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Abstract

This research attempts to study evidentiality through analysing some
selected quotations of Vladimir Putin's political speeches on terrorism. Violence
crisis has been escalated since 2013 and till now in Irag and Syria due to the
emergence of different terrorist organisations. It is extremely important to know the
reasons behind the growth and development of terrorism in recent years. If one
takes the definitions which dealt with terrorism in the world, he/she can find that
there is no fixed definition to terrorism. What is considered a terrorist in some
countries is considered a fighter (mujahid) in others. Thus, killing thousands of
Iragis from the point of view of some states is resistance and Jihad, while these
same actions are classified as "terrorist acts" when implemented in other countries.
The financing of terrorist groups is behind the continuation of the terrorist-brutal
operations on innocent civilians. The study aims at understanding the concept of
evidentiality and its role in political discourse analysis. The study also aims to
make everything clear to the public regarding the reasons which led to the
emergence of terrorist organisations and the countries that support them based on
the facts which Putin will present through his speeches. In order to achieve the
aims, the study offers two hypotheses: Putin is certain from his information sources
regarding the countries which finance the terrorists. Putin also uses different
evidentials to reinforce the accuracy of his information. The study introduces the
concept of evidentiality, its approaches, and significance in detail. In order to solve
the problem of the study and achieve its aims, the researcher adopted two models:
Chafe (1986) and Mushin (2001). Based on the analysis of data, the study explored
that there are countries clearly support and finance terrorists, and Putin uses
different evidential markers to reinforce the sources of his information. The study
addresses these countries to stop financing terrorists
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1.1 Defining and Understanding Evidentiality

Evidentiality has become a great topic in the field of linguistics recently. It
focuses on the speaker's attitude towards the reliability of information and the
source of information (Liu, 2016, p. 1).

According to Saeed (1997, p. 133), evidentiality is a term for the ways in
which a speaker qualifies a statement by referring to the source of the information

Bybee (1985, p. 184) defines evidentiality as a marker that shows something
about the source of the information in the situation in question.

Aikhenvald (2004, p. 1) illustrates that every statement should indicate the
kind of source on which it is based. Sometimes, speakers hear it, see it, or deduce it
from indirect evidence, or learn it from other people. This category which focuses
on the information source is called "evidentiality".

These definitions of evidentiality are narrow, because they neglect the
relationship between evidentiality and modality (Siau, 2013, p. 13).

Dendale and Tasmowski (2001, p. 343) illustrate that the evidential markers
which mark the source of information also mark the speaker's attitude.

The relationship between evidentiality and modality comes from the fact that
when one wants to present certain and reliable information, he/she should use
direct evidence (sensory, visual), and if one wants to present less certain
information, he/she should use indirect evidential categories (reported, hearsay) or
inferred (obtained through reasoning). In this sense, evidentiality is commonly
treated under the field of epistemic modality (Gonzalez et al, 2014, p. 2)

1.2 History of Evidentiality
According to Liu (2016, p. 2), the concept of evidentiality is first suggested

by Boas (1911) in his research of 'American Indian Languages'. The word
"evidentiality" was first used to express the source and certainty of information.
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Sapir (1921, p. 6-114) explains evidentiality in a long list of grammatical
categories. These grammatical categories clarify and indicate the source of the
speaker's information (whether it comes from actual experience, by hearsay, or by
inference).

According to Bednarek (2006, p. 636), Jacobson (1957, 1971) also refers to
the notion of ‘evidentiality' as a provisional label for a verbal category that marks
the source of the information on which a speaker's/writer's statement is based.

Concerns over evidentiality were developed when Chafe's (1986) and a set of
papers under the title 'Evidentiality: the Linguistics Coding of Epistemology' were
published. Journal of Pragmatics published seven selected papers on evidentiality
and these papers were presented on the conference in 2001 in Reims. From that day
on, evidentiality becomes an autonomous topic and draws the attention of so many
linguists (Liu, 2016, p. 2).

1.3 Approaches of Evidentiality

This section sheds light on three main approaches of evidentiality. The
approaches are: the typological approach, the pragmatic approach, and the
cognitive approach. They are presented as follows:

1.3.1 The Typological Approach

Yang and Tian (2015, p. 400) demonstrate that Willett (1988) and
Aikhenvald (2004) are the main scholars who made significant typological studies
in evidentiality.

Liu (2016, p. 4) illustrates that Willett's (1988) typological studies in
evidentiality consist of thirty-six natural languages and all these languages have
typological features in common.

Aikhenvald (2004, p. 280) pays attention to the study of evidentiality as a
grammatical category in its own right, and excludes it from other categories,
especially, modality.

The typological studies in evidentiality give much emphasis to the
grammatical categories of evidentiality in different languages, but not all languages
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have grammatical evidential categories and markers such as English and Russian. If
one just pays attention to grammatical evidentiality, then it will be impossible to
study evidentiality in English and many other languages which lack grammatical
evidential markers. In this case, the typological approach to evidentiality is limited
to the grammatical categories and markers in some languages, while both of lexical
and grammatical markers of evidentiality should be considered (Yang and Tian,
2015, p. 400).

1.3.2 The Pragmatic Approach

The pragmatic approach indicates that the contextual factors are crucial in
the study of evidentiality and should not be excluded. In most cases, speakers and
writers choose some evidential markers that signal pragmatic implications. Such
pragmatic implications downplay the speakers/writers direct involvement in the
situation they present (Yang and Tian, 2015, p. 400).

Evidential markers have different meanings in context, and they provide
readers and lay people facts about sensitive problems and issues which happen in
everyday life. In this way, they attract researchers to explore all kinds of
multidimensionality such as conventional implicature, conversational implicature,
presupposition, illocutionary force, and accommodation (Davis et al, 2007, p. 73).

1.3.3 The Cognitive Approach

Evidentiality from a cognitive perspectives demonstrates that
speakers/writers have the epistemological consideration of the information source
and interaction setting before they choose their evidential markers (Yang and Tian,
2015, p. 400).

