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Abstract

Although Winston Churchill wrote some of the greatest speeches of the twentieth
century, few of those speeches or only fragments of them have been translated into
Arabic. This thesis is a translation and commentary of one of the most famous speeches
of Winston Churchill, the /ron Curtain oration, given at Westminster College in Fulton,
Missouri in the United States of America in 1946. The Iron Curtain is particularly chosen
for translation because of its political, historical, and literary dimensions. Translating this
speech provides a basis for the focus of this thesis: to discuss problems of translating
political speeches, especially those which are rich in rhetoric, in light of theory; to offer
solutions for these problems; and to inspect strategies as well as techniques that lead to
these solutions. To this end, the emphasis of the commentary will be on how three
rhetorical devices, namely metaphor, allusion and cohesive devices, are handled in the
translation. It is concluded that despite the diversity of translation strategies opted for in
the translation, there are no set formulas for translating political speeches; it is just a
matter of recognizing the individuality of the speaker’s intentions by analyzing his use of
style and rhetoric, being familiar with the common rhetorical devices used in the
respective languages, and understanding political, historical as well as cultural situations

in context.

Search Terms: Political Speeches, Rhetorical Devices, Metaphor, Allusion, Cohesive

Devices, The Iron Curtain, Winston Churchill.
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Chapter One: Introduction

Language plays a profound role in human interaction. It is to a great extent, rooted
in and influenced by historical, socio-cultural, ideological and instructional conditions
(Schiffner & Bassnett, 2010, p. 2). As these conditions vary across space and time, the
task of maintaining and preserving meaning and style while carrying out a translation
becomes a challenge with which one has to contend.

Perhaps one of the most challenging tasks to be performed by a translator is
translating political speeches. A political speech is a “coherent stream of spoken language
that is usually prepared for delivery by a speaker to an audience for a purpose on a
political occasion” (Charteris-Black, 2014, p. xiii). Politicians or other public figures
often use rhetorical devices in order to convey their ideas or ideology. A rhetorical device
can be defined as “a use of language that creates a literary effect” (“Rhetorical device,”
2016, para. 1). Those devices are techniques which allow the speaker to speak in a way
that appeals to the listener or reader. Moreover, politicians tend to be imprecise--using
vague language that might be interpreted differently. Those characteristic features of
political speeches contribute to the difficulty of translating them.

The present study provides a translation of a political speech and examines some
of the problems which a translator might face when translating an English political
speech into Arabic. My motivation behind this thesis has been to explore how the
translator, with the help of theory, can identify problems of political texts’ translation and
solve them. For that reason, I translated the famous /ron Curtain speech, given in the year
1946 by Sir Winston Churchill, the British statesman and arguably one of the greatest
orators of the twentieth century.

The Iron Curtain speech was consciously chosen for translation for specific
reasons. First, the speech was given by a famous political figure, who was also a great
orator, at a critical time of West versus East political conflict. Second, the text has a
special rhetorical flavor and its translation into Arabic would present an invaluable
opportunity to understand the nature of political rhetoric. Finally, the Iron Curtain speech
contains a mixture of certain phrases, which at once entered into general use, as well as
several religious references and metaphors, which gives it substance for translation and

analysis.



After translating the speech, I discuss my translation decisions, identifying
translation problems and strategies used to solve them based on the theoretical models of
translation. Therefore, this thesis is composed of five chapters. Chapter One gives a brief
introduction to the thesis and outlines its structure. Chapter Two provides an overview of
the use of rhetoric in political speeches and presents some previous studies on political
texts’ translation. It also reviews relevant issues in translation theory by discussing the
concept of equivalence and examining some linguistic and functional approaches to
translation. Chapter Three includes background information about the speaker and the
speech before introducing the source text (ST), the original English text and the target
text (TT), my Arabic translation. Chapter Four provides a commentary on representative
examples of various translation problems encountered in the translation and strategies
employed for their solutions. Half of the examples chosen in Chapter Four are metaphors
and allusions. The reason for concentrating on these specific areas is that translators often
encounter problems regarding cultural aspects that are reflected in metaphors or allusions
specific to the source culture in question, which might be challenging to preserve in the
TT. Chapter Five gives the conclusions related to the translation issues encountered in the

ST and the solutions offered to solve them.
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Chapter Two: Theoretical Framework
2.1 Overview

This chapter covers two broad areas which have various focal points. The first
discusses the use of rhetoric in political speeches. Rhetoric is first briefly defined and
discussed. Then some rhetorical devices that Winston Churchill applies to his speeches
are presented. Moreover, a short comparison between rhetoric in English and Arabic
political speeches is provided. Finally, previous studies on translating political texts are
reviewed. The second area reviews some relevant issues in translation theory. To begin
with, the concept of equivalence in translation is defined and briefly discussed. Then a
number of linguistic and functional approaches to translation are presented. Examples
from both the fron Curtain and its translation are given when appropriate to make the
discussion relevant to the present thesis.

2.2 Rhetoric in Political Speeches

2.2.1 Introduction to rhetoric. Literature documents rhetoric as central to the
practice of politics. One of the earliest definitions of rhetoric is derived from Aristotle
(384-322 BCE), who defines it as “the faculty of observing in any given case the
available means of persuasion” (as cited in Toye, 2013, p. 13). In other words, rhetoric
not only concerns itself with colorful language but also with comprehending the situation
and knowing the audience well enough to determine which features of the situation can
be used to impact them and achieve the desired result (ibid).

Aristotle in his Politics distinguishes three types of rhetoric: deliberative, forensic
and epideictic. Deliberative rhetoric can be found in parliamentary or local governmental
meetings. It considers different possible outcomes from different courses of action and it
suggests a recommendation for future action. In this type, the speaker seeks to win
support for his or her argument by means of persuasion. Forensic rhetoric, on the other
hand, is related to law courts, where the speaker seeks to accuse or defend a suspect by
resorting to evidence or arguments (based on scientific investigation). The context of the
third type, which is epideictic rhetoric, is ceremonial events in which the speaker uses his
or her eloquence to evaluate another by praise or criticism (Charteris-Black, 2014, pp. 6-
8). The Iron Curtain speech tends mainly to fall under the first type, which is deliberative

rhetoric.
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Whether a speech is deliberative, forensic or epideictic, it is bound to include an
appeal to ethos, logos or pathos (Toye, 2013, p. 42). These artistic proofs, identified by
Aristotle, are central to classical rhetoric. A contemporary meaning of the first type,
ethos, is “the set of values held either by an individual or by a community, reflected in
their language, social attitudes and behavior” (Cockcroft, R & Cockcroft, S. M, 2005, p.
28). This appeal is based on the character of the speaker which contributes to his or her
overall ethical credibility (Charteris-Black, 2014, p. 8). Throughout the speech, Churchill
constantly establishes ethos by demonstrating moral convictions. For example, when he
encourages Britain and the United States to work together, he states that they should
work “for the high and simple causes that are dear to us and bode no ill to any.” Here,
Churchill tries to convince the audience that the policies of Britain and the United States
can be trusted since they portend no harm to any. Furthermore, near the beginning of his
speech, he indicates that he would allow his mind “with the experience of a lifetime, to
play over the problems which beset us.” The reference to his lifetime experience presents
him as a credible politician and therefore establishes trust between him and the audience.
Also, choosing terms from the domain of religion (e.g., path of wisdom) helps Churchill

to connect with his audience on broad religious grounds and therefore enhances his ethos.

Logos, on the other hand, is “the appeal to arguments based in reason” (Charteris-
Black, 2014, p. 11). It is essential, to be persuasive, to create concepts that are rooted in
reason and based on arguments. For example, in the /ron Curtain, Churchill argues that
the secrets of the atomic bomb had to be kept by Britain, the United States and Canada
and not shared with the United Nations Organization. He supports his argument with two
persuasive reasons: “It would nevertheless be wrong and imprudent to entrust the secret
knowledge or experience of the atomic bomb...to the world organisation, while it is still
in its infancy. It would be criminal madness to cast it adrift in this still agitated and un-
united world.” Here, Churchill rejects the idea of sharing the information of the atomic
bomb with the UN and he justifies this rejection by virtue of two points: the organization
was still in its nascent stage and the world was still anxious and separated.

On the other hand, pathos involves persuading the audience by arousing their
emotions. Those emotions, as Aristotle explains, are characterized by pleasure (e.g.,

happiness) and by pain (e.g., anger or fear) (Charteris-Black, 2014, p. 14). An example of

12



pathos is when Churchill speaks about the wage-earner who struggles “amid the
accidents and difficulties of life to guard his wife and children from privation.” This
powerful imagery is chosen, most probably, to arouse empathy within the audience.

Emotions might also be provoked through humour and that is evidenced in
Churchill’s introductory paragraph when he makes a play on words by saying “The name
‘Westminster’ is somehow familiar to me. I seem to have heard of it before. Indeed, it
was at Westminster that I received a very large part of my education in politics, dialectic,
rhetoric, and one or two other things.” “Westminster,” to which Churchill refers, is not
actually a college but a constituency in the Parliament of the United Kingdom. In other
words, that is a witticism or pun which is cleverly placed immediately at the outset of the
speech that quickly elicits a positive emotional response which functions like a binding
force between Churchill and his audience. Simply put, this pun allows for the audience to
connect and listen carefully to what Churchill had to say.

Moreover, a single sentence can contain more than one artistic proof. The
following is a case in point: “The President has told you that it is his wish (ethos), as I am
sure it is yours, that I should have full liberty to give my true and faithful counsel (logos)
in these anxious and baffling times (pathos).”

As indicated in the above discussion, Aristotle’s treatise represents an astonishing
attempt to methodically approach the problem of rhetoric and the classifications which he
formulated had a prodigious effect (Toye, 2013, p. 14).

2.2.2 Winston Churchill’s rhetoric. In his book which analyzes the rhetoric of
famous politicians, Charteris-Black (2005) states that “Churchill was the pastmaster of
twentieth century political oratory and has set the standards that subsequent politicians
have often sought to emulate” (p. 32). Using a corpus of twenty five of Churchill’s major
wartime speeches, Charteris-Black (2005) dedicates a whole chapter to analyze the
rhetoric of Winston Churchill. He notes that Churchill implements many rhetorical
devices in his speeches. Some of the devices that Churchill uses are: reiteration
(repetition of words), hyperbole (exaggerating to make a point), clause matching (using a
phrase which has a parallel and memorable form), inversion (reversing the normal order
of words), rhetorical questions, antithesis (or contrast) and the coining of patterns based

on English phraseology. However, after analyzing the chosen speeches, it was concluded
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that metaphor was Churchill’s typical rhetorical device for the creation of a heroic myth;
wherein Britain and her allies were constructed as forces of goodness while their enemies
were represented as forces of evil (Charteris-Black, 2005, pp. 32-57).

