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1. Introduction

The analysis of political discourses and their interpretation is one of the topics that is studied in
pragmatics from different aspects. Writers and researchers in this field have explored and
interpreted texts or audio versions of speeches by considering different theories. Also, many
researches have been done in political discourse analysis to develop previous theories and create
a different context for other writers in order to pursue further studies. In the current research, one
of the discourse theories developed by Martin and White (Martin & White; 2005), which is
related to language evaluation, has been used in_order to examine the emotional language of
parliamentarians as well as the extent of each category.in this theory that is used by them. In
other words, this research aims to evaluate the emotional language of parliamentarians about the
proposed ministers of the 13th cabinet, and their attitude towards the opposition or supporting
side they consider. Since choosing the ministers of any country has a vital impact on the
conditions of that country, by examining the type of linguistic reaction of the opponents and
supporters to the proposed ministers of the 13th government, the differences in the type of
speech of both groups have been discussed based on the theoretical framework. The main
purpose of this study is to examine the point that to what extent the emotional language is used to
select the cabinet ministers and to agree and disagree with them, and what is the difference
between the opponents and the supporters according to the components proposed by Martin and
White.

2. Materials:and methods

The current research is-conducted in a practical and descriptive-analytical method. The
theoretical framework of the research is based on the evaluation theory of Martin and White
(Martin & White, 2005) and the categories that are introduced in the attitude section, which
introduces emotions in three levels. In 2005, Martin and White divided the components of this
theory into three main categories: affects, judgments, and appreciation (Martin & White, 2005).
Among the types of affects we can mention paralinguistic emotions, which are shown by
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behavior or action, such as crying, feeling discomfort or dissatisfaction. Also, emotions that
show the intensity and degree (low, medium, high) of interest towards something; like loving
something, being in love with something and appreciating something. Finally, feelings that
express unreality or are about the future; statements like wanting and asking for something that
was expected but did not happen. In general, any emotional feeling that is created in the audience
belongs to this category.

Affect—Irrealis (dis/inclination: fear, desire), affect— un/happiness (misery, cheer), affect—
in/security (disquiet, surprise, confidence, trust), affect—dis/satisfaction (ennui, displeasure,
interest, pleasure).

Judgment is related to attitudes towards a behavior that is either praised or criticized. The
supporters and opponents of the new cabinet have criticized the performance or plans of the new
cabinet in some cases. This structure has the widest sub-category in this theory that each sub-
category is used in two positive and negative components to evaluate people's performance. The
positive component is related to morals and laws that have been observed from the speaker's
point of view, and the negative component is related to morals and laws that have not been
observed from the speaker's point of view-and are criticized. Judging of how something or
someone is special or normal (normality), how capable they are(capacity), how dependable they
are (tenacity), how honest they are (veracity [truth]), and how ethical they are (propriety).

Appreciation is about evaluation of things, and how: values are expressed. Martin and White
have introduced this category with three components: Reaction (impact, did it grab me?/ quality,
did 1 like it?), composition (balance, did it hang tegether?/ complexity, was it hard to follow?),
and valuation (was it worthwhile?). The components of composition and valuation belong to
textual and intellectual metafunctions, while reaction component belongs to interpersonal
metafunction. "Since this research has investigated the emotional process and interpersonal
metafunction, only. the reaction component and its sub-components, which are introduced by
Martin and White, are needed for the analysis.

Interpersonal Metafunetion is related to the relationship between the speaker and the listener.
This metafunction shows a component through which the speakers consider themselves in the
context of the situation in order to express their attitudes and judgments and to seek to influence
the attitudes and behaviors of others. In addition to investigating of how the emotional language
of opponent and supporter parliamentarians appeared in the meeting of the proposed ministers of
the 13th cabinet of Iran, ithis research also aims to look at the differences in attitudes of both
groups based on this theory.

The proposed components introduced in each category were examined in the speeches of
opponent and supporter representatives. The research data is extracted from the parliament
website includes the written text of the 120th session of the parliament in the morning session on
Saturday, 2021 August 21, which was officially started with the presence of 223 people. After
identifying all three categories of Martin and White's evaluation theory in all the sentences, the
data collection has been analyzed. Finally, the total number of sentences of each representative in
each category is given. The sample population of the research includes the speeches of opponent



and supporter representatives of the parliament in the introduction meeting of the ministers of the
13th cabinet. The representatives, eight of whom are supporters and the other half who are
opponents, had 10 minutes each, a total of 150 minutes, and some had spoken in less time to give
a few other like-minded representatives the opportunity to express their opinions; generally, 16
representatives (eight opposed and eight supporting) had the opportunity to express their opinion
relevant to the new government.

After checking the exact number of participants, in one phase we have analyzed all the words
of the eight opponent representatives and in the next phase we have analyzed all the words of the
eight supporter representatives. Then, we have done the total counting and analysis of each
category introduced in both groups separately, and we have done a comparative study of the
evaluation between supporters and opponents. In\ the data analysis section of each
representative's speech, only three sentences are given as examples in each category.

3. Results and discussion

The results of this study showed that the number of components used in the speeches of the
opponents was 90 components of affects, 50 components of judgment «+», 293 components of
Judgment «-», and 42 components of Appreciation. Also, the speech of the supporting side had
76 components of Affect, 299 components of Judgment «+», 85 components of Judgment «-»
and 306 components of Appreciation. The results showed that the components of the Judgment
category «-» were being used the most on the opposing side and the components of the
Appreciation and Judgment «+» category were being used the most on the supporting side.
Therefore, the components of Affect have the least repetition and the components of Judgment «-
» have the most repetition between both parties’ speech. Generally, it can be concluded that even
in the words of those who want to persuade the audience with a logical expression, affects are
also shown.

4. Conclusion

In this research, both opponent and supporting sides recalled the previous government's poor
performance and plans in various issues, and blamed them to be the cause of problems and
defects that could not be solved for a long time and more time should be spent to compensate for
those problems. In fact, by blaming the previous government, both groups tried to favor the 13"
cabinet and their plans that had not been implemented yet despite the fact that the cabinet started
working two months earlier. Also, if there was no solution for the problems of a representative’s
hometown in the cabinet's plans or those problems were not sufficiently addressed, that
representative would directly point to the lack of a plan or use imperative verbs to inform the
cabinet to follow up on the problems they mentioned and take them seriously. Therefore, this
point can play a significant role in influencing the results.
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