Chafe (1986, p. 261-272) distinguishes between the use of evidentiality in
academic writings and conversations and finds out that there are differences
between academic writing and conversational English due to the spontaneousness
and interactiveness of speaking and the deliberateness and detachment of writing.

1. 4 Evidentiality in English and Russian

Most of the studies in evidentiality found out that European Languages lack
grammatical categories and markers (Siau, 2013, p. 18).
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According to Aikhenvald (2004, p. 209), every language has certain
evidential markers and through these markers, one can know what other people

talks and thinks about. Languages are different in what one must say, not in what
one can say.

Evidentiality is expressed, in many languages, through grammatical markers
such as affixes and particles, and these grammatical markers are not optional like
English and other European Languages, but obligatory (Bednarek, 2006, p. 636).

The grammatical markers not only signal the information source but also
they express pragmatic information and semantic properties such as inference.
Such semantic properties vary in the degrees of certainty and reliability of the
information source-as they are illustrated in the following examples in Makah and
Quechua languages as follows (Speas, 2010, p. 1):

1. Makah

a. Wiki-caxa-w 'lt's bad weather' (directly experienced).
b. Wiki-caxa-k-pid It looks like bad weather' (inference).
c. Wiki-caxa-k-it-wad 'I'm told it was bad weather".

2. Quechua

a. Wanu-nga-pag-mi It will die' (I assert).
b. Wanu-nga-pag-shi ‘It will die’ (I was told).
c. Wanu-nga-pag-chi It will die' (perhaps).

English and Russian languages do not have grammatical categories and
markers to express evidentiality. Therefore, evidentiality in English and Russian is
expressed through using functional system such as adjectives, adverbs,
parentheticals, and indicative modality (Siau, 2013, p. 19; Paducheva, 2012, p. 34-
35).

According to Barton (1993, p. 746), English does not have a well-defined

grammatical system of evidential markers. In this case, a variety of optional-lexical
means can function as evidentials.
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The modal verbs "may" and "must" are used as inferential evidential markers
(Barrera and Toledo, 2013, p. 12).

Chafe (1986, p. 261) demonstrates that English has many evidential markers.
Evidentiality in English can be expressed through modal auxiliaries, adverbs, and
adjectives.

2.1 Selection and Description of Data

The data used in the analysis are made up of (13) selected quotations taken
from Vladimir Putin's political speeches on terrorism. The researcher focuses on
certain quotations which give emphasis on the development of terrorism as well as
the financial and military supports that are given to many terrorist organisations.

Putin's political speeches on terrorism were chosen, because terrorism not
only represents danger to the national security of Russian Federation but also it is
very sensitive and dangerous to middle-eastern countries such as Syria and Iraq,
which are suffering from terrorist violence and massacres every day.

The speeches are taken from the two Russian famous news channels, namely,
the Presidential channel Kremlin, and RT in English. Putin's political speeches are
taken from online sources, the main websites of the channels. The channels
websites are: (en.kremlin.ru) and (www.rt.com).

2.2 Chafe's Model of Evidentiality

According to Bazerman and Prior (2004, p. 72), Chafe (1986) identifies three
general categories of evidentials: first, degree of reliability evidentials evaluate the
reliability of knowledge, with expressions such as probably, certainly, generally,
and virtually. Second, evidentials specifying the mode of knowledge-belief,
induction, deduction, sensory evidence, and hearsay-cover a range of expressions.
Evidentials indicating knowledge based on belief, for instance include I think, 1
believe, and in my opinion. Evidentials indicating type of reasoning include seem
(induction) and thus (deduction). Third, contrast evidentials mark contrast between
knowledge and expectation, and include hedges and other contrastive expressions
such as of course, in fact, but, however, nevertheless, and actually.
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2.2.1 Degree of Reliability

According to Chafe (1986, p. 264), one way in which any information can be
qualified is through the use of expressions demonstrating the speaker's evaluation
of its degree of reliability. English uses for this purpose adverbs, adjectives, and
modals like obviously, clearly, probably, certain, likely, should, must, and will as
in (1):

1. Certainly, several women loved him, and he was married twice (Swan, 2005, p.
157).

2.2.2 Modes of Knowledge Evidentials
2.2.2.1 Belief

The evidence in this mode of knowledge is downgraded. One believes things
because he/she respects those who say these things or simply he/she wants to
believe them. Sometimes, belief mode of knowledge is reinforced by other modes
of knowledge such as degree of reliability and deduction to support evidence in
which a believer may cite. Expressions marking this mode of knowledge are: |
believe, | guess, | suppose as in (2):

2. | think it was Freddie Kruger (Biber et al, 1999, p. 362).
2.2.2.2 Induction

Induction or inference is the act or process of reaching a conclusion about
something from known facts or evidence. The most common markers of this mode
of knowledge are must, should, may, and might as in (3):

3. I wonder why Tom has not answered my letter — He might be ill (Thomson and
Martinet, 1986, p. 148).

2.2.2.3 Sensory Evidence

In English, sensory markers such as see, hear, feel, taste, and smell indicate
reliable knowledge as in (4), (5), and (6)-taken from (Chafe, 1986, p. 267):
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4. | see her coming down the hall.
5. I hear her taking a shower.

6. | feel something crawling up my leg.
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Less degree of reliability knowledge is expressed through using less reliable
sensory verbs such as looks like, sounds like, and feels like as in (7), (8), and (9):

7. She looks like she is a sleep.
8. He sounds like he is mad.
9. It feels like the door is open.

In contrast to the high degree of reliability shown in (4) and (6), (7) and (9)
show a degree of doubt.