The heroic myth is successfully created in the /ron Curtain, in which the United
States is represented as a warrior (e.g., twice in our own lifetime we have seen the United
States...drawn by irresistible forces into these wars in time to secure the victory of the
good cause), Russia as a villain (e.g., the Russian-dominated Polish Government has been
encouraged to make enormous and wrongful inroads upon Germany), and Europe as an
innocent victim (e.g., the awful ruin of Europe, with all its vanished glories...glares us in
the eyes). Moreover, Britain in particular is claimed to be the embodiment of noble forces
which defends not only national interests but also supra national concerns or humanity in
general (e.g., do not suppose...that half a century from now, you will not see 70 or 80
millions of Britons spread about the world and united in defence of our traditions, our
way of life, and of the world causes).

2.2.3 Rhetoric in English and Arabic political speeches. The word ‘rhetoric’
can be translated into Arabic in two ways, of which the first is sddarJ\oann al-khataba,
that is the skill of preaching with an emphasis on expression and the rendering of ideas
(Toye, 2013, p. 19). The second is 3¢ [1 8¢ ilm al-balagha, which literally means the
“science of eloquence” (ibid).

In her book titled Aspects of Language Variation in Arabic Political Speech-
making, Mazraani (1997) discusses the similarities in rhetorical devices used by English
and Arab politicians. Atkinson (1984, cited in Mazraani, 1997, p. 203) lists rhetorical
devices that are commonly used by famous English and American politicians. Some of
these devices are: Tricolon (listing elements in threes), contrasting pairs of items and
references to “us”. On the other hand, Tannen (1989, cited in Mazraani, 1997, p. 203),
lists other devices that are found in political oratory, such as the use of repetition,
imagery as well as direct and reported speech and dialogue. Mazraani argues that the
devices listed by Atkinson and Tannen are also found in speeches given by Arab
politicians, which suggests that the aforementioned devices “may have multiple cultural

appeal in political oratory” (Mazraani, 1997, p. 203). To support her claim, Mazraani
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(1997, pp. 205-223) provides evidence from English and Arabic speeches that apply

those stylistic devices. Below are the devices with illustrative examples:

1. Listing three elements: Atkinson (1984, cited in Mazraani, 1997, p. 204) holds that
“one of the main attractions of three-part lists is that they have an air of unity or
completeness about them.” He includes an example drawn from a speech given in
1980, by the British stateswoman Margaret Thatcher, in which she lists three
elements: “This week has demonstrated that we are a party united in purpose, strategy
and resolve.” On the other hand, Mazraani (1997, p. 205) provides an example from a
speech given by the Egyptian president Gamal Abdel Nasser in 1957, in which he
uses the same device:

2% ol (s <OV sedB ol s B sdB ol ) ouaidhgedi il

2. Contrasting pairs: this “is a device used by speakers, by which they introduce the
element of conflict into the discussion, as if the point argued by the speaker is being
criticised, or challenged by the audience” (Mazraani, 1997, p. 207). Atkinson (1984,
cited in Mazraani, 1997, p. 207) provides the following example of a contrasting pair
which appears in a speech given by the Liberal Party Leader David Steel: “the truth is
beginning to dawn on our people that there are two conservative parties in this
election, one is offering the continuation of the policies we’ve had for the last five
years, and the other is offering a return to the policies of forty years ago.” Mazraani
(1997, p. 207), in contrast, provides the following example delivered by the Iraqi
president Saddam Hussein during a press conference in 1980:

s I s BaGs st i s blddislgs

3. References to “us”: Atkinson (1984, cited in Mazraani, 1997, p. 209) stresses that
references to “us” are affirmations that “convey positive or boastful evaluations of
our hopes, our activities or our achievements.” The use of this device establishes
solidarity between the speaker and his or her audience. The following, which is a
passage that is taken from Nasser’s speech, is an example of references to “us” as
well as repetition:

Dol ey ol s A ez o oaiilug Loz o

4. Images: Tannen (1989, cited in Mazraani, 1997, p. 208) stresses that “images, like

dialogue, evoke scenes, and understanding is derived from scenes because they are
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composed of people in relation to each other, doing things that are culturally and

personally recognizable and meaningful.” She provides the following passage, from a

speech given by the American politician Reverend Jesse Jackson, as an example of

the use of images: “I wasn't born in the hospital. Mama didn't have insurance. I was

born in the bed, at [the] house. I really do understand. Born in a three room house,

bathroom in the back yard, slop jar by the bed, no hot and cold running water, I

understand. Wallpaper used for decoration? No. For a windbreaker.” This device is

also used by Arab politicians as can be seen in the following example, a passage

taken from Nasser’s speech:

sesadlsd U suillsas il ladlacigaal y Jelcak & cagdl

5. Direct and reported speech and dialogue: those devices make the speech “livelier and

maintain audience rapport” (Mazraani, 1997, p. 210). The following is a passage

taken from a speech given in 1983, by the British stateswoman Margaret Thatcher, in

which she applies the device of reported speech: “the Russians said that I was an Iron

Lady. They were right. Britain needs an Iron Lady.” The Iraqi president Saddam

Hussein also uses the same device as in the following passage:

\agg,eéajjbaéile o @3 o dsdgsagsoll [ [

Moreover, Mazraani provides examples from Arabic and English political texts,
where rhyme is used as a rhetorical tactic. In addition, she confirms that both English and
Arabic politicians use code-switching, i.e., to switch from a formal standard form of
language to dialect or vice-versa. After examining a variety of Arabic and English
political speeches, Mazraani (1997) stresses “the commonality of persuasive strategies in
Arabic and English political speeches” (p. 223).

2.2.4 Previous works on political texts’ translation. A rich and diverse body of
literature investigates the language of political texts. However, the studies that are of
special interest in this thesis are the ones that focus on the issue of translating political
texts. Among those who discuss the translation of political language are Newmark (1991)
and Schiftner (1997).

In his book About Translation, Newmark (1991) dedicates an entire chapter to
discuss the translation of political language. When discussing the translation of

metaphors in political language, Newmark (1991, p. 158) believes that “each linguistic
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culture has its own set of political metaphors™ and therefore proposes that interpreters
might have to modify them. Moreover, Newmark (ibid) states that “political language is
rich in neologism,” that is “a new word or expression, or a new meaning for an existing
word” (“neologism,” 2016, para. 1). He suggests that the meaning of such terms has to be
spelled out in translation. As regards to the use of euphony (i.e., the acoustic effect of

13

words), he holds that it is necessary to preserve some of the original’s “phonaesthetic
quality” in translation (Newmark, 1991, p. 159). In his discussion of the translation of
collocations in political language, he mentions that there is usually no one-to-one
correspondence.

On the other hand, Schéffner (1997) analyzes translations of speeches given by
German and American politicians. She bolsters her analysis with examples to illustrate
the translation problems and the strategies that had been employed for their solutions,
stressing that her aim is not to formulate translation rules but rather to “develop an
awareness for some phenomena typical for political texts” (p. 121). She mentions that
omission is one of the strategies that is usually used in translating political speeches. She
explains that the omitted sentences usually refer to a specific situation in the original
context and therefore they do not need to be preserved in the translation. She supports her
claim by providing an example from a German speech, in which a phrase that had been
used by the speaker to conclude his speech was omitted from the translation. Another
strategy, she remarks, that is applied in translating political speeches is explicitation. She
notes that TTs tend to be more explicit as the TT audience usually does not share specific
background knowledge about the source language culture. She includes examples where
the lack of this knowledge was accounted for by adding lexical items in the TT, or by
changing the syntactic structures (e.g., using a definite article). She stresses that the text’s
political perspective or the speaker’s attitude may not be transferred to the TT audience if
the implicit information (e.g., a culture-specific word meaning, an allusion, etc.) is not
grasped by the translator. Schiftner (1997) concludes her analysis stating that political
texts are mainly intended to function within their source culture and their function in and
for the target culture will differ in translation.

Although those reviewed studies may not represent specific translation strategies

or techniques that assist in translating political texts, they nevertheless describe some
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characteristic features of those texts, laying down recommendations to deal with them in
the translation.
2.3 Equivalence in Translation

Translation is the process of transferring messages between two different language
systems and cultures. It is “the replacement of textual material in one language (SL) by
equivalent textual material in another language (TL)” (Catford, 1965, p. 20). For Nida and
Taber (1969), it is “reproducing in the receptor language the closest natural equivalent of
the source language-message, first in terms of meaning and secondly in terms of style” (p.
12). Since the concept of equivalence is considered an important item in defining
translation, it has to be explained in some detail.

Fawcett (1997, p. 53) argues that the ultimate goal of different translation
strategies and techniques is to achieve equivalence. He notes that there have been many
definitions of equivalence. However, he mentions that the most famous are probably
those of Catford and Nida (Fawcett, 1997, p. 54). Catford (1965) makes a distinction
between formal correspondence and textual equivalence. According to him, a textual
equivalent is “any TL text or portion of text which is observed on a particular
occasion...to be the equivalent of a given SL text or portion of text” (p. 27). On the other
hand, a formal correspondent is seen as “any TL category...which can be said to occupy,
as nearly as possible, the ‘same’ place in the ‘economy’ of the TL as the given SL
category occupies in the SL” (Catford, 1965, p. 27). Formal correspondence has to do
with the relationship between elements in two languages, while textual equivalence
concentrates on the relations that occur between elements in a specific ST-TT pair (Hatim
& Munday, 2004, pp. 27-28). Snell-Hornby (1988), however, believes that Catford’s
approach is now commonly considered “dated and of mere historical interest” (p. 15).
Moreover, Fawcett (1997) states that “Catford’s definition of equivalence...hides a
notorious vagueness and a suspect methodology” (p. 56). He mentions that Catford
himself admits that his definition of textual equivalence might be problematic, especially
when a translation occurs between cultures that differ radically (Fawcett, 1997, p. 55).
Nida (1964), on the other hand, introduces two types of equivalence, formal and
dynamic. According to him, formal equivalence “focuses attention on the message itself,

in both form and content . . . one is concerned that the message in the receptor language
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should match as closely as possible the different elements in the source language” (p.
159). Here, the focus is on preserving the form and content of the ST message. In
contrast, dynamic equivalence is achieved by finding “the closest natural equivalent to
the source-language message” (Nida, 1964, p. 166). In this type of equivalence, the aim is
to produce a natural translation that is capable of producing an effect similar to that
produced within the ST readers.

