t. afinl Y
AIN SHAMS UNIVERSITY

Ain Shams University
Faculty of Education
Department of English

BIAS IN SELECTED WORKS OF EL-MESSIRI
AND FUKUYAMA: A COGNITIVE

LINGUISTIC STUDY

A Thesis
Submitted in Partial Fulfillment of the Requirements
of the Degree of Doctor of Philosophy in Linguistics
Submitted by

Moustafa Abdel Hameed Mohamed Atyya El Ashry

B.A. 2000
G.D. 2004
S.D. 2005
ML.A. 2011

Under The Supervision of

Dr. Shokry A. Megahed Dr. Faisal H. Abdallah

Professor of Literature Ass. Professor of Linguistics

Department of English Department of English

Faculty of Education

Ain Shams University

2018



ACKNOWLEDGEMENTS

I owe an enormous debt of gratitude to my supervisors. I owe special thanks to Professor
Shokri A. Megahed for putting me on the right track since day one saving me a lot of time
and effort exploring uncountable paths. He kept motivating and supporting me along the
way. At times when I was about to go off rail or lose confidence, his advice helped put me
back on the right track. Thus, I find no words to express my gratitude for his
encouragement and fruitful discussions which are clearly reflected in this research. I also
express my sincere indebtedness to Professor Faisal H. Abdallah for his unselfish
commitment to time, conscientious advice, guidance, sincere effort, support and
enthusiasm. He introduced me to the world of cognitive linguistics and discourse analysis.
Being such an exemplar role model, I feel fortunate to have had the opportunity to work
with him.

An acknowledgement would be incomplete without recognizing the remarkable
contribution my family have made to my life. I would like to thank my mother and my wife
for being such exceptional persons and source of encouragement. Their unconditional and
immense support has been key to the completion of this degree. At times of frustration and
discouragement, I only kept going because they urged me to. To both of them, I dedicate
this dissertation. I am grateful to my father, my sister and my uncle for their ongoing
encouragement, patience, support and understanding.

Finally, my thanks are also extended to other people who, though unmentioned by name,

contributed to this research in one way or another.



Abstract

This study analyzes bias from a cognitive linguistic perspective in some selected
works of Abdulwahab El-Messiri and Francis Fukuyama. To accomplish this aim,
the study offers a model of analysis that combines two major fields in linguistic
research, Cognitive Linguistics (CL) and Critical Discourse Analysis (CDA). A
contrastive analysis is undertaken of the two language varieties selected for study.
Drawing on the cognitive linguistic framework of Construal Operations, the study
provides an examination of how cases of epistemological and ideological bias are
represented and interpreted in the English and Arabic texts selected for study. The
study depends on data collected from Fukuyama’s article The End of History?
(1989) and his book The End of History and the Last Man (1992) and El-Messiri’s
books dira:sa:t maSrifiyya fil-hada:0ah al-gharbiyyah (% _a) 38)al) 8 208 j2e Cila) o)
(2006) (Epistemological Studies in Western Modernism) and riklati il-fikriyyah fil-
budu:r wa-judu:r wab-6amar: si:rah ghayr da:tiyya ghayr mawdu:Siyya ( =)
4o guage e A3 58 B il sl sl 84 Sdll) (My Intellectual Journey: On
Seeds, Roots, and Fruits— A Non-Subjective, Non-Objective Autobiography)

(2006).

Key Words: bias, cognitive linguistics, construal operations, critical discourse

analysis
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Reading Conventions for The Symbols Used in The

Transcription of Arabic Forms

Consonants:

[b] voiced bilabial plosive, as in /bait/ ‘house’

[d] voiced denti-alveolar plosive, non-emphatic as in /dars/ ‘lesson’

[f] voiceless labio-dental fricative, as in /fa?s/ ‘spade’

[g] voiced velar plosive, as in /gundi:/ ‘solider’

[h] glottal fricative, as in /ha:yil/ ‘mouse’

[h] voiceless pharyngeal fricative, as in /hilm/ ‘dream’