2.2.2.4 Hearsay Evidence

In everyday life, one can know many things because he/she has been told
about them. Hearsay evidential markers such as say, tell, and hear can perform this
function as in (10):

10. Lisa says she doesn't want to come (Biber et al, 1999, p. 375).

There are other less direct and doubtful hearsay markers such as it seems,
supposed to, and apparently as in (11):

11. It seems that Bill and Alice have had a row (Swan, 2005, p. 508).
2.2.2.5 Deductive

Deductive mode of knowledge is concerned with predicting and reasoning.
Deduction is a mode of using reason to form a conclusion or opinion about
something. Such reason involves an intuitive leap to a hypothesis from which
conclusions about evidence can be deduced. Markers that perform this function are
should, would, can, could, and presumably as in (12):

12. Adults presumably are capable of purely logical thought (Chafe, 1986, p. 269).
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2.2.3 Contrast Evidentials

2.2.3.1 Hedges

Hedges are considered as expressions marking a proposition. Expressions
such as sort of, kind of, about, and approximately can perform this function as in
(13):

13. It is sort of/kind of raining (ibid).
2.2.3.2 Expectations

This evidential category is crucial in the study of evidentiality. It includes
many evidential markers which indicate a belief that something will happen or is
likely to happen. Large number of markers indicate expectations of some kind such
as in fact, but, nevertheless, actually, of course, at least, oddly enough, however,
and even as in (14):

14. I've got a new job. Actually, they have made me sales manager (Swan, 2005, p.
11).

2.3 Mushin's Model of Evidentiality

According to Mushin (2001, p. 1), evidentiality is a linguistic category
through which the states of one's knowledge is expressed.

Yang (2012, p. 141) illustrates that Mushin's (2001) concentrates on the role
of epistemological stance of the evidence in presenting information. The adoption
of a certain epistemological stance in the representation of any information depends
on the information source as well as the communicative goals.

Mushin (2001, p. 52-59) demonstrates that when speakers and writers
present a piece of information, they take a stand on how they acquired the
information and how they know it. This stand is their epistemological stance
towards the information. There are five types of epistemological stance: personal,
reportive, inferential, factual, and imaginative. They are presented as follows:
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2.3.1 Personal Experience

Adopting personal experience epistemological stance towards information
depends on the speaker's direct and conscious perceptual experience. In many
cases, the speaker is the only person who has access to the truth of the information.
Expressions perform this type of epistemological stance are first person reference
and the use of expressive language such as | go, I used to, | went, | have gone, etc.

15. 1 used to smoke cigarettes; now | smoke a pipe (Thomson and Martinet, 1986,
p. 151).

2.3.2 Inferential

Inferential epistemological stance is expressed in the representation of
information as inferred based on known facts or evidence. In this case, a conclusion
is formed. Expressions that mark this type are: must, should, would as in (16):

16. Peter must be having a party on Saturday night (Mushin, 2001, p. 66).
2.3.3 Reportive

In this type, the information is acquired by virtue of what someone else has
said. Verbs such as say, tell, and hear can perform this function as shown in (17):

17. John says that Peter is having a party on Saturday night (ibid, p. 69).
2.3.4 Factual

In this type of epistemological stance, there is no need to the evidential
markers or source of information, because the information is assumed to be known
by everybody as a general cultural knowledge, or the source of the information is
unimportant to the validity of the information as in (18):

18. Two plus two equals four (ibid, p. 74).
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Imaginative epistemological stance represents information as embedded in
some fictional story world. The imaginative epistemological stance represents
certain information or event as more fictional or hypothetical as in (19):

19. It would be great if you came to Peter's party (ibid, p. 76).
3.1 Data Analysis

In this section, (13) quotations are chosen from Putin's speeches on terrorism,
especially in Syria and Irag. In order to have a successful evidentiality analysis, the
following points need to be made:

1. Mushin's (2001) inferential, and reportive epistemological stances will be treated
as Chafe's (1986) inductive (inference), and hearsay evidential categories
respectively, because they have the same meaning, functions, and evidential
markers.

2. Factual epistemological stance will be included in the field of high degree of
reliability of the information source.

The selected quotations will be analysed in relation to the semantic and
pragmatic aspects of evidentiality as follows:

Quotation 1

"®uHaHCHpOBaHUE, KaK Mbl YCTAaHOBWIH, UIET U3 40 cTpaH, npuyéM B TOM YHCJIe
U3 cTpaH «aBanuatkuy. OOcyxnanu 3Ty Temy. S naxe NpoaeMOHCTPHPOBAJ
HaIlMM KOJUIeraM Halll CHUMKH M3 KOCMOCa U C CaMOJIETOB, HA KOTOPBIX SICHO
MOKa3aHO M BUIHO, Kakue MacuTabbl MPHOOpETaeT 3Ta HE3aKOHHas TOPTOBIISA
He(dThI0 U HedTenpoaykTaMu. KOJIOHHBI aBTOMAIIMH-3aMIPaBUIMKOB PACTSIHYThl Ha
NECSITKH KWJIOMETPOB, TaK YTO C BBICOTBI 4—5 THICSY METPOB OHHM YXOIAT 3a
ropusont’ (kremlin. 16 Nov, 2015).

Financing is coming from 40 countries, including G20 countries. | also showed
our colleagues satellite images and aerial photographs that show very clearly the
scale of this illegal trade in oil and petroleum products. You see columns of
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refueling vehicles stretching for dozens of kilometers in lines so long that from a
height of 4000-5000 meters they vanish over the horizon

In this quotation, Putin uses personal experience stance in the phrase "4
npoaemonctpuposai” (I showed) which means 'to cause or allow something to be
seen; to give information that proves something'. The evidential marker "scuo"
(clearly) means 'in a way that is certain; without doubt'. Putin's use of the evidential
marker "scuo™ (clearly) illustrates that he is very sure from his information source.
It indicates high degree of reliability of the information source. Through the use of
"scHo", the listener should agree with the speaker (Vladimir Putin), because he is
very sure from his information source regarding the countries which purchase the
illegal oil and petroleum products from ISIS terrorists.