Although Nida’s concepts of equivalence have been crucial in introducing a
reader-based perspective to translation theory, they have been greatly criticized (Munday,
2008, p. 43). For example, Venuti (1995, p. 21) claims that Nida’s dynamic equivalence
masks “a basic disjunction between the source-and target-language texts” and therefore
puts into question the possibility of producing a “similar” effect on the target readers. In
addition, the French theorist Henri Meschonnic stresses that the search for dynamic
equivalence might lead to an “automatic behaviorism” which “authorizes any kind of
manipulation” (1986, p. 77 cited in Fawcett, 1997). Also, Qian Hu believes that Nida’s
concept of dynamic equivalence is wrong as “total compatibility between any two
languages is precluded” (1994, p. 427 cited in Fawcett, 1997). Moreover, Lefevere (1992,
p. 8) notes that the concept of dynamic equivalence concentrates mainly on the message,
which makes it less beneficial for literary translation, one which focuses not only on the
message but also on the ways in which that message is conveyed.

It is worth pointing out that, in general, the views of translation theorists towards
the notion of equivalence differ radically. Some of them, like Catford and Nida, consider
equivalence a central concept in translation. Others claim that it is damaging or irrelevant
to translation studies. Meanwhile, some theorists adopt a middle ground between the two
sides (Kenny, 1998, p. 77).

2.4 Linguistic Approaches to Translation

This section reviews two main linguistic approaches to translation, namely Vinay
and Darbelnet’s Model and Catford’s Shifts. Also, Newmark’s procedures in dealing with
metaphor as well as his general translation strategies are reviewed in this section.

2.4.1 Vinay and Darbelnet’s model. In the year 1958, two French scholars
named Jean-Paul Vinay and Jean Darbelnet published their useful book Stylistique

comparée du frangais et de l’anglais, a contrastive approach that analyzes linguistic
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differences between English and French. In their book, they argue that translators might

choose from two main methods of translation, direct and oblique. They mention three

strategies that come under direct translation and four which come under oblique

translation. Vinay and Darbelnet propose that the translator might first try the three direct

translation strategies. If, however, these strategies cannot produce an acceptable

translation, the translator should turn to the methods of oblique translation (Vinay &

Darbelnet, 1995, p. 34). Below is a discussion of Vinay and Darbelnet’s procedures

(Vinay & Darbelnet, 1995, pp. 30-40), with examples from the text translated here, the

Iron Curtain.

1.

For direct translation, the following three strategies are identified:
Borrowing: this procedure is the simplest of all translation strategies. It implies
transferring the SL word directly to the TL, probably due to the lack of equivalence at
the word level or just for the purpose of introducing the SL culture. Examples of
borrowing are the translation of ‘Marshal’ as Jli_la ‘democracy’ as 3l pe,
‘academic’ as a4,
Calque: this procedure involves borrowing an expression from a language and then
translating each of its elements literally. Examples include the translation of the
prepositional phrase ‘courts of justice” as Jsg Jbllza “official mission’ as 3 pop
Literal Translation: it is a word for word translation, transferring a “SL text into a
grammatically and idiomatically appropriate TL text” (Vinay & Darbelnet, 1995, p.
33). This procedure, as Vinay and Darbelnet explain, is mostly used when translating
between two languages that belong to the same family. Although English and Arabic
do not belong to the same family, this procedure is commonly used when translating
from English into Arabic or vice versa. An example of this procedure is the
translation of “I do not believe that Soviet Russia desires war” as lsus of @[ [
Cordsas cps gss soed)
On the other hand, oblique translation includes the following strategies:
Transposition: this procedure involves “replacing one word class with another
without changing the meaning of the message” (Vinay & Darbelnet, 1995, p. 36). An
example of transposition is the translation of “we cannot be blind to” as ¢} 14 &) [

g ety where the ST adjective ‘blind’ becomes the verb saguin the TT. Newmark
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(1987) defines this type of transposition as “the one where literal translation is
grammatically possible but may not accord with the natural usage in the TL” (p. 86).

2. Modulation: this procedure requires “a variation of the form of the message, obtained
by a change in the point of view” (Vinay & Darbelnet, 1995, p. 36). An example of
modulation is the translation of “beyond anything that has yet occurred in human
experience” as ol) s guidb il J43 s+ This can be back-translated as beyond
anything humanity had witnessed thus far, where the point of view is changed in the
TT in order to produce a natural and idiomatic translation.

3. Equivalence: this procedure should not be confused with the concept of equivalence
which was discussed earlier in this chapter. This strategy produces an equivalent text
by using “completely different stylistic and structural methods” (Vinay & Darbelnet,
1995, p. 38). It is most commonly used in translating proverbs, idioms and clichés.
Examples of this procedure include translating “hangs in the balance” as <zadlsg, “it
is too late” as ¢[] Mlaa

4. Adaptation: this is “a special kind of equivalence, a situational equivalence” (Vinay
& Darbelnet, 1995, p. 39). This procedure is useful in the case where a situation
mentioned in a ST is unknown in the TL culture. It is commonly used to deal with
culture-bond words, phrases, expressions and metaphors. An example of adaptation is
the translation of the metaphor “in which the shields of many nations can some day
be hung up” as lesg] [ Dl o Cr e a3 where the ST metaphor is adapted in the
translation to fit the TT readers.

Venuti (2000, p. 84) notes that the seven procedures listed by Vinay and
Darbelnet can be used separately or combined. Also, more than one procedure might be
used to translate a single sentence (Venuti, 2000, p. 93). An example from the Iron
Curtain might be the translation of “we aim at nothing but mutual assistance and
collaboration” as ¢ slgdl slaplbag | mall 1) (e 8¢, where both calque and transposition
are used. A clear demonstration of calque is the literal translation of the ST expression
“mutual assistance and collaboration”, while transposition is evident in transferring the

ST verb ‘aim’ into the TT noun 3¢ .

21



Although the work of Vinay and Darbelnet has been criticized from several sides,
Fawcett (1997, p. 40) holds that “theirs was a pioneering work™ that achieved
“resounding and well-deserved success” (Delisle, 1988, p. 75 cited in Fawcett, 1997).
2.4.2 Catford’s shifts. As mentioned earlier, Catford (1965) makes a distinction between

two types of translation: formal correspondence and textual equivalence. The former

occurs “where a target-language category occupies the same position in its language

system as the same or some other category in the source language” (Fawcett, 1997, p.

54). However, when a translation equivalent other than the formal correspondent

occurs for a particular SL element, a shift is deemed to have taken place (Hatim &

Munday, 2004, p. 28). Catford (1965) defines shifts as “departures from formal

correspondence in the process of going from the SL to the TL” (p. 73). Two types of

translation shifts are distinguished--shift of level and shift of category. Below is a

discussion of these shifts (Munday, 2008, pp. 60-61), with examples from the text

translated here, the fron Curtain:

1. A level shift: this type of shift occurs when something is expressed by grammar in the
SL but lexis in the TL, or vice versa. An example of this shift is the translation of
“and facts they are” as \@ &8z o3 where the emphasis that was expressed by
reversing the ST word order is conveyed in the TT by assuming the normal word
order and by adding only an adverb of manner /.

2. Category shifts: these are divided into four types:

a) Structural shift: this involves a shift in grammatical structure between the ST and
the TT. An example of this shift is the translation of the sentence “the American
and British Armies withdrew westwards,” which consists of subjects (S) + verb
(V) + complement (C), into g 3 dhgdb s @lgs ) (isg gz xswhere there is a
shift from SVC to VSC.

b) Class shift: this occurs when a SL item is translated into an item that belongs to a
different class (i.e., grammatical category). An example of this shift is the
translation of “my wartime comrade” as «_zJ s (@4 where the ST adjective is
rendered into a prepositional phrase (preposition+ noun).

c) Unit shift: this involves changes of rank. In linguistics, rank refers to “the

hierarchal linguistic units of sentence, clause, group, word and morpheme”

22



(Munday, 2008, p. 61). An example of this shift is the translation of the sentence

“I find it painful” into the word »Ji:

d) Intra-system shift: this occurs when the SL and TL have nearly corresponding
systems, “but when translation involves selection of a non-corresponding term in
the TL system” (Catford, 1965, p. 80). This type of shift happens, for instance,
when a ST plural is rendered into singular in the TT. An example of this shift is
the translation of ‘fearless tones’ as <8 szJ_g (sl & 3504 where the ST plural
‘tones’ is rendered into the singular < su<in the TT.

Although Catford’s model has been heavily criticized for its “static contrastive
linguistic basis” (Delisle, 1982 cited in Munday, 2008, p. 61), Fawcett (1998) stresses
that it remains “one of the very few truly original attempts to give a systematic
description of translation from a linguistic point of view” (p. 121).

2.4.3 Newmark’s procedures. Two modes of translation which are
communicative translation versus semantic translation are introduced by Newmark. In
communicative translation, the translator “attempts to produce the same effect on the TL
readers as was produced by the original on the SL readers” (Newmark, 1995, p. 22). On
the other hand, in semantic translation the translator “attempts, within the bare syntactic
and semantic constraints of the TL, to reproduce the precise contextual meaning of the
author” (ibid). Newmark (1995) explains that “the two methods may overlap in whole or
in part within a text” (p. 23). The concept of communicative translation is similar to
Nida’s dynamic equivalence, while sematic translation resembles Nida’s formal
equivalence (Munday, 2008, p. 44) (see also 2.2). A communicative translation,
according to Newmark, tends to be smoother, more idiomatic and easier to read; while
semantic translation is likely to be more complex and awkward (Newmark, 1995, p. 39).
Since political speeches may be seen as one form of persuasive texts, communicative
translation might be more appropriate for translating them, as persuasive texts need to be
written in a natural, neat and elegant manner (Newmark, 1987, p. 189).

As metaphoric language is typical for political speeches, there should be a
methodology that the translator adopts when translating metaphors in political texts.
Newmark (1987) defines metaphor and provides strategies to deal with it in translation.

According to him, a metaphor is “any figurative expression: the transferred sense of a
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physical word...; the personification of an abstraction...; the application of a word or
collocation to what it does not literally denote” (p. 104). In his discussion of metaphor,
Newmark (1987) distinguishes between the following notions:

Image: the picture conjured up by the metaphor.

