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Abstract  

The aim of this research was to analyze a three-dimensional discourse through a 

cognitive, linguistic, and critical structure of President Sisi's speech during the 

economic crisis under study. It also aimed to uncover the ideological patterns 

upon which the speech relied, as well as the circumstances and conditions that 

influenced the production and consumption of the text. The research used 

deconstruction theory as one of the appropriate theories for studying the 

research topic within critical approaches. This study is considered a descriptive 

and analytical study within qualitative research. The study used a discourse 

analysis approach to analyze President Sisi's speech on the economic crisis. The 

sample was determined by President Sisi's speech on the Youm7 website, titled 

"BRICS Summit," which took place on October 24, 2024. The study used a 

three-dimensional discourse analysis tool, the CDA model, for the three schools 

(critical, cognitive, and linguistic), and identified the points of agreement and 

divergence between the three schools in the discourse. 

  The study results concluded that: President Sisi's speech relied on a soft 

ideology, focusing on emotionally mature qualities such as calls for cooperation, 

social protection, and other messages of appreciation for the Egyptian citizen. 

Egypt was mentioned five times in President Sisi's speech, representing 45.45% 

of the study sample. By "Egypt," we mean the place, not the Egyptians, as 

Egypt's name was associated with strategic partnerships and international 

cooperation. 

Keywords: Discourse analysis, economic crises, deconstruction 
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