Quotation 2

"MBbI Ke NPEeIIONKUIN COTPYTHHYSCTBO HA aHTHUTHMIOBCKOM HampasieHun. K
coxanenuo, Hamm mnaptHEpsl B Coemnuuéuupix Illtarax Ha mepBom 3tarme
oTBeTWIH 0TKa30M. OHU MPOCTO B MUCHMECHHOM BHJIC HANMPABWJIM HOTY, U TaM
HamucaHo: «Mbl OTKJIOHsIeM Baie npeanoxeHue». Ho, neiicTBUTENbHO, KU3HD
pa3BHBAETCS OYEHb OBICTPO M YACTO MPEHOJHOCUT HaM ypoku. I MHe KaxkeTcs,
4TO ceifuac BcE-Taku OCO3HAHHE TOTO, YTO IPPEKTHBHO OOPOTHCS MOKHO TOJIBKO
BMecte, mpuxoauT ko Bcem' (kremlin. 16 Nov, 2015).

We offered to cooperate {with the US} in anti-IS efforts. Unfortunately, our
American partners refused. They just sent a written note and it says: 'we reject
your offer'. But life is always evolving and at a very fast pace, often teaching us
lessons. And | think that now the realization that an effective fight {against terror}
can only be staged together is coming to everybody.

Putin's use of a factual epistemological stance in phrases such as "Msr1 xe
npemnoxuau’ (we offered), "Onu wampasunu" (they sent), "Mebr otkimonsiem™ (We
reject) implies that the information is known to the reader that Russia has offered to
cooperate with the U.S. against ISIS and it is a fact. Putin's second statement (Ouwu
IIpoCTO B MMCbMCHHOM BUJIC HAIIPpABUJIMW HOTY, U TaM HAIIMCAHO: «MEBI OTKJIOHSEM
Balle mpeiokeHue»-They just sent a written note and it says: 'we reject your
offer’) draws the attention to the way that knowledge of this information was
acquired: the written note which says "Meb1 otkiionsiem Baie npemioxenue(We
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reject your offer) between single quotation represents the universally accepted
information from a reportive epistemological stance. The evaluative adverb
"coxanienuto” (unfortunately) not only indicates Putin's sadness but also gives the
listener/reader clear information (evidence) that the Americans do not really want
to cooperate with Russia against terrorism. The word "Ho" (but) is a
marker of evidentiality which signals expectations. It is used in three-part structure:
first, there is discussion of facts that point in a certain direction. Second, it is
agreed that a particular contradictory fact points the other way. Third, the
speaker/writer dismisses this and returns to the other direction of the argument. The
evidentiality marker "Ho" (but) gives three facts: first, the U.S. refused to
cooperate with Russia against terrorism. Second, Russia wants to work together
with the U.S. and the entire world against terrorism. Third, Putin disagrees with the
U.S. regarding the idea of refusing the cooperation and insists that the only way to
defeat terrorism is through working together. The speaker, Putin uses the "belief"
expression "mue kaxercs” (I think). He, then, explicitly qualifies his commitment
to the truth of his respective proposition. The belief expression expresses the
deductive mode of reasoning by using "moxuo™ (can). Such deductive reasoning
involves 'intuitive’ leaps to a hypothesis on the part of the speaker from which
conclusion is deduced. Putin's "moxuo" indicates some degree of reliability in his
mind which expresses the speaker's propositional attitude that there should be
cooperation in order to achieve effective victory on ISIS.

Quotation 3

"Jla u camo «lcmaMcKoe rocyIapcTBO» BO3HUKIIO HE Ha ITyCTOM MECTE: €ro TaKkKe
NOHAYAJY IECTOBATM KaK OpYAHE MPOTHB HEYTOAHBIX CBETCKUX PEKUMOB.
CosnaB mammapm B Cupun u Hpake, «MciaMckoe TrocymaapCTBO» AKTHBHO
pacuupsiet skcrancuto Ha npyrue peruonsl” (RT in English. 28 Sep, 2015).

In fact, the Islamic State itself did not come out of nowhere. It was initially
developed as a weapon against undesirable secular regimes. Having established
control over parts of Syria and Irag, Islamic State now aggressively expands into
other regions.

The evidential marker "Jla u camo™ (in fact) is used to stress that a statement
is known to have happened or to exist, especially the statement for which proof
exists, or about which there is information. The word nonauany" (initially) means
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‘at the beginning'. The word "weyromusix"" (undesirable) means 'objectionable or
challengeable’. Putin uses factual epistemological stance which indicates high
degree of reliability of the information source regarding the purpose behind the
emergence of ISIS: this quotation gives the reader a clear evidence that Putin is
very sure that ISIS terrorist group is supported by powerful countries. They also
give the reader evidence that ISIS has been planned for before.

Quotation 4

"Mbl Cuyuraem o0Oble IMOMBITKH 3aUTPBIBATHE C TEPPOPHCTAMH, a TeM OoJjee
BOOPY)XaTh UX, HE TPOCTO HEJAITbHOBHIHBIMH, a IOKAapOONacHbIMH. B pe3ynbraTe
rio0anbHas TEPPOPUCTUYECKAs Yrpo3a MOKET KPUTHYECKH BO3PACTH, OXBATHTh
HoBbIe peruonsl wianetsl” (RT in English. 28 Sep, 2015).

We consider that any attempts to flirt with terrorists, let alone arm them, are short-
sighted and extremely dangerous. This may make the global terrorist threat much
worse, spreading it to new regions around the globe.

In this quotation, Putin uses the word "Cuuraem" (consider). The word
"Cumuraem” is similar to "think" and "believe" and it means 'to think that something
may exist or may be true'. According to Putin's deductive reasoning, some
countries are supporting and arming terrorists. The word"mosxet" (may) is used to
talk about possibility: when one thinks that something is possible. The evidential
marker "moser" indicates that knowledge is acquired inferentially. Putin has
deduced the fact that the idea of supporting terrorists and flirting with them is a
wrong policy and extremely dangerous.

The supplement of Putin's speech after "moxer" (may), "B pe3ynbrare
riao0anpHas TCPPOPUCTUUCCKAA YI'pO3a MOXKET KPUTHUUCCKH BO3PACTHU, OXBATUTH
HoBbie perronbl ianetsl"(Make the global terrorist threat much worse, spreading
it to new regions around the globe), further reinforces his inferential certainty that
there was a global terrorist threat and now it may become much worse. It also
shows his confidence in his deductive inferential information source.