Object: what is described or qualified by the metaphor.

Sense: the literal meaning of the metaphor (1987, p. 105).

Newmark (1987) suggests different procedures for translating metaphor. He
proposes that the translator might first try to render the metaphor literally by reproducing
the same ST image. However, if the translation appears to make no sense, the translator
may search for a different TT image that would replace that of the ST. Also, he suggests
that a metaphor in a source text might be rendered into a simile in the target text; that is
to make the comparison explicit using words such as ‘like’ or ‘as’. Nevertheless, if all
those strategies were not effective in producing a reasonable translation, the metaphor
might be reduced to sense; that is to give the meaning of the metaphor without keeping
the metaphorical imagery.

Also, Newmark (1987) suggests general procedures that might be used in
translating sentences and phrases. One of these procedures is the use of functional
equivalent, which is useful in translating cultural words. This procedure “neutralises or
generalises the SL word” (p. 83). Another suggested procedure is the use of cultural
equivalent. This is an approximate translation which involves replacing a SL cultural
word with a TL cultural word. A translator might also use compensation as a strategy.
That is when the translator omits or tones down a feature, such as sound-effect, in one
part of a sentence but introduces it elsewhere in the TT. In addition, Newmark (1987)
includes other translation procedures such as translating by a synonym, paraphrasing and
using a descriptive equivalent, to mention few.

2.5 Functional Approaches to Translation

This section reviews two of the major translation theories that diverge from
linguistic principles, namely Katharina Reiss’s theory of text types and the Skopos theory.

2.5.1 Katharina Reiss’s theory of text types. The Text Type approach,
introduced by Katharina Reiss in the 1970s, is based on the concept of equivalence, but at

text level rather than word or sentence levels (Munday, 2008, p. 72). According to Reiss,
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there are four text types that are categorized based on the text’s main communicative

function. The four text types are:

1. Informative: the main function of this text type is to communicate facts (e.g.,
information, knowledge, opinions, etc.). The TT of an informative text should transfer
the referential content of the ST. Redundancy has to be avoided; moreover, explicit
language might be used when needed.

2. Expressive: in this text type, the aesthetic dimension of language is used. The TT of
an expressive text should transfer the stylistic form of the ST.

3. Operative: here, the dialogic form of language is used in order to persuade the reader
or the hearer to act in a certain way. The TT of an operative text should produce the
intended response within the TT receivers, even if this might imply changing the
content and/or stylistic features of the ST (Nord, 1997, p. 38).

4. Audiomedial: in this text type, music, visual images and other effects are used (Reiss,
1977/89 cited in Munday, 2008, pp. 72-74).

It should be noted, however, that a single text might fit under more than one text
type and in this case it is called a hybrid text (Munday, 2008, pp. 72-73). The Iron
Curtain speech is an example of a hybrid text. It falls under the categories of informative,
expressive and operative. The Iron Curtain is an informative text since it provides
information related to certain facts about the world’s position after the Second World
War; it also contains some historical details in that connection. The Iron Curtain is also
an expressive text as the aesthetic style is heavily present in the speech. In addition, the
speech is an operative text as the persuasive language is dominant in the text, aiming to
convince the people to support particular political messages (e.g., persuading people that
a fraternal association of Britain and the United States is necessary).

The Text Type theory has been criticized over the years for a number of reasons.
One of the main criticisms questions the ability of differentiating text types in the first
place (Munday, 2008, p 75.). Also, it has been argued that the employed translation
methods can depend on far more elements than just the text type (ibid). Nonetheless,
Reiss’s work has been considered important for moving translation theory “beyond a
consideration of lower linguistic levels....towards a consideration of the communicative

purpose of translation” (Munday, 2008, p. 76).
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2.5.2 Skopos theory. The Skopos theory is an approach to translation that was
introduced by Hans Vermeer in the late 1970s (Schiftner, 1998, p. 235). The term
Skopos, derived from Greek, is a technical term that is used to refer to the purpose of a
translation (ibid). This approach takes into account the contextual factors that surround a
translation, which is “the culture of the intended readers of the target text and of the client
who has commissioned it, and, in particular, the function which the text is to perform in
that culture for those readers” (ibid). According to Vermeer (1978, cited in Schiffner,
1998, p. 236), translation strategies and methods are determined by the intended purpose
of the TT, namely the Skopos. Thus, it is not the source text or its effects on the ST
recipient or the function assigned to it by the author that decides the translation process,
but rather it is the function of the target text (Schéffner, 1998, p. 236).

Although there are many reasons behind translating the /ron Curtain speech, the
main purpose of this translation is to provide a text for the target reader that is as eloquent
as the original in terms of rhetoric and style. Therefore, on many occasions, liberty has
been taken in connection with departing from the original text in order to serve the
aforementioned purpose.

Even though the Skopos theory has been useful in bringing the target text into
focus, it has also been criticized, particularly from linguistically oriented approaches to
translation (Schéffner, 1998, p. 237). For example, Chesterman (1994, cited in Schiftner,
1998, p. 237) argues that although a translation may fulfill its Skopos successfully, it
may, on the other hand, be considered as inadequate as far as lexical, syntactic and
stylistic decisions are concerned. However, Schéffner (1998, p. 238) remarks that this
approach “has brought innovation to translation theory” as it shifts the attention from

source text reproduction positioning translators as “target-text authors.”
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Chapter Three: The Text and the Translation

3.1 Overview

This chapter provides background information about the speaker, Winston
Churchill, and his speech, the Iron Curtain. A brief discussion of the speech language is
included in order to highlight the wide-ranging rhetorical devices Churchill employs in
this oration. Then the chapter presents the text for the speech and its translation. The
transcript of the speech is scanned from Never Give in (Churchill, W., & Churchill, W.
S., 2003), the book which contains Churchill’s best speeches. It should be mentioned that
although the book uses the title “An Iron Curtain has Descended” for the speech, it is
more commonly referred to as the “Iron Curtain Speech.” Paragraphs in both texts are
numbered in order to facilitate parallelism of the texts.

3.2 Winston Churchill

Winston Leonard Spencer-Churchill was born in 1874. Following his aristocratic
upbringing and education, he had a short but noteworthy career in the British army and
worked as a writer before going into politics. In 1900, he became a Conservative member
of Parliament and during the next three decades, he held several high posts in both the
Conservative and Liberal parties. After becoming prime minister of Great Britain in 1940,
Churchill led a successful Allied strategy during the Second World War with the United
States and Russia, to defeat the Axis powers and negotiate post-war peace. In 1945, he
was defeated in the general election, but continued to have an impact on world affairs. In
1951, he was again elected prime minister, during which time he introduced key domestic
reforms. Churchill died in 1965 at age 90 (Biography.com Editors, n.d).

As a young politician, Churchill used to prepare his speeches word for word and
learn them by heart; as his daughter confirms: “my father never, at any stage of his life,
employed the services of a speechwriter” (Churchill, W., & Churchill, W. S., 2003, p.
xxv). His brilliant speeches established an everlasting place in English rhetoric and
allowed him to win the Nobel Prize for Literature in 1953 (Muller, 1999, p. xii).

3.3 The Speech

This speech is one of Winston Churchill’s most famous speeches, which was

given after the Second World War, at a small college in the heart of the United States that

became, for a day, the center of the world. There, Churchill delivered “The Sinews of
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Peace” or what is popularly known as the /ron Curtain speech, in the presence of
President Truman on March 5, 1946, at Westminster College in Fulton, Missouri (Muller,
1999, p. xii). The speech was mainly addressed to the American people, warning them
and the world of Soviet domination in Eastern Europe while asking for a fraternal
association of the English-speaking peoples. It is worth mentioning that many historians
consider the Iron Curtain as the starting point of the Cold War.

In his book which discusses the great speeches of history, William Safire (2004)
describes the Iron Curtain as: “a Beethoven symphony of a speech” (p. 942). It is the
combined effect of various rhetorical devices which makes this speech persuasive and
powerful. First, it can be argued that the speech has a poetic dimension due to the use of
rhyme and anaphora. In rhetoric, anaphora refers to the “repetition of a word or
expression at the beginning of successive phrases, clauses, sentences, or verses especially
for rhetorical or poetic effect” (“Anaphora,” 2016, para. 1). An example of anaphora is:
“We understand the Russian need to be secure on her western frontiers... We welcome
Russia to her rightful place... We welcome her flag upon the seas.” The repetition of the
pronoun ‘we’ implies unity of attitude.

Drama is also a vital aspect of the speech, which makes the events extremely
lively. For example, the description of Soviet Union’s control is vivid in the famous
statement “from Stettin in the Baltic to Trieste in the Adriatic, an iron curtain has
descended across the Continent.” Furthermore, it can be argued that a phrase such as the
‘iron curtain’ plays on both its literal meaning (the use of the military set up to divide the
continent) and the metaphorical meaning (the ideological division between the Soviet
influenced states and the self-governed free states). Literary devices such as
personification, which involves treating an object or an idea as if it has human features,
add to this drama. An example of personification is Churchill’s description of the ruin of
Europe and Asia: “the awful ruin of Europe, with all its vanished glories, and of large
parts of Asia glares us in the eyes.”

