runs throughout the speech in various forms. In fact, it is his thought he wants to share with the general public in order to get a positive response from members of parliament. That clear thought, spread over three sheets of paper, is backed up by strong arguments. And even though all the talk is circulating around it, it's not bored of hearing, on the contrary, arousing interest. Here are a few paragraphs where he clearly expresses his thought in a way that is appealing to the large audience.

"We have risen above fear to provide a safe and tranquil future, I urge you to disparage the manipulations, to overthrow the walls of isolation and hatred, and to confirm this historic solution." 
"The outcome of this session makes it enormous that in June this year on the date set for the start of negotiations with the European Union we will open the first chapters with the intention of closing the last one in 2025. Europe has reached out to us, called in its family and our homeland. "
“The white pages of our future are in front of us. Instead of bitterness and anger from today on, let's write these pages together with understanding, hope, togetherness, solidarity, mutual joy. "

It is interesting that these three paragraphs in the speech are not written one after the other, but on completely different sides, and if read together makes sense. It makes clear that speech and thought are obviously coherent. Accordingly, we can conclude that Prime Minister Zaev's thought is clearly embedded in the speech with excellent coherence between the words, sentences and paragraphs and gives us a picture of well thought out speech.

7.2 Analysis of the speech of the Prime Minister Zoran Zaev according to the practice of cultivated speech - purposefulness

The goal as an essential feature of every speech, of course, is present in the very political speech of our Prime Minister. With this speech he wants to persuade Members of Parliament to give enough votes to adopt the new name of the state - the Republic of North Macedonia. Therefore, at the very beginning he gives the reasons why our country needs this change precisely and thereby creates extenuating circumstances for pronouncing the new name of the state, what on his part is an extremely wise idea. The goal itself is of a specific character, carrying historical and cultural elements, and therefore should be taken into account when delivering it. He manages to convey his clearly set goal in a very subtle way, without feeling any kind of tension during the speech. The following are quoted segments of speech where the purpose is easily perceptible.

"We have an agreement with clear features of our Macedonian uniqueness; we have an agreement on language and identity that is Macedonian, from our state that will bear a name recognized by the whole world - the Republic of North Macedonia."

Distinguished Members of Parliament, Distinguished Citizens, we did not give anything to anyone, nor did anyone take anything away when we agreed on the geographic benchmark. The process of constitutional amendments with the proposed amendments should end with a decision to amend the constitution to be adopted by the assembly by a two-thirds majority vote of the Members of Parliament. "

"Let this day and your decision at the end of this session; put us closer to the act when we sign the NATO accession protocol. We will be the 30th member of NATO. "

Aware of what the word NATO means for Macedonians, he uses the moment to emphasize that Macedonia's security is more important than adding the adjective "North" to Macedonia - an act without, which Macedonia's security is impossible. The seriousness of the issue succeeds in putting the abstainers in a position to think, those who want to vote against, and even the greatest patriots who hear this speech at home on small TV screens. So far, Zoran Zaev has come close to achieving the goal.

When delivering a purpose in a speech, it must be supported by strong arguments. Mr. Zaev manages to achieve this by presenting arguments on which the future of the citizens of the country depends. It can be concluded from the above paragraphs that the purpose is clearly set and is based on purposeful and motivating arguments that characterize the whole speech.

7.3 Analysis of the speech of the Prime Minister Zoran Zaev according to the characteristic of the cultivated speech - regularity in using the language
Political speeches, most of all other types of speeches come across a thorough analysis by world-renowned critics and linguists. For this reason, their linguistic structure, use of standard language and writing style is very important. Language has the power to convince, encourage and change one's attitude. That is why one should be careful when using it. When analyzing Mr. Zaev's speech, it is clear and evident that he used the standard Macedonian language, without the use of informal language and dialects. In each sentence, spelling and grammar rules can be observed. Of the stylistically expressive means besides the use of epithets, the most striking was the metaphor. Political speeches are mostly used with metaphors to make their speech sound more convincing. Following are quotes from Zaev's speech in which metaphor prevails.

"We have risen above fear to provide a safe and tranquil future, I urge you to disparage the manipulations, to overthrow the walls of isolation and hatred, and to confirm this historic solution." - Through this metaphor, Zaev calls for unity between the states that were unfriendly inclined.

“Europe has reached out to us, called in its family and our homeland.”- Europe has been given human features in order to capture the moment when Macedonia is summoned by the EU.

On the other hand, lexicon is a more complex subject to analyze. When it comes to lexicons, the most attention is paid to the general vocabulary which primarily involves over-lexicalization (the use of multiple words with the same or similar meaning to emphasize one concept), the use of internationalisms (foreign words) and special phraseology. Excessive lexicalization is NOT observed in Zaev's speech. This leads to the fact that his speech uses words of different meanings and that the purpose of the speech is to present more concepts that lead to a common goal.