Quotation 5

"He Hy:KHO UrpaTh B CIIOBA, ACTUTH TEPPOPUCTOB HA YMEPEHHBIX U HEYMEPEHHbIX.
Xotenoce ObI NOHATH, B 4€M pasHula. HaBepHoe, M0 MHEHHI0O HEKOTOPBIX
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CHeHATUCTOB, B TOM, YTO YMEPEHHbIC OAaHIUTHI, YTO HA3bIBAETCS, B YMEPECHHOM

KOJIMYECTBE MJIM HEXKHBIM criocobom obesrnasnuBarot jroaei” (RT in English. 22
Oct, 2015).

We should not break down the terrorists into moderate and immoderate ones. It
would be good to know the difference. Probably, in the opinion of certain experts,
it is that the so-called moderate militants behead people in limited numbers or in
some delicate fashion.

In this quotation, Putin uses a deductive mode of knowing. Deduction is
concerned with predicting and reasoning. The word "myxxuo" (should) is used to
indicate 'correctness' and is used to give a concluded fact based on the reasoning of
the speaker. Such reasoning or inference involves an intuitive leap to a hypothesis
from which conclusion about evidence is deduced.

Putin gives the reader/listener a deductive fact that terrorists should not be
divided into moderate and immoderate ones and those who are fighting in Syria
against the legal government are terrorists. Putin uses the word "6s1" (would) to
show his desire and provide responsibility for his evidence that there are no
moderate terrorists. Putin's "owr" also indicates unreal, imaginative or hypothetical
situation that the West till now does not want to know the fact that there are no
moderate terrorists. The word "Hasepuoe" (probably) is used to mean that
something is very likely to happen. Then, Putin reinforces his evidence when he
mentions the phrase "mo MHeHui0 HexkoTopwix creruanrctos” (in the opinion of
certain experts). According to Putin and the experts, it is the so-called moderate
militants that beheaded and killed innocent people. The main fact Putin wants to
say is that terrorists are terrorists and no one can change them into moderates.

Quotation 6

"OueMy ycunusi, 1OMYCTHM, HAIllUX aMEPUKAHCKUX MapTHEPOB U X COIO3HUKOB IO
6oppbe ¢ «McmaMcKUM TrocylapcTBOM» HE JaBajld BHATHBIX pe3yJbTaToOB?
O4eBHIHO, YTO 10 HE B HEXBATKE BOEHHOIO MMYILECTBA WJIM IOTECHIMAJIA.
Be3ycnoBno, Coenunénnsle IlITaTel pacnonaratoT OrpoMHBIM, CaMbIM OOJIBIIINM B
MHpE BOEHHBIM MOTEHIHAJIOM, MPOCTO BCErIa TPYAHO BECTH JABOMHYIO WIpY.
OOBsBAATE 0 OOpHOE C TEPPOPUCTAMHU U OJTHOBPEMEHHO TBITAThCSA UCIOIb30BATh
4acTh U3 HUX JJISl TOTO, YTOOBI PACCTABIATh (GUTYPHI Ha OJMKHEBOCTOUHOM JTIOCKE B
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CBOMX HMHTepecax, Kak kaxkercs, B cBoux uHTepecax” (RT in English. 22 Oct,
2015).

Why is that the efforts of, say, our American partners and their allies in their
struggle against the Islamic State has not produced ant tangible results?
Obviously, this is not about any lack of military equipment or potential. Clearly,
the United States has a huge potential, the biggest military potential in the world,
only double crossing is never easy. You declare war on terrorists and
simultaneously try to use some of them to arrange the figures on the Middle East
board in your own interests, as you may think.

What is important in this quotation is Putin's use of high degree of reliability
words: "OueBuano”, (obviously), "besycnosuo”, (clearly), and "oxHoBpemeHHO",
(simultaneously) respectively. These adverbs illustrate that Putin is very sure from
the information and that his information source contains high degree of reliability.
The word "Oueuano” (obviously) means 'in a way that is easily to understand,
perceive, or see'. It shows how information is gained. It gives an obvious fact and
truth regarding the slow in the progress of the Americans and their allies struggle
with ISIS terrorists. According to Putin, this slow progress is not due to lack of
military capability in the U.S. Army. The word "Be3ycnosuo" (clearly) reinforces
the idea of factuality concerning the proposition and it is more convincing.
"besycnosuo” (Clearly) means 'in a way that is easy to see, hear, read, or
understand'. It is closer to "evidently". Through the use of "be3ycmosuo"”, Putin is
certain from his information source that the slow progress of the United States and
its allies is not because of military potential because the United States has a huge
potential. The word "oxunoBpemenno” (simultaneously) means ‘happening or being
done at exactly the same time'. According to Putin, the United States does not have
real intent to defeat terrorism, instead, it uses them as a bite to get rid of
undesirable secular regimes and to serve its interests in the region.

Quotation 7

"S yBepeH, 4YTO JEWCTBHS POCCHHCKMX BOEHHBIX OKAaXKYT HEOOXOoIauMoe
BO3/eiicTBUe Ha cuTyanmio B mo3utuBHOM miane” (RT in English. 22 Oct, 2015).

| am sure that the Russian service members' actions will have the necessary
positive effect on the situation.
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Putin, in this quotation, uses the word "ysepen" (sure) in the sentence "5l
yeBeper” (I am sure) and the word "oxaxxyt" (will) to express his confidence of the
positive results of the Russian military operations against terrorism. The word
"yBepen" (sure) means 'impossible to doubt or dispute; certain that something is
real, true, or correct'. Putin's use of "yeepen" not only means that the Russian
military operation succeeds in Syria but also convinces the public that it is serious
and has positive effect on the situation. Then, Putin, uses the future marker
"okaxxyt" (Will) with a denoting meaning. The word "okaxyt" is used to express
certainty or confidence about present or future situation. It reinforces the idea of
factuality concerning the proposition.