There are additional rhetorical devices that are used in the speech in various
degrees. For example, alliteration, using consecutive words which have the same first
consonant sound, is also common with numerous phrases, such as ‘sacrifice and

suffering,” ‘steadying and stabilizing,” ‘stature and strength’ and ‘poverty and privation.’
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The use of antithesis (or contrast) is also employed: “A shadow has fallen upon the
scenes so lately lighted by the Allied victory.” Moreover, chiasmus (clause inversion) is
used: “Let us preach what we practise - let us practise what we preach.” Tricolon, or a
three part list, is also employed: “constancy of mind, persistency of purpose, and the
grand simplicity of decision.” In the same example, it can also be noticed that
‘constancy,’ ‘persistency’ and ‘simplicity’ repeat the same vowel sound, which is another
rhetorical device called assonance. In addition, Churchill catches the audience’s attention
by using rhetorical questions: “why cannot they work together at the common task as
friends and partners? Why cannot they share their tools and thus increase each other's
working powers?” Also, climax is used in the speech to create a vivid mental picture
(Miller, 2012): .. .all is distorted, all is broken, even ground to pulp.” This figure of
speech presents a series of related ideas arranged in a way that each exceeds the
preceding in intensity or force (“Climax,” 2016). The use of pleonasm, which is using
more words than necessary to stress a point, is also found: “free unfettered elections.”
Nevertheless, the most obvious rhetorical device that is constantly used throughout the
speech is metaphor. One of the most famous metaphors in the speech is the phrase the
‘iron curtain,” which immediately entered into general use and became the main

metaphor of the Cold War.
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3.4 The Text
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3.5 The Translation

$sEd Sendiibg
1946 - )oY -5
EBTBY R NALSIT P LT P S I

) s g ol o Ao i sl baddrade| )1 Ik il s) s g s ddsda sl sog Gasddsgddl L1
Ghagdl s g sl r Cudldniesos f ewaas dbdleddos sita s sxela I8 sosad= sl a0
5@l o dtlonps sl o ig Slosorlisie e il e A ogetsl ¢ secise 11
A0 g
2

e ez slsom g 1) Bl Um0l g siise s isidaciocidbaks dis
glagls alalior o) sipde b o 3dla g Cp o Wi sdled 5 30mp o duks 5 0 g UBag ) -
elabloasladalz T s B@idbe it o [ sLayididrisd o9 psdlo 108 g d@liss) Sitsa
e‘ﬂ%J lo ady ‘Oij‘b &) o u-%;@dj e‘ﬂJé ol I sad e ‘u{%ﬂdiﬂ‘e‘ﬁj Lgﬁed‘;‘)_g e L,SO%
b cpedle ordedsdls ol atuallec sty i 1B e dudr gl aalozk
S Cagdigig wedzs e izl Jedd decisiie O Jpl S oarad acglos
JH Lol s sl s seor wiodsdsobddonl ol asolsohsmadsidi-srasg bese

Osode [ 100 e Ludsumey

g;éc\ud\\ojua@\é&ig%ékdeﬁﬂghj J,G&j\ggujé&_de&w\ Bd@\'&)géd\ggh Lﬁ@duj Oi o) LEL)@}LS 3

o il sosldeadice s 8 oadie sgelag Yo of Ceud O 8330 gl o Szl Ol s (e
sleaz bouiddiels ) 5 ddinedz e

o3 gyl 3 g1 5l uGpgdbasa 3Lz b &y adbdlsds@ui g s@ asdbradlal] ipgun 4
o g Laddoand sp o] Of sl o) spacdladudinnele) ) 3 Jsdad sisls @y s £ oeededis s
dosdlee ST B dreol) srdusoarsdl [ 1113 @ 1 shoal-Eol s @it b 3dadlass sz
Sgidy Iapdlsg Sl z sl cincesh b o sdddisdlsiuoa e @b ls Szl 1o ba
creeurdedetideddsb spcf g 3 Sgdis daladln spotdt sdue ol add bl s dgdl
el ol 1ol 571 T dadidbellze g s g ol

et 1ol pan o ul ) ) suslanl polp o il iz leom wde O GigdUi s og sde it S

2o as@ DAl 2 sige s Jptds 3Ll Edlg ] [

41



sads 3oz ds s cpl) S| Ghgb d So sl 300l lodesadb dalidle ) Tasew@od) » la
Elsd) G 33 coasoarUrs @ o S digls ) sdlagb e oIz o 1 015 sedldel)

pols "@jjo\(a)Cd‘a dl-k\} °Z 50 Lﬁéﬂk\"dﬁ\qﬁ 'B\(_Ed\&—lt\uﬁa L Lﬁq‘~3° \G 0 Oy Lﬁﬁdﬁ‘ (GBasdl
0 D B dosdlde g adle) U udisg S| poi@iteg

gy U 0] pluwiz doe ezl lodedsd o Ligadl D) A ) s el e
@b @ s e Jgrsg wopdlsgddr e aupaddls ot Flamsidicag a1 [lse doddolsidy
Jogisr 8 lglon 3 gdls) J'Gi 53] [3dllea ‘Gei Jés I g5l Jlda @3]l soadlaxd o) [ [ [Belsadls
o sz ses oo sl adzadice g0l siiblip e @l sl sspdle Sosl I ) by Jpdiadaaes

CE et datlebre suiddde site s i dend g s%g dlog e JplpdlaacilIoglum shgndiualad)
p)é]

CGasoda s suidiog | QDL 3 Ggr e soabladt sosapUigesdle Ja s Hud 10p b la0g
2 ool cdggeoie ol Lot ool g ipadiadiitlegs sidhd iy

BBz o rlas gl ez Jlsl Cp oeladBale Cissidar s DL DIl ss sdl) Diossa o3 . 3ad)
Adsg

Osddigpe 3 s g ) oV suar g 3 JpliBle x| pde e sle 1) g de 103 Dl o
Gtk seb Sl are BIbaruabios Al @k oy [ 3@ldE sk Judlei
eleuacke e ) b i adbe ) sadig - Balapdhd sz g sd0 3daddle b
ot O 0p BEDNods @l Qaagdayoilas [ 0 [ 13 sgda I o @lauslzBapadhall ()
330 18 zovab dis Gl @laddza [1dagddinge 553 by <y (15 o dhs e 3ala])
ol BRERIG g ombdrize Do) T0lg) pidmnggpg e

Jas g [egialomuad! oa o@dods derJlodeorasidogdied sdog ] Iy eadd Jas .9
Ol Od 17 58 1zl 150 selgl b O ol Duasing odoe Jellodhssgn) g uasg Jseds
et ol s fee gea Jmadnidseilles 1 otz d sdodghdigs dopdisg oo s
3o sadaidiodg dariolh
.10

Iz s Blegag 53 lo d?&?%?‘é‘@i Ol engi) 5 oluaidixadagdle )dddeg shaxza \C\)g\quoi g
[ 10 o3od) ) sal 5 @) 587 Jussd s Judider eadbarcd)] (bak ¢ e shocs
et cguatyl s @ wdhl Bl dordiode cr gl sk 8 sk drd
s 1 sdiag)) 5@ a5 Jo s lsh s gz Il sdlup 1axpa 1asg 3 edbdBakidled
Jlag I 5o 5@l pocp cdlagnd 56 gl luieados J sepali Als sebugls JJI0 535 «aslodhd ] 17

42



Ggradlbisg el 13 datdag 35 B sk Jaspacylal ¢ sl szl 3 looe ol sped 5233 g
s @lelacidy seldil] Thgdtdezd s dicar) ) e )l o sl Jogice oo dbe ggre )
Jed st g se

o sl Sl _icas dleloeylr 5 93B Sl odnla sdpditep ool 33l d e dlceaadd o of Ldsg s .11
O ooabd dahaes @l i sdlsdid s sk died) dagd saled g s cadial] sUlos J4
¢l el grom vaied o 13085613 adpdie geiila sdpdlle sda ol 1 0 1 G
sz0s@ ogdloe) sabstisdige s@aia ] Maltd ol sl edgdiongllls gl Of edigp (flade
55k o sghasid@losl 8 sl dals Jrdaddol vagodoglos o 23 Neod o
r0ehlGeed adpdd s @ 5@l alad b B Jsndies | Msaibak 5 Ol 5 o g sad)
oebdal @) $Uar 131 g ol oegh AdxEar 1ol &) el onsdlscing s 1o st sistisGbe £o
6§ 5 i) stz dr! sads (g 1z FaCpdlls olaz!s13) oz b 3oz s el sl adais
3 1 (sd g alaF el 55 311 [ @@ @uge 5@ 3dbaial s Um e 1ogkas G sdliise 50
g sdb e S @U@k ualUdes dac el seko woig syl uedag
B3dbdBabpdble ol dddddan@l )odor Jaas

DLolegdises [ ideladale s < aedb )5 ) 22 g 5308 sdled wedadig Jsdoalg i ol .12
35z 5 13 @b shl i) ez d st sdl spdlle o guiasadils ool sag of sepod! lodibes
sl Sloale ale 8 aggmad 538 e irs gioadags e s g wddie g b d
alr el o s aclmda) 60 5@l [Fsr e A sl ladas 3B g 1adls (gudsdhnila seb Ul
JE a0l Slgoallesddia sdbs shigls G ougs@hsdidbi s il @ dad s las 3
g g spashlgaliop Tadicad N ol log oz s dopdsad) ssdb G adio s suidls<a sg
ey 3@l dalladpdId sad syl Hae ool s s 8oz dbedipdlisdleUlaca Jl
S gD Bl Cusde 3l plel sadadly stslu@ e CB) O3 scs s I LU s IR s 3 e
Bglon [ I 3@ sy sume Gl ] 113 3

35082 s 1 g8l IRl i o) seadlds 5@l @ sl (5§ wp B JB sl celidl sogddidd 13
sz Ols o sttt o Jashszasadh sk I ol iz Jbd o sdanl 8 gontly | sl e
O e 1 Blzed g s s Gudbhdndie 3d@illdae bdira ol s casosal g wsedy sad)
& sl s 03 g Jlo s G idl e F o asndid doa (imasg 5 il ydallle s sl s 3lscda
ol s 3 seleaz B ouiddsle s golbgdlogguidi dose o2 & selddsed syl s wmsdlor d

L@loldisg 20le soleads polele

43



Oz ds Lading spuirdind (lsgds oz dles 5 11 G sgelsegigbs sd ol sy 36

o b gusledh sgdIol sdi Ulstadh <oz dl kg J1 o) ol atisdbedI 0 1 (e sgtllistpos
-loddugdid sz dlsse g ol e« sal@b Jedisdgis T s 3@l dedaliumdstig s
gl Jogrdiad sdbs @) s .ol edbguidbyils J&G sy igligaaboddgigl e dushs

