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The construction of power in al-Hajjaj's Kufah speech from the perspective of fairclough's discourse analysis

Fanfa Zeng

Department of Arabic, School of Foreign Languages, Peking University, Beijing

[ Abstract] During the Umayyad Dynasty, speeches evolved into tools of control and suppression. Al-Hajjaj ibn Yusuf,
a renowned military commander and orator of this period, was infamous for his cold-blooded and iron-fisted approach. This
paper aims to analyze al-Hajjaj’s speech upon his initial arrival in Kufah through the lens of Fairclough's discourse analysis.
It explores the relationship between language and power, focusing on al-Hajjaj’s perception of power dynamics and how these
are expressed and realized through his speech. By examining the linguistic features of the speech, the study elucidates how al-

Hajjaj’s speech acts as a social event that engages in social practice and exerts influence. Specifically, it investigates how al-

Hajjaj established his authority in Iraq through his speech.
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