Quotation 8

"TeM HE MeHee BCE-TakKd TIOYTH MOJTOpa roJa KOAIWIUs BO TJaBe C
CoenunénnpivMu IllTatamMmu HaHocuina Tam yaapsl, cbimie 11 cTpan npuHsau
ydactue, cBbiie 500 ygapoB HaHECCHO IO pa3HBIM IIEISIM, HO pe3yJbTaTa-To
HeT, 3TO X o4YeBHAHBINH (akT. Kakoil ke TaM pe3yibTaT, €Ccid 3a 3TO BpeMs
TEPPOPUCTHI TOJILKO YCHUIIMIIA CBOE MPHUCYTCTBUE HA TeppuTopun Cupuu u HMpaxa,
3aKpeNmIuCh Ha TexX pyOekax, rie OHM ObUIM, M PACIIUPUIH apeaj CBOETo
npeObiBanus. [103TOMy B 3TOM CMBIC/IC, KOHEYHO, TOKAa HAIIUM KOJUIETaM HU4Yero
caesaTh He yaauoch, Ha Moi B3rsia, b dexrusnoro” (kremlin. 22 Oct, 2015).

Over the nearly 18 months that a US-led coalition has been carried out airstrikes,
with more than 11 countries taking part and more than 500 strikes against various
targets, there is no results yet, and this is a clear fact. Of course, our colleagues
have not achieved any effective results as yet.

Putin uses clear and direct evidence that represents information commonly
known by himself and the speech community as general cultural knowledge and he
gives many facts regarding the slow progress of the U.S. and its coalition forces
with their struggles against ISIS terrorists such as the long period which is nearly to
nontopa roga (18 months), 11crpan (11 countries) taking part in the offensive, and
500 ymapor (500 strikes) against various targets without any achievements. Putin
also uses obvious evidence through the use of the phrase **oueBuansiii haxt” (clear
fact). This phrase indicates high degree of reliability in the information source. The
expectation marker "koneuno” (of course) is used to show that what one is saying
is obvious or already known. It signifies certainty: the clear fact of this quotation is
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that the negative results of the U.S. war against ISIS push Putin to conclude

(through observation) that the U.S. does not have real intentions to eliminate the
so-called ISIS in the region.

Quotation 9

"AMepuKaHCKHE BOCHHBIC YiKe IepeJaloT KOMIUIEKCHI OOphObI C TaHKaMH H
OpoHeMallluHaMM, OpOHETEXHUKOM U o0y4yarT pacyérel. Jlymar, uTOo 3TO
Oompmast omubOka. Ilosaraio, 4yTo 3TO Opy)KHME HaBepHSIKA TMONAIET B PYKH
teppopuctudeckux opranmzanuii” (RT in English. 22 Oct, 2015).

The American military are already providing anti-tank and anti-armour weapons
systems and are training gunners. | think this is a major mistake. I believe that this
weaponry will certainly fall into the hands of terrorist organisations.

The phrases "yxe nepematot” (are already providing) and "oGyuarot™ (are
training) contain high degree of reliability in the information source. The phrases
are important in showing Putin's really intended message to the public. From a
factual epistemic viewpoint such markers communicate ‘certainty’. Putin knows
very well and is very sure that the American military provides support and trains to
what he calls "gunners"”. The use of the present progressive tense indicates that
these supports are continuing. The word "yxxe" (already) is used for saying that a
situation has started to exist and still continues. He wants to give the reader a clear
fact that the U.S. military are providing and training "gunners". He, then, uses
"belief" mode of knowing "dymato™ (I think). The "belief* mode of knowing refers
to his state of mind in which trust or confidence is placed in the fact that supporting
and training gunners are wrong. Putin also uses the "belief" mode of knowing
"TTomararo™ (I believe) regarding the U.S. support to gunners. He reinforces his
evidence through using the word "uaBepusika™ (certainly). The word "naBepuska”
is used to emphasise something and show that it is true and there is no doubt about
it. He is definitely sure from his information source. The main fact that he (Putin)
wants to say is that: the U.S. weaponry will inevitably fall into the hands of
terrorist organisations.

Quotation 10

"Kak BbI 3HaeTe, HAIllU aMEPHKAHCKHE KOJIJIETH MPOCTO NMeEpPellIH K MPaKTHKe
cOpachIBaHMs C CaMOJIETA BOOPYXKEHHS U OOENPHUIIACOB B ONpPEAEIEHHbBIE PAliOHBI.
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K xomy momané€r 3To BOOpyKEHHE M OOCMpPHIIAChl, KTO MX OyJIeT MCIOJIb30BaTh,
MPOTUB KOro? YBepeHHOCTH HET, MpocTo 100 mpoieHTOB ATO 3HAK0, HET HUKAKOU
YBEPEHHOCTH HU Y KOro, B TOM YHCJE U Yy T€X, KTO 3T0 JenaeT. [Jaxe ecaum Ha
MepBOM JTarne mnomnaiér B HY)KHbIE PYKH, 3aBTpa MOKET OKa3aThCs U, CKoOpee
Bcero, okazxkercst y UT'MJI wim y «/{xxabxara an-Hycps» u 1pyrux opranuszanuit

u wke ¢ uumu. Cunraro, 9to u 310 Oobiias omudka” (Kremlin. 22 Oct, 2015).

Moreover, as you know, our American colleagues simply chose to airdrop
weapons and ammunition in certain areas. Who will receive this weaponry? Who
will use it? Against whom? There is no certainty; | simply know 100% that nobody
can be certain of this, including those who do it. Even if it initially makes it into
the right hands, tomorrow, it might and very likely will end up in the hands of ISIS
or Jabhat al-Nusra or other similar organisations. | feel this is a big mistake.