G e dE oo a® sues Jr g o @llkded adlcadds s & sz s sBUIE O o sld)
lodad SUado 53 e Gp o1z B Blaz s soe dug g ) 15 6l Ddheg gt o dalasp Uil s
N YA, o500 sdigomiedie el A Cp lelg dugng e leilg @l ddioag)
o sz g Blagsiltdobaells iy 3 b sale aJlcie Cago 5 collaga ol () ig i dlsidh 3o 10 53
Aesiagsd \d seuilon wd."0 0 D

e i s3dle som salladoesird b dalGidle it ] g s Guadi g dod sod) Sl e g0 s
2ol 05 BB ahpddpilIan | Bgeodts | wsordblsgt deomodsledzie 1o

s shl i) s ol dlidss sUossodd 310 el s s deladloseoidigs &) O sag sdlo
sz sdlibage sdezoplElonslele Csdal iigdodhetldid i s arpdial) Wioes sy
ORI aERid Ooelliog e wellbiig il Wl s B Jodsl 83 isogisl O
adaigus Jegp Il 11 [T 8elxgied Ol sdsuadiler Ggplr@igiSietist e Il 1 D e

sdsar sl sl st up b @dlediiscigrd gl (b blolldalosmalar ) gl s [ [
leJaedigsdlgr Jb 3 gradd ) sadlelsl )iz Iddalaidion [ g T elgudh ) ey
sl a3 b lonl ) 3z dh sordlal s@bely (a1 g lorsdadidlelz d Jdlsaag s
oroddsl el sisgloige olabsl adpdis o) woasl b gl 3 g p bl el

pddikdolsadssadlody sdu gl Lipeeees Lizdoe gl le a0

39 shl sl s b dadap sl g Waluy) baiycuscghaifls glal Sag o ols) Iad (@ldascdien) [s0J
il st ybila Iodig) [0kl @ldilgs b st op sdloe b dicadd o 3gldalu 5 dhgd!
Qg . Jeuls dapadlaaddald Bgbcg a olbdiads sl J s Jelapzadisaulae syl s§ amb o
Op o el o dgoser Joedls@ 09lGelin s 1usd st Oslnliug Sapidees bEEs

3l sadllacm codas i Wl p il des b Wi s M 5o puati | eadiodes grdilsluadd)

Zsoasde sl O g glod s adlodagedeag saalde 113 &t soaly Iogsdhgis)
g sl s din ] U3 oA s 1 [dloaslpainds dosd sdbmil crle Jsosacod)
‘T.gc'_‘\a@h‘_z}d\'é d‘é@\@ga 3] [Jlodo Ojé&i.ﬁ‘jcuxééd\gé Oi ?‘ﬂbﬁi €5 Lé%d\'ée.ﬁa(add}ﬂ 08 ge QQQ\L&Q\
lo yesh 3 e ) [ 1ogls Baz b UMb 53 $pd i 0 g dp @ JsoagUie sabipdioghas
s2lg o \daoy s dluz o ‘ztﬁ@d\\e@ei Sl saz B ude S [ 8 adhal g sdlagasl Jely « o dd

44

14

15

16

17



ssodpbedlbes @ I o@s £p Gebiol s s soddun £a samosouiel e 8 b o slp
s oIl Codiodid epdlce sunigng Jg digl sulgedbd didheslofciez s cos O ok

sz g bz dssd] colsddh (1384 sausce poedipdize e doabldbgesad o sledl sdbad
Jgck sebo sl s@laplpdhzdomllpaboatilulg sdbl (o 8 lgs o 3550 Lz de
s d ] (UL )@dd )l oaedanigs i dlladscr gralasdlsds o ag 2case «ubdlsg

eel] Bl o o= lgtils)sisl Dpoailgddadegl g le dni sl D@l Meloag ggsatisd)

Jo g oo obls gy go @) [ bdslocyl jua ) g [ (Lt

58 Cp OS5 sageiad J5ad e wsslodhosieas) crwsdd D) govece Idgdre 18
JAoldls « s U sl s sl ddls «sdngiBu=lod ¢ ispdIr |ugdae Ll !
“odle DGk Cp B Sdh Dladde s Mg O ol deiid 35 1 1 Bl o e
Il il Yas g ila $5elxgadllas Go o sdidoui siugiiualosdae peg o [ 80 oo gaasddlacs
¢Olo (uaaa s @35 agiis 12 Jullolad ] s ¢l Jphas (e g dadI 5311 [ Tan g Jelas 3l s Jao ol

sodb rdIs g BB e wg b Jslza il 68 auacossdagil s salalis gl sue Oy

¢¢ sorcdoogd s sadbd ) sugdl i asdudd o lopt eodhuzdle AUk s

el e oga Lo @B d s deda sz [13la Sl ) 5 9idh pgsidla s B abSagdbz g

sl g ¢ surdl Ul FrudlodeasidIue ) EIn g 3 Iidgrasd s sdiadlld sl

‘\Qg:g;goei, 39080 ouralsJa Jlaf )y (g o sz s z‘ﬁéi 300 [iz 5 13 ol ma\q@ﬁggj

Jo g 6] [0 s tasdy s 1o Aol s [ 108z s 301 [Dbde dsalapd g ol cp Biraol \ode
Tl e g 3l s ol

I o dpedsgiesidlla szt [ el duadesa codod sdoldedbdidisg [ e .19
o dolel o) 8 oginddly 5@ idlle B 1 2537 o o sl ol salls @ sgidb s 5 s sl
$9)udGdIoledl sz d s8I Wlsos dpiddadsdie el od 1ol
3z 58y 3 g pd sl ) (b loe lod sz s s [ Bhum g | e Gigp —abalgch dda g
S s0dBz Iz s dizosely 80t Bl —ile suagd S [ 1 Gp 0gdsg cdpdlesd pspas
o b sz iz ool sedded) T @ ¢luaidiU st sz oz il s
Jod sl K00z &IN5, )l chds s adgs Cagagnm 50 sdpdlsats )N s2d Gsass DU
B¢ <)l O 6@ .ol Tsgh s aeuiellogiioss o s e sidhes! b as1d) sl
adldim el o e s ey [ e sl seasdr &g padiadgies il sz Ay edlgsliss o of
B IRERTT )

45



Bl 3IENE @ sagr DIDwdadeddes )8 Dredi et ed ddaddb r s ok e .20
(Db sl | o g oot 500 58 pid) sl s 18 depdId sadl apd s Jle 3lpadbe i
Adladsonlal 1 o 1le e G sgUidle lo dapie s susidbiedleds Jdlsodactinwld sl gda
Ot s snp O 53308 b oz s sl (gl sdphas oag logug s st susd)
Op Jlal )il sz anlea @ b Juigia Hoie g 1od 7 5 -badEdlloa Vzal Jilg)lo sV bk i 5 gl
3duslenl ,lE oueE Uidige 98 ez Beabdb ol dia s da@as oo gl s e
edslg sghdl L Lo soatindbis lpuidst g age ol L g 0D soes ddedisg sk s
(g0 5 <l 3p (s (338 503 I ) Juallo s i 33 ld3 (B pin g sl 5 Jdsinbiazr o dods
sy gz JU st sellailise 3grdadbila sk J1b 2laich o Slagi i ydolsh Jlsasy s
Il Adgsagd sl DBedda sz s [ sldla gl glgive | (sl )

L gl s las & sdal Ballele [ [ e 00 20iBze 3oy BB @lpelcdeln a) [iggd 21
sJgpdldaispecdngisg s it el L s I oz 35 sdleg Bp sk Cp oo oz sed)
g dgr ) xaeude oo (s @b og.suls | Dlodhlde Slglag drediga Jlala)e

lo s 3oz b 150 sd Bhloplung e duadiil s 3o Blui] | 3o sl g Gl 3 dlgal)

8 sopd Slesh s sead) el s bl e Wl ST ) [ s d ks Jay2dl ] (1ddy «Jeg 400 sz
o @&QJ Feniy)

s (g prtpd@ sehdddle sdedBd st il sl o o2 -topnl) s soRd sk Al sleel 22
Slgdsdle U g3 380gs3edUl 1 B s e L5 3 b d\ Bhlialisdubg s glue
Sl «Sligdle Op s a0 diizing) Tidhee o ool s gt el DBpcads

AT [1a 53 o degry sduatascadle [ [ogdudiodBes g sz d e s sl Cuedlad o3 alGe

Ol | 3adlats szcis@ 3Ussl e skt s sl s s s dls@osdiedpdisdn ) Gyl .23

e S gitngigadldad lolgs i ndlsdin s p I raisads Iyl siadlh@oal §lg )
quémgsdnog,@ N L;Q E \m@@y oy [ [ L;Q mcqg\a[ BUNCsal i IS sy Seds
sdhud a5 adledb @il oapsg Wl o ik s r MG oz ) 3G blgliiert ¢ oo
e o) Ssod g gl ssp ) sl s@ oMo Sge e Sgge Llze £adsp ) A

g el ms bgip s puis! sdsg il e (s addlads -a s@lmrd ol sz die) s e dun i
113 o gl Blaadicas o ndT M) Gaomlnls) [0 TV B3lg (gl o op dagcol sl
3] Bedbs lssdzwo=

oA B sy sidh s d bl s adadgaes gl Glabias sl dacbsg somsddisagrdiadl 24
30 eabd s @ardl @his) b dagdbsddbe (59 b JIiladh @ sgidbdsadmesde ) hoa T IEIU i
46



839 Vsl el soaindb s 108 dradisg I sdbdhdins e o8 D@ 5 s ddes s8] Dradhi
il locwlods) O B3 od 6 guudlsdsindeg s erlsdsal) sk BEduo—os e
B 9d 2 537 dlog sag gl dndedpdlelrd el g oD el o < od sle a8l T
38 sidhle Cp ladtindblaganddalie W s Baldar 5 sdapud @ gt sgsh lo o
3@ shdbl jr [ gladledop sed)) 3 13@ sgidiig symdinl] Wb sohagdiidag sl 52 ol atiulo
los Jueds el sl 5@ sl sdBASEGe S 3z mallor Adbaecy ik i Vs Sl e d) dsbad
G sl il seeds 3o d oIl sa el s 1) soade sdiladg oy s
Sxgp ol Taldla oz oz s lo disaapy ol adis o)

o bl Cdsadl adig s disdIBluil il et ] eoa | (Bouidlstrd ) [ 3l 25
oddadee —opdl g Togdhel odadoid ssde slla @i soldiuw szdume b ledmuag)d
g e icies (@p el Olaldie » o Jlpd sty <1945 8 @iy s Sigradl sh ass
[ cgadls suage #)B8a sdysieadiir o (Buuidb g @dddlddiie sdldadie s oz deloado
g goadiop [ 0 Ebrasd sdizlz

lodielg s ol o ol gs Saa@le o 5 0 B odedpdisg b (s3I0 11 diud Of a3 solgdil 26
2fis@ G adisundly . slod-solbgd i@ O3z sz ded ol a3 Gatiod s
o] TEIG i sl )olacds (I g adl sligle mddedag 3 suasirigdedlaidgsadls] 1 e
ss@llge s Mg Ols ezl ug dad iamsrdIol aa@hes @b 3 gddla [ g
S adp e b dd Jla) o] 18 ozl ledd s @ls )l [as@lsod sabed)

1o Esamdiaclgls o dis o i1 al ol cuz sl sdulbddluagl ol s looes .27
O s ge O Updil sdedipsellsola T M s@ddadol s Jossshd 5T Iolse o Bds ¢
o oz d et s gss soddon o 2@ 1.sdnle o payadb@alainl lace ) 521 juastnrds
asd o) cuarsoriol e e Ol L@ 5 103 5@ s adl g § ol oz jadue 0 g D
sl Gaeds s doubalsleg vazanls «rsr £ sds s abdszool s b rosing sdlscalala
Sledsad sl g 1ol vasgooldor ! scsadiblEzadl o loadlds )xad o 6 g il debladad)
lade g gudl s o @l lga Leluant] 1B OhsTeise Jaadurbd s 3ol siasr@da 3@, CuShw
10 0 Spdsg 5 a1 cpoaddioie
o s | (66 s@lde ) \ligdion s s a8 slsde oz I elabis sud \olssdAalged o oy s .28
g a0 SO sl e s gl ip e ] i palbe e
Iz sap st sesd s gl ghie 3T (s a3 g 53 Cpuadagol ol pgos
Odseesldbls Sgpcasdll il Jo slgudar ] MG1es sdleds Jlualal 3l 38w s
47



o dc"U\u@w\} c\at.a\} E@\C@_su"_l‘)%“_\ji Q\ng.l}:‘)é}&gdj dd@é%\ uéU\o% Adu%\ té&"@.&g
Sz Iovde o8 Sl AU Tgacdagls als Jlc sguad)

sobsogd it oledbds sadedib) 30as s laiir st J g jp i @lend!_jedis 29
Cp Oy dlocg lasddle 5 5 dle )3 Ba \@@dih\ﬂ, ohadlie 0191935 3 s Jd 933 5 ursdls plad
ool dpladbcinr ce o Souidisg s b @hlsndioldice szl e lodded
O3 o i g g (sium ) Cp bugdlel il sl e sl sz o sl (sifl s 5 s
) s csgaonl Uil ol e xab 5 02 0 a5 sl datindidl) sz 5 8 odm)y 1)
odsoad) BEsle 15 gl e 13 draumd] OF 2sltddllode spaidie) sddddesz gl
a3l 13k algdblad ol scsmobocescdse 1 JLE s ) s8-1946 5 gmsin sd)
Shloddpdiie o 3t (@ sadBalapdlbd @ admdbe 33ge O suedsg! sd AT 1 5@ Lladly
o s Oslanl @l podh e il i) Jdadldleas b JrdIn s lo o] [sldcy a3 Guged s
0O Rl

[ 0 a0 sgod6 05 1 sdai) (g sellly 5 dlaggndBs (g skl i) satdh s@ileri csosdl 11,30
&1 100 51 ez delabsimb@atoau) ] s 05t o3 eidb <1 de el aglcoloads
| sdacti T e d) sblodiascdhsz b s z e o sel 3 mp doloms 1okl ous Jr gl casaagoa
socodol) p od—tuare bl Baszdlalipdisodobr dedsd s agpditls rdsousbeaodol
O s \fesr sddg 5 udh g e ) esigz s eIz d sbiouig: ghhodIce 1058:80 i 70
szl SUIob e 8 5@l Bladdse sUU 5 oo O pda op dosu=loasmdldigload
wgiglovddgeddiseasl] eled Jdssrodiszdeddis zla ) 1% e shade Jdep
S g abdis souls dp T U st e s a0l g il shagal sl I @18 oy selsudd e Ji 5@
23 s oD Tdkgtoaktele Dl dl] gerdie D sptgmontdisg d=b pltadic
Ol coIodlsg @ sasins shga I bdy iyl wa el pal 5@ [ (@) (@) s 833 sk
Jdielliuph Olit g 837 5 opliplod adgi e 1o B loGailed B ageddbiges s3d i ds
NI AE 0 50 Ber Jdesmosrdad dide sdgs

48



Chapter Four: Commentary
4.1 Overview

As mentioned in Chapter Three, the Iron Curtain speech includes various
rhetorical devices that are used in different degrees. However, analyzing the translations
of all of them is beyond the scope of this research paper. For this reason, in this chapter I
will only focus on three main categories: metaphor, allusion and cohesive devices.
Metaphor is chosen since, as already pointed out, it is the main rhetorical device used by
Winston Churchill in his speeches. As with regard to allusion, the text is replete with
biblical allusions which might be challenging to preserve in the target language. The third
area in this commentary concerns cohesive devices. That is because cohesive ties within a
speech can serve its rhetoric well.

Therefore, this chapter provides a discussion of the translation and examples
thereof to illustrate translation problems and how they are solved. ST words that
represent a translation problem are italicized in the examples cited. In addition to the ST
and the TT, back-translation is given (when necessary) within the discussion of the
examples. Examples are categorized under three main areas which are: metaphor,
allusion and cohesive devices. It is worth mentioning, however, that such a categorization
is chosen for its efficiency for the purpose of analysis, since some examples can fall
under more than one category.

4.2 Metaphor

Metaphor can be defined as “a figure of speech in which a word or phrase is used
in a non-basic sense, this non-basic sense suggesting a likeness or analogy with another
more basic sense of the same word or phrase” (Dickins, Hervey & Higgins, 2002, p. 147).
In his discussion of the use of metaphor by politicians, Charteris-Black (2014, p. 160)
mentions that from the ancient times, metaphor has been considered fundamental in
oratory. He explains that “metaphor is effective in public communication because it
draws on the unconscious emotional associations of words and assumed values that are
rooted in cultural and historical knowledge” (Charteris-Black, 2014, p. 160). Since
metaphor is an effective persuasive tool that is widely used by politicians, it has to
receive a relatively high amount of attention from the translator when tackling political

texts. In discussing the difficulties that the translator might face while translating a text,
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Newmark (1987) stresses that “whilst the central problem of translation is the overall
choice of a translation method for a text, the most important particular problem is the
translation of metaphor” (p. 104). The following examples illustrate how metaphors
could be problematic in translation.
(1) Sinews of peace NEEEE
In explaining Churchill’s choice of sinews of peace as a title for his speech,
Patrick Powers, a Professor of philosophy, political thought and literature, says:

Churchill’s title reflected his concern to unveil a threefold plan for preventing a
third world war between the Western democracies and Soviet Russia: to reach an
understanding on all points of contention with Russia under the authority of the
United Nations Organization; to use the newly founded United Nations
Organization to preserve that understanding; and, most important, to employ the
“whole strength of the English-speaking world and all its connections” to enforce
that understanding. When implemented together, these strands or sinews held forth
the promise of peace. (Powers, 1999, p. 143).

The word ‘sinew’ is defined as: 1. a tendon; ...2. a part of a structure or system

that provides support and holds it together (“Sinew,” 2016, para. 1). The muscular
metaphor is chosen from the semantic field of body parts. It is used to stress the common
ground between the source domain (sinews which join muscles and bones) and the target
domain (the role of the suggested proposals in preserving peace). Domains are defined by
Langacker as “contexts for the characterization of a semantic unit” (1987, p. 147 cited in
Charteris-Black, 2004). Rendering the title literally into ] (1< [¢/_)<lswould not cover
the ST intended meaning, which is seen in the second sense above. The solution is sought
through replacing the SL metaphor with a TL metaphor having a different source domain.
The source domain of mechanics might be used in order to emphasize the concept of
stabilization. Hence, the ST metaphor might be rendered into #[] [13&is(pegs of peace), to
evoke a picture of grounding a foundation and holding it firmly in place.
(2) We must make sure that its work is fruitful...that it is a true temple of peace.
0 DG zoo=leds ..opdsebpd ot of ce G dlodery

In order for the United Nations organization to preserve the peace of the world,
Churchill stresses that it must become a real temple of peace. The word temple is defined
as “l1. a building dedicated to religious ceremonies or worship; ...2. something regarded

as having within it a divine presence. 4. a building reserved for a highly valued function;
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... (“Temple,” 2016, para. 1). Here, the reference to the UN as a temple adds a religious
sense to its mission; it encourages the audience to perceive the UN political acts as sacred
ones. The first attempt should seek to render the referential meaning. So the ST temple of
peace might be rendered into the TT as »[] [1¥g. However, if the word »—¢ is used in the
TT, it would not cover the various senses of the ST word, most particularly its fourth
sense. The word & is used in the TL only to refer to buildings for religious practices and
using it in the above context, even metaphorically, might carry misleading connotations.
A solution is sought through using a cultural equivalent (Newmark, 1987), by rendering
the ST word into: z_u=(edifice). The TL word is known to be used as a metaphor to
describe institutions with great missions. Therefore, the chosen translation a[ | [z b=
(edifice of peace) is more appropriate as it renders the fourth sense of the ST word,
although it lacks the religious aspect of the original.

(3) We must be certain that our temple is built, not upon shifting sands or quagmires, but

upon the rock.
Br s goesg dasgle Jleo sl ) Bghelopo=dl Ge c@dlode
In his discussion of the above metaphor, White (2012, p. 182) explains that

“inaction in the face of new threats was the treacherous sand, and transatlantic unity of
purpose and action the rock.” Here, two rhetorical techniques are found in combination:
metaphor and contrast. Charteris-Black (2005) argues that “the use of contrasting
metaphors enhances their persuasive effect because the relation of semantic contrast in
the source domain argues for the same relation in the target domain” (p. 83). The first
attempt should seek to render the metaphor literally. At this stage, the ST metaphor can
be rendered into LFuellsg Jbges ol sl sgte Ja 6de ] algialomuaol ce oddlods
However, the term 5=l (quagmires) is most commonly associated with scientific
discourse and using it in the above context might not deliver the speaker’s intended
meaning. Therefore, the term is omitted in the TT. On the other hand, using the
compensation strategy (Newmark, 1987), by qualifying the noun 3_zu=(rock) as sg»l)
(solid), demonstrates the two parallel phrases (the shifting sands and the rock) in a way
that achieves rhymed prose, a rhetorical device that is widely used in Arabic.