In all political speeches there is a noticeable repetition of certain words or phrases. Repetition is used to emphasize the meaning of some words or phrases and to pay more attention to them. The following are examples:

"Your vote FOR is a vote for our country's full membership in NATO in less than a year. Your vote FOR puts us in the European family of nations of the European Union.”- With these words repeated, he wants to make the lawmakers to vote positively in order to make great progress for the state.
"The world is watching, the world is watching and expecting that you, as representatives to the proud citizens of our country, will show state responsibility." - Here he wants to highlight their function and their great responsibility towards their state, stressing them to be careful when making decisions because they are under the watchful eye of the world.

From the speech of Prime Minister Zoran Zaev, we can conclude that the speech sounded very convincing and powerful. Conviction was backed up by a string of credible arguments that were presented in a clear and precise manner. From a linguistic perspective, it can be emphasized that the speech was decorated with a great number of positive epithets, and less with negative ones. Repetition in speech was present in order to emphasize the importance of certain attitudes. The sentences and paragraphs were coherent and provided a picture of a successfully composed speech.
8. Speech analysis of the former prime minister of Great Britain - Theresa May

On June 23, 2016, a referendum was held in the United Kingdom, voted by those citizens who had enough years to use their right to vote. The purpose of the referendum was: Should Britain leave the European Union or not? Percentage turnout was 71.8%, meaning more than 30 million citizens favored Brexit - the UK's exit from the EU. A month later, Theresa May took over as prime minister, whose task was to fulfill the wishes of her people. Although her personal view was that the UK should not leave the EU, she still decided to support the large mass of people. Her goal as prime minister was: slowly but surely to lead her country to the exit gates. 

The EU exit process formally began on March 29, 2017, when Theresa May decided to use Article 50 of EU law, which states that every member of the European Union has the right to terminate the contract. The next two years of the date were intended for negotiations in order to create conditions that would suit both parties. After those two years, that is, on March 29, 2019, Britain should have left the European Union. But the withdrawal agreement, drawn up between the EU and the UK, was rejected three times by the British Parliament.

Prolonging the exit process has resulted in a speech in parliament by Prime Minister Theresa May. On March 20, 2019, she publicly addressed the MPs with a view to speeding up their decision on Britain's exit from the European Union. She told them that the decision must be made as soon as possible, without any further delays. 

The following is an analysis of Prime Minister May's speech, according to the characteristics of the cultivated speech.

8.1 Analysis of the speech of Prime Minister Theresa May, according to the characteristic of cultivated speech - meaningfulness

From the analysis of May's speech, several paragraphs can be taken into account, which frame the meaning of it.

“Nearly three years have passed since the public voted to leave the European Union. It was the biggest democratic exercise in our country’s history. I came to office on a promise to deliver on that verdict.”
These sentences represent the first paragraph of May's speech. From the very beginning, with a straightforward and clear attitude, she emphasizes the long and painstaking process - Brexit. Her thought is told immediately at the beginning of the speech, without unnecessary statements that would only complicate its originality, to finally mention her role in the whole process.
“In March 2017 I triggered the Article 50 process for the UK to exit the EU and Parliament supported it overwhelmingly. Two years on, MPs have been unable to agree on a way to implement the UK’s withdrawal. As a result, we will now not leave on time with a deal on the 29th of March.”
In March 2017, I initiated the Article 50 process for the UK to exit the EU and the majority of Parliament supported this decision. Two years later, lawmakers were unable to agree on how to implement the UK withdrawal. As a result, we will not leave on time now, by agreement on March 29th."

The meaning of the speech is even more pronounced when it comes to telling the truth - that parliament has been unable to enforce Britain's EU exclusion, and as a result, the UK will not leave the EU in time. May wants to let them know that they have not fulfilled the will of the people, which is considered essential in a democratic society, and therefore does not justify its function as prime minister. The seriousness of the Prime Minister's thought is encompassed throughout the speech, and expressed in an arrogant tone, which signifies revolt and disappointment.

By contrast from Zaev's speech, May takes a lot a stronger attitude in emphasizing his thought. While Zaev subtly and wisely addressed MPs in a lengthy speech, May, through clear and concise speech, made it clear to them that she was tired of their indecision and irresponsibility. As political leaders, both have addressed parliament with a specific request that, if accepted, would bring about major changes in both states. Therefore, when it comes to publicly speaking the opinion of the speaker (in this case a politician), care should be taken to achieve the purpose of the speech itself (in this case - parliament's decision-making).

8.2 Analysis of Prime Minister Theresa May's Speech by Cultivated Speech - purposefulness

Prime Minister May's speech includes two goals that are constantly complementing each other. The main purpose of May's public outreach is to influence parliament as soon as possible to bring her character to Brexit, and the second aim is to make it clear to the citizens of Britain that she is on their side and doing everything in her power to succeed in what they want - Britain's exit from the EU. May's speech is a kind of justification for her position as prime minister of the state - an indication that she is doing her job incessantly and with dignity. The following paragraphs illustrate the structure of the goals in speech.