Putin's speech in the first lines of this quotation indicates that the idea of U.S.
military support to certain gunners in certain areas becomes a fact and it is fully
true. Putin knows 100% that nobody can guarantee that the weapons will fall into
the right hands. The factual stance that is said by Putin regarding the U.S. military
support to "gunners” represents information commonly known by the speech
community via a range of public sources such as the media, U.S. media, officials,
and famous politicians, and public announcement and it is a fact without any doubt.
The expectation marker "axe ecau na" (even if) is used in a supposition or
hypothesis. It refers to an imaginary or unreal situation. It is used to introduce a
hypothetical condition that is not yet true. Putin's use of "laxxe ecnu Ha" gives the
reader a fact that the weapons are not even given to the right hands. Then, he
reinforces his evidence through using the evidential markers "moxet" (might),
"ckopee Bcero” (likely), and "oxaxercs™ (will). The word "moxet" is used for
saying that there is a possibility that something is true, or that something will
happen, especially, when it is not very likely. This possibility is again reinforced
through the use of “"ckopee Bcero”. The word "ckopee Bcero™ is used to show that
something probably happens or is expected. The word "oxkaxercs"” (will) finally
reinforces the factuality of Putin's statement regarding the wrong decision of
arming gunners. The sensory evidential marker "Cuunraro” (feel) is used here by
Putin to report an assessment of mental state of being (I feel this is a big mistake).
It is used to report reactions and disagreement to some previous fact or suggestion.
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Quotation 11

"UnTepBennnu B Mpake u BOGHHOE BMENIATENILCTBO B JIMBUM, MPUBEJIN K POCTY
TEPPOPU3MA U IKCTPEMHU3MA, 3TO BOOOIIE a0COJIOTHO BCEM CErOJHS NMOHSATHO,
MOSIBJICHUIO TaKUX 3JI0BeIIMX (EHOMEHOB, Kak Tak HasbiBaeMoe Mcmamckoe
rocynapctBo — JIAUII. Teppopuctsl He 0e3 ycrmexa MbITAITCS BOCIOIB30BATHCS
CJIIOMOM TOCYJIaPCTBEHHBIX CHUCTEM M Pe3yJbTaTaMH HEYKIIIOKUX, MPSAMO CKaKeM,
SKCIIEPUMEHTOB MO SKCIOPTY JEMOKpaTuu B peruoH bnmknero Bocrtoka u
CeBeproii Adpuku. Ceiiyac TOJIBKO JICHUBBIA HE TOBOPUT 00 3TOM. bbhuio ObI
CMEIIIHO, ecii OBl He OBLIO TaK TPYCTHO, €Cid Obl HEe OBLIO CTOJBKO Tparemuii"

(kremlin. 30 Jun, 2016).

The military intervention in Iraq and Libya are the most vivid examples of this
irresponsible and mistaken policy that has led to a rise in terrorism and extremism.
It is clear to everyone today that this policy has contributed to the emergence of
menacing organisations such as the Islamic State (DAISH). Terrorists have tried to
turn to their advantage, and not without success, the breakdown in state systems
and the results of, frankly speaking, clumsy experiments in exporting democracy to
parts of the Middle East and North Africa. Every man and his dog talks about this
now. It would be funny if it were not so sad, and if it were not the cause of so many
tragedies.

In this quotation, Putin also uses factual epistemological stance regarding the
reasons behind the emergence of terrorism: the military intervention in Iraq and
Libya are behind the emergence of terrorism and extremism. Putin an indirect way
refers to the NATO military intervention in Libya and the U.S. and its coalition
forces military intervention in Irag. He uses high degree of reliability evidential
marker "monstHo" (it's clear) to prove that he is sure from his information sources
regarding the first reason behind the violence in Iraq and Libya. That is due to this
wrong policy, DAISH and other terrorist organisations have emerged. He also uses
the word "npsimo ckaxkem" (frankly) and it is used when giving an honest and direct
opinion, often one that might upset someone. After "mpsmo ckaxem", Putin
mentions the statement "sKkcrepMMEHTOB MO 3KCHOPTY JAEMOKpPAaTHH B PETHUOH
bmmxnero Bocroka n CeBepHoit Adpuku. Ceifuac TOJIBKO JIGHUBBIA HE TOBOPUT 00
aToM. Bputo OBI CMeINTHO, ecii OBl He OBIJIO TaK TPYCTHO, €CJIM ObI HE OBLIO CTOIHKO
tparenuit” (clumsy experiments in exporting democracy to parts of the Middle East
and North Africa. It would be funny if it were not so sad, and if it were not the

701



O gsdally cralil) aa oY) UG SN S PN
cause of so many tragedies). The statement gives the second reason that led to the
emergence of many terrorist organisations which is the idea of exporting the fake
democracy to these regions. Putin, then, uses the deductive mode of knowing "Ob1"
(would) which involves an intuitive leap to a hypothesis from which conclusion is
deduced. The evidential marker "owi" provides responsibility for evidence. He
emphasises that these wrong policies are behind the cause of so "crTombko

VXTI

tparenuii” (many tragedies).

Quotation 12

"sl He ycTal ynMBIATHCA TOMY, KaK HallM MAapTHEPHI pa3 3a pa3oM, Kak y Hac B
Poccun roBopsT, HaCTYMaIOT HAa OJTHH U TE K€ TPadIIH, TO €CTh COBEPIIAIOT OJHU H
Te ke omubOku. CBOE BpeMs OHU CIOHCHPOBAJIM HCIAMCKHE DKCTPEMHUCTCKUE
npwkeHust it 0oppObl ¢ CoBerckuM COI030M, KOTOPBIE TPOLUIM 3aKalKy B
Adranucrane. U3 nux Beipociau u «Tanuban», n «Anp-Kauna" (kremlin. 24 Oct,
2014).

| never cease to be amazed by the way that our partners just keep stepping on the
same rake, as we say here in Russia, that is to say, make the same mistake over and
over. They have sponsored Islamic extremist movements to fight the Soviet Union.
Those groups got their battle experience in Afghanistan and later gave birth to the
Taliban and Al-Qaeda.