(4) To give security to these countless homes, they must be shielded from the two giant

marauders, war and tyranny.
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Here, the ST employs personification, a subcategory of metaphor. This is “the
description of an object or an idea as if it had human characteristics” (“Personification,”
2016, para. 1). In his discussion of Churchill’s political rhetoric, Alkon (2006) states that
“imagining vividly the true face of war is the first step toward persuading people that
only military strength will deter it” (p. 78). Churchill’s speech is dominated by the
nightmare of war and tyranny, which he refers to as the two giant marauders. The term
‘marauder’ is defined as “a person or animal that goes from one place to another looking
for people to kill or things to steal or destroy” (“Marauder,” 2016, para. 1). The figure of
speech evokes emotions associated with fear and anger by mirroring a mental image of
aggressors who follow innocent people for the sake of stealing or killing. In Arabic,
however, there is no comprehensive lexical equivalent for the term marauder. The
dictionary gives <le 41 [ [(robber) as a rendering for the term. However, this translation
incurs translation loss as it is semantically less precise than the ST word. If the
dictionary’s term is to be used in the translation, it would evoke a less emotional response
than that aroused by the original metaphor.

In light of this discussion, the image of the SL metaphor is replaced with a
different TL image that has a similar sense (Newmark, 1987). In the chosen translation,
war and tyranny are represented as monstrous creatures, an image that is capable of
creating an appropriate emotional reaction.

(5) Courts and magistrates may be set up but they cannot function without sheriffs and
constables.
st dlz y Lalgag 59 1o Jag el O2hE ] agh O ¢luaE))

In the above metaphor, the speaker argues that “the United Nations might develop
into a peacemaking court of world opinion, but emphasized that peacemaking requires
sheriffs as well as judges, with the English-speaking peoples cast in the role of the law
enforcers of the world” (Ramsden, 1999, p. 21). Just as courts cannot function without
sheriffs, the UN cannot operate without an international armed force. The metaphor

implies that the UN is the source of legitimacy in international affairs and that it requires
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troops to enforce law, which is one of the arguments in the speech. The first attempt
should seek rendering the metaphor literally into:
sha 0 Jiz p Bleu= 8 degdlpecshis] DU 0gg ©0p0 504538 Blu@ll B3g 2 0 5dliaGs o lo@)l ) 50
Rendering the metaphor literally, however, reads long and complicated, as the
first independent clause of the ST had to be split up into two independent clauses in the
TT and joined by a coordinating conjunction. Moreover, the TT reader might not realize
that s/he has come across a metaphor in the first place. A solution is sought by changing
the syntactic structure in the translation to ensure that the metaphor remains evident and
comprehensible, as it is pointed out that “certain stylistic effects cannot be transposed
into the TL without upsetting the syntactic order” (Venuti, 2000, p. 84). Furthermore, the
omission of the subject magistrates from the translation permits a neater transition of the
metaphor. As can be seen, altering the metaphor makes it more acceptable, more
significant and conspicuous in the TT.
(6) For them all is distorted, all is broken, even ground to pulp.
et g pdp dmalabaza i el s sl dland g %05
In the above example, Churchill describes the world of the “humble folk’ after the
consequences of war and tyranny. He stresses that everything was destroyed for them,
even ground to pulp. ‘Grind’ is “to make something into small pieces or a powder by
pressing between hard surfaces” (“Grind,” 2016, para. 1), while ‘pulp’ is defined as “a
soft, wet mass” (“Pulp,” 2016, para. 1). Hence, ground to pulp means grounded or
crushed to the core; it implies utter destruction. This type of metaphor is called
reification, it is “to regard or treat (an abstraction) as if it had concrete or material
existence” (“Reification,”2016, para. 1). Churchill speaks about the world of the ‘humble
folk’ as if it were a tangible thing that could be grounded to pulp. He uses such an image
to depict the amount of destruction that emerged out of war. In his discussion of
destruction metaphors, Charteris-Black (2005) says “the purpose of such metaphors is
invariably to convey a negative evaluation of a particular type of abstract social
phenomena or entity” (p. 125). In the translation, if the metaphor is to be rendered
literally, the sentence would seem obscure and virtually meaningless. A solution is sought
through reducing the metaphor to sense (Newmark, 1987). The chosen translation is _a2s

o_¢V U (razed to the ground).
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4.3 Allusion

According to Fahnestock (2011), allusion is an “importation of a phrase from one
context into another” (p. 95). He explains that it recalls another context, but it does so
without naming that context. He also affirms that allusions have no effect on the reader if
s/he does not recognize them. In the Iron Curtain, there are many passages that allude to
Bible verses. The following examples illustrate how those allusions are handled in the
translation.
(7) We must make sure that its work is fruitful...that it is a true temple of peace..., and

not merely a cockpit in a Tower of Babel.
BGOSR s sumsdr 31 0 1L Ddgd zoo=le dis... e sabad dog O e BEDode s
ol )

Here, the Tower of Babel alludes to the story that is told in the Old Testament, in
which a large group of people who all spoke the same language decided to build a tower
to reach the heavens. However, according to the biblical source, God did not want them
to build this tower, so He made all those people speak in different languages so they
would not understand each other and hence would not be able to complete the tower,
since they cannot give or understand instructions (Robinson, 1998). Churchill uses the
expression ‘cockpit in a Tower of Babel,” as a metaphor of chaos where people all speak
in different languages, do not understand each other, do not listen to each other and
cannot come up with a single conclusion. The allusion is a powerful warning of the
potential divisions between the members of the UN. Therefore, Churchill stresses that the
United Nations must not be "merely a cockpit in a Tower of Babel." Instead, it must have
a common purpose and a common language. When Churchill used this allusion in his
speech, it is likely that the audience recognized it since they shared the same culture with
him. However, if the allusion had to be translated literally in the TT, it might not be
recognized by the TT readers who come from a different cultural background. So even
though the biblical allusion in the ST is powerful and compelling, it might not be as such
in the TT. As Charteris-Black (2005) puts it “Messages become persuasive when they
evoke things that are already known or at least familiar” (p. 10). Therefore, a solution is
sought through neutralizing or generalizing the ST expression (Newmark, 1987) by
translating Tower of Babel into sol—db &) (a place that lacks communication).
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Moreover, the word ‘cockpit’ is translated into g u<s«d(instead of 3_s& as “a cockpit is
only by extension the command center of a ship or aircraft; in its root it is a place where
roosters fight” (Arnn, 2015, p. 81).
(8) That it is a true temple of peace in which the shields of many nations can some day
be hung up.
o] [ Gl oeiir g ainnG &1 [EGE coo=le dis

The phrase “to hang up (one’s sword, gun, etc.)” is “to put aside in disuse; to give
up using” (Simpson & Weiner, 1989, p. 1087). Moreover, it can be argued that the phrase
is an allusion to the Old Testament passage: “King David’s spears and shields, that were
in the temple of the Lord” (2 Kings 11:10, King James Version). The biblical allusion is
probably used to indicate the honorable mission of the UN in preserving peace and to ask
nations for unity and agreement. Again, translating the allusion literally would make no
sense to the Arab reader. A solution is sought through searching for a metaphor in the TL
that is usually used to indicate unity. The chosen translation aa [ <) oy Crceama
(under its roof, the flags of the nations might be gathered) seems appropriate, especially
since it uses the symbol 3k (flag), which substitutes the ST symbol shield. Here, Symbol
is used to mean “a type of cultural metonym where a material object represents a
concept” (Newmark, 1987, p. 106). In the ST, hanging up shields represents the concept
of being united in terms of giving up war, while in the TT almost the same idea is
emphasized using the symbol &) (flag).
(9) ‘In my father's house are many mansions.” Special associations between members of

the United Nations...

1 Melo odatk3doded] [ 1 Te8EE0 el Caged: pua@dialed) s grmallgmsdl sds
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In this example, allusion takes the form of an exact quotation, which is a familiar
passage from the New Testament. Since the speaker calls upon a famous image in
Christianity, he can assume that many if not most of his audience would immediately
recall the context of the passage and therefore understand the implicit meaning behind the
allusion. Only by recalling the original context of the passage, the hearer can assume that
Churchill stresses that there is a place for all in the UN. The passage, however, is likely to
be unknown among the TT readers who may not share the same Christian culture with

the speaker. Dickins et al. suggest that “sometimes an ST quotation or allusion that is full
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of resonances for the SL reader would be completely lost on the TL reader” (2002, p.
141). Therefore, a solution is sought by introducing the quotation with s—rgmallagrdl sés
w3laled (Jesus Christ says in the Holy Book). This introduction is an explicitation
that makes it clear to the TT readers that the speaker is citing the words of Christ.
Moreover, in the TT, the conjunctive particle fa is used at the beginning of the sentence
that follows the allusion in order to establish cohesion, to make the quote relevant.
(10) The United States stands at this time at the pinnacle of world power.
s @ig @ eagbaradial] [l o

In the above sentence, Churchill stresses that the United States, at that time, was
standing ‘at the pinnacle of world power.” Other than just considering it a powerful
metaphor, it can be argued that Churchill alludes to the famous passage “then the devil
took Him into the holy city and had Him stand on the pinnacle of the temple” (Matthew
4:5, New American Standard Bible). The choice of this allusion positions the United
States as a savior of mankind, a role that is analogous to that of Jesus. Also, using the
word ‘power,” which echoes ‘tower,” the temple on which Christ stood, reinforces this
analogy. Again, the allusion might not be recognized if it is rendered literally into the TT.
Instead, the allusion might be substituted by a metaphor that is widely used in the TL to
describe superiority. The chosen translation is: sadtdls<as@\ig @ o s@hbradia] [Ulp o
(The United States sits today on the throne of world power). The use of the word Ji_g,
meaning throne, adds to the metaphor a sense of authority, similar to that of the ST.
4.4 Cohesive Devices

Ulla Connor (1996, p. 83) defines cohesion as “the use of explicit linguistic
devices to signal relations between sentences and parts of texts.” She explains that
“cohesive devices are words or phrases that act as signals to the reader in order to help
the reader make connections with what has already been stated or soon will be stated”
(ibid). On the other hand, coherence is “the conceptual or semantic network that glues the
parts of a text into the whole” (Fawcett, 1997, p. 91). Halliday & Hasan (1976) identify
five cohesion categories which are: reference, substitution, ellipsis, conjunctions and
lexical cohesion. Some of these categories are explained below with illustrative examples

based on their relevance and use in the ST.
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4.4.1 Reference. Reference is a device which allows the reader or hearer to hark
back to participants, entities, events and the like in a text. In English, one of the most
common patterns of establishing chains of reference is to mention a participant directly in
the first place and afterward use a pronoun to refer back to the same participant (Baker,
2011, p. 191). This idea is demonstrated by the following examples.

(11) This would perhaps double