“You want this stage of Brexit process to be over and done with. I agree. I am on your side. It is now time for MPs to decide.”

“So, today, I have written to Donald Tusk the President of the European Council to request a short extension of Article 50 up to the 30th of June to give MPs the time to make a final choice. Do they want to leave the EU with a deal which delivers on the result of the referendum, that takes control of our money borders and laws while protecting jobs and out national security? Do they want to leave without a deal, or do they not want to leave at all causing potentially irreparable damage to public trust not just in this generation of politicians but to our democratic process? It is high time we made a decision.” 

These sentences best reflect the purpose of the speech, which is illustrated by specific questions addressed to parliamentarians. Questions that have been waiting for almost three years to be answered. The people desperately want their MPs to hear their answers. So she lets them know that she puts on the end of waiting and giving them time to decide what to do with the future of their country. In addition to the purpose, through these paragraphs, May highlights the reluctance of parliament regarding the most important events in his state, their disrespect for the people and their intolerance. She hopes that they will finally become aware and decide to support her in her decision to leave the European Union with a very promising agreement. A contract that is most reasonable for all UK citizens.

Here, we come to another very important point in May's speech. The way Britain leaves the EU is one of the highlights. Under Article 50, any EU member state may leave it with or without an agreement. Teresa May advocates leaving the Union with an agreement to protect the jobs of citizens and the national security of the state. At the end of the public address, May declares there will be no second referendum, and no further delay. The decision must be made by June 30th this year.

8.3 Speech analysis by Prime Minister Theresa May, according to the feature of cultivated speech - regularity in the use of language
British Prime Minister Theresa May used standard English in her speech, with full formality in speaking. Grammatical and spelling errors were not observed during public speaking. From stylish expressive means metaphor is mostly present. In the following paragraphs it is captured:

“..and just how bitter and divisive would that election campaign be at a time when the country desperately needs bringing back together.” 
Through this sentence, in which May gives the state human features, only wants to express the need for the state and the British people to become one again when needed.

“It was the biggest democratic exercise in our country’s history.”
Using this metaphor, May represents reality in the UK. The "greatest democratic task" - something the state has never faced before. Using this metaphor, May represents reality in the UK. The "greatest democratic task" - something the state has never faced before. Unlike Zaev's speech, in May's speech, the personal pronoun “I”, in the first person singular, is overused. Here are some examples:
“I came to office.” 

“I triggered the article 50.”

“I have written to Donald Tusk.” 

“I am on your side.” 

“I will continue to work night and day.”

The use of the personal pronoun “I” in the first person singular emphasizes the leader's own participation in state processes as well as showing great responsibility in the performance of his or her duties. As in Zaev's speech, here too, there is a repetition of certain paragraphs in order to emphasize the importance of the statement.

“You are tired of the infighting; you are tired of the political games and the arcane procedural rows, tired of MPs talking about nothing else but Brexit.”
The purpose of the rehearsal specifically in this paragraph is to highlight the long-standing condition of the British people. From a linguistic point of view, the use of political acronyms is evident.

“It is now time on MPs to decide”. “Do they want to leave the EU”. “And I will continue to work night and day to secure the support of my colleagues, the DUP and others for this deal.”
MPs – Members of Parliament; 

EU - European Union; 

DUP - Democratic Unionist Party


From May's speech, it can be concluded that it was convincing enough, with an arrogant tone when it came out. The requirements she set were clear and concise without the use of unnecessary elements. What was most striking was her straightforward attitude, supported by well-structured arguments. The language was simple and understandable, with moderate coherence between sentences. Unlike Zaev, whose speech was used in affirmative sentences, May in his speech decided to increase the use of question sentences and thus to frame the very purpose of the speech - answers to unanswered questions by parliament.
Conclusion

We live in a world where eloquence and culture in expression have a huge role to play in our present day. Whether during a job interview, in a lecture room or in front of the booth, this feature is among the first traits of any qualified person. Today, there is a growing need to develop communication skills and speak in front of an audience. Most of the public appearances are accompanied by presentations, which kind of communication nowadays becomes a key element for a successful career. Each presentation brings with it something new and different, which is very important for attracting the attention of the listeners and still managing to maintain it. Effective public speach refers to adherence to certain rules that violate its primary purpose. Drawing inspiration from them, in this effort the focus is on the analysis of political speech according to the characteristics of cultivated speech. Well, according to the above analysis of the speeches of political leaders Zoran Zaev and Theresa May, the conclusion leads to the fact that the speech, as one of the most powerful political tools needs special preparation and commitment. There must be good thought in its basis. This means that there must be a strong link between speech and thought, in order to say that it has a good flow. Zoran Zaev and Theresa May successfully broadcast these qualities in their speeches, which speaks for exceptionally well-composed speeches, which only in such a way can have a positive response from those who listen.
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