Putin uses another indirect way to refer to the wrong policies of the U.S. and
the West and due to these wrong policies many terrorist organisations have
emerged in the region. According to Putin's information source, Islamic extremists
have been sponsored by the West and U.S. to destroy the Soviet Union in
Afghanistan. Because of this, the Taliban and Al-Qaeda was created. Putin also
uses factual epistemological stance which does not need high degree of reliability
evidential markers and does not need reliable information sources because when a
speaker uses factual epistemological stance, he/she is very certain from his
information and he/she already mentions known facts in the public sphere.

Quotation 13

"®dunancoBassi MAET or HedTH, €€ 100bYa pa3BEPHYTA HA TEPPUTOPUSIX,
MOJIKOHTPOJIBHBIX TeppopucTaM. OHHM €€ mnpoaalwT 10 OpOCOBBIM LEHAM,
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NOOBIBAIOT, TPAaHCHOPTHUPYIOT. Beab KT0o-TO €€ mokymaer, 13Ty He(dTb,
nepenponaéT, Sapa6aTbIBaeT Ha 3TOM, HE 3aAyMbIBasiChb, 4YTO TEM CaMbIM

(pUHAHCHPYET TEPPOPHUCTOB, KOTOPHIE PAHO WIIK MO3JHO MOT'YT NMPHHATH W HA UX
TEPPUTOPHIO, MPHAYT CeATh CMePTh B ux crpansl’” (Kremlin. 24 Oct, 2014).

The terrorists are getting money from selling oil too. Oil is produced in territory
controlled by the terrorists, who sell it at dumping prices, produce it and transport
it. But someone buys this oil, resells it, and makes a profit from it, not thinking
about the fact that they are thus financing terrorists who will come sooner or later
to their own soil and sow destruction in their own countries.

In this quotation, Putin uses the phrases "®unancoBas HIET OT
wedru'(financing is coming from oil), "reppopucram npoxaror(terrorists sell it),
"Beap KT0-TO €€ MOKyImaeT, nepenpoaaér, GUHaHCHPYET TeppopucToB” (SOmeone
buys it, resells it, and finances terrorists). Adopting factual epistemological stance
in the above quotation as it contains important information implies that Putin is
very sure from his information sources, everyone knows this information as
generally cultural knowledge, and no need to mention the information source
because it is unimportant and everybody knows it. Putin's statement indicates that
he knows very well that the terrorists are selling oil at low prices. He is very sure
that this oil is purchased by countries and this fact allows readers to conclude that
these countries which buy their oil, are also financing them. The evidential marker
"mpuayt” (will) is used to give certainty or confidence in future situation.
According to Putin, the terrorists and after accomplishing certain goals and
interests will return back to their masters and make heinous crimes. The following
table presents the used evidential categories in the quotations quantitatively in
terms of numbers and percentages as follows:
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Table 3-1: Distribution of evidential categories, their numbers, and
percentages in the analysed quotations.
Evidential Categories Numbers Percentages
Belief ¢ A
Deduction ¢ V%
Expectation ¢ A
Hearsay (Reportive) ) Y%
High Degree of Reliability A °£%
Imaginative ) Y%
Induction (Inferential) Y °%
Personal Experience ) Y%
Sensory ) Y%
60% 54%

50%

40%

30%

20%

10%  10%  10%

3% 3% >% 3% 3%
[W— [ B

N . . .
0%

Figure 3.1: Percentages of the evidential categories used by Putin in the

analysed quotations.

704




O pdally el 31—l A A ls A las

3.2 Results

In most of the analysed quotations, Putin emphasises and concentrates more
on supporting, financing, and growing of terrorism in recent years. The following
results are extracted from the analysis:

1. In terms of supporting and financing terrorism, Putin is very clear and uses
different evidential categories and markers in his information regarding the
countries which finance terrorists. He uses high degree of reliability evidential
markers, belief, and deductive modes of knowledge. He also reinforces his
evidence through using factual epistemological stance. Although the names of
these countries remain unknown, but it is true that there are countries that finance
the terrorists in Iragq and Syria through purchasing their illegal oil.

2. In terms of military support, the United States and the West are supporting what
Putin calls "gunners™ fighting in Syria. Although Putin does not use the term
"terrorists"”, but he is sure that this military support will not fall into the right hands,
instead, it will fall into the terrorist hands. Putin also uses factual epistemological
stances, high degree of reliability, belief, deductive, and inductive or inference
modes of knowledge and he is very sure from his information sources regarding the
U.S. support to "gunners".

3. In terms of growing of terrorism in recent years, Putin mentions a known fact
that terrorism has grown rapidly in recent years. According to Putin's evidentiality
markers, this rapid growth in terrorism is due to the use of terrorism by the West
and the U.S. to achieve political goals and interests, military intervention in Iraq,
Libya, and North Africa, exporting democracy, refusing to work together with
Russia, and lacking the real intentions of fighting terrorism. Putin uses high degree
of reliability evidential markers, belief, deductive, expectation modes of knowledge
and factual epistemological stances to reinforce his evidence.

4. Based on Putin's modes of knowing, terrorists are immoderate. This is a fact and
nobody can change them into moderates. The Russian military operation against
terrorism in Syria is serious and factual and does not lack determination. Russia
also does not fight terrorism to achieve political goals or interests.
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The term “evidentiality™ literally educes the notion of evidence; the source
from which a speaker comes to know something that he/she wants to express in
language. Putin uses different categories and markers of evidentiality to reinforce
his information sources regarding the reasons which led to the growth and
emergence of many terrorist organisations as well as the political, financial, and
military support of some countries to these terrorist organisations. Based on the
results of data analysis, the following findings have been arisen as follows:

1. Putin uses different evidentials such as degree of reliability evidential markers,
factual epistemological stances, inference, belief, and deduction to reinforce his
evidence. This means that he is sure from his information. This verifies hypothesis
(2) of the study.

2. Out of Putin's thirteen analysed quotations, eleven quotations are devoted to the
growth, financial, and military support of some countries to terrorist organisations.
According to Putin's information sources, it is because of these financial and
military supports that these terrorist organisations have expanded into the world in
general and Irag and Syria in particular. This verifies hypothesis (1) of the study.
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