[k] voiceless velar plosive, as in /kobri/ ‘bridge’

[1] voiced denti-alveolar lateral, as in /la:m/ ‘he blamed’

[m] voiced bilabial nasal, as in /ma:t/ ‘he died’

[n] voiced denti-alveolar nasal, as in /na:m/ ‘he slept’

[q] voiceless uvular plosive, as in /qur?a:n/ ‘koran’

[r] voiced alveolar flap, as in /ra?s/ ‘head’

[rr] voiced alveolar trill, as in /garra/ ‘pull’

[s] voiceless denti-aveolar sulcal fricative, non-emphatic, as in /su:q/ ‘market place’
[sh] voiceless palato-aveolar fricative, as in /sha:ri§/ ‘street’

[t] voiceless denti-aveolar plosive, non-emphatic, as in /ta:h/ ‘he lost his way’
[w] labio-velar semi-vowel, as in /walad/ ‘boy’

[x] voiceless uvular fricative, as in /xa@raga/ ‘he went out’

[y] voiced palatal semi-vowel, as in /yad/ ‘hand’



[z] voiced denti-alveolar sulcal fricative, non-emphatic, as in /z@:r/ ‘he visited’

[?] glotal plosive, as in /Parnab/ ‘rabbit’

[€] voiced pharyngeal fricative, as in /fadra:?/ ‘virgin maid’

[gh] voiced uvular fricative, as in /gha:li/ ‘expensive’

[j] voiced palato-alveolar affricate, as in /ja:?a/ ‘he came’

[06] voiceless dental fricative, as in /@awrah/ ‘revolution’

[0] voiced dental fricative, non-emphatic, as in /ha:da/ ‘this’

Emphatic Consonants:

d, s, t, z are ‘emphatic’ consonants corresponding to ‘non-emphatic’ d, s, t, z respectively, as
in /darab/ ‘he hit’; /sala:h/ ‘prayer’; / tabu:r/ ‘queue’; / za:lim/ ‘unfair’

Vowels:

[i] half-closed to close front spread vowel, close when long or final, as in /gin/ ‘a ton’; /ti:n/
‘mud’

[u] half-closed back to central rounded vowel, close rounded when long or final, as in /xud/
‘take’; /zu:r/ “visit’

[a] front open vowel, short and long, as in /balad / ‘town’

[a] back open vowel, short and long, as in /ra?s/ ‘head’; /fa:¢i?/ ‘beach’

* Geminated consonants are indicated by doubling the consonant letter. They are pronounced

longer and more tensely articulated than their single counterparts.

xi



Symbols and Abbreviations:

(-) marks the elisions at word- junctions

(:) indicates that the preceding vowel is long

(1) anaptyctic vowel

Other symbols and abbreviations will be referred to, when first introduced, in their

appropriate places.

(*) Adopted from the International Phonetic Alphabet (IPA)

xii
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Introduction Chapter 1

1.1 Preliminaries and Definition of Bias

Human life consists of gestures, deeds, behaviors, incidents, and
thousands of other taken-for-granted acts. Apart from involuntary functions
such as breathing, every action is a significant outcome of a conscious or an
unconscious choice, and reflects a person’s culture and perceptions. Through
the eyes of a society or individual, for example, inner defeat can transform
everything into a sign of downfall, whereas for another society or individual,
inner victory transforms the same objects into signs of triumph. Such an
example demonstrates the significance and variance of bias.

Every human behavior is culturally significant and represents some
epistemological paradigm and perspective. A paradigm is a mental abstract
picture, an imaginary construct, and a symbolic representation of reality that
results from mental reconstruction and deconstruction. The mind assembles
some features from reality, rejecting some and keeping others, rearranging
them in order of priority and in a way that corresponds to reality. The
paradigm can exaggerate those elements it deems essential and underplay all
others. Each paradigm is epistemological with its intrinsic and fundamental
criteria, beliefs, hypotheses, and answers.

Bias, the advocacy of a particular point of view, is associated with the
selective human mind and its process of perception. Bias is organically

integrated with language and culture, and is language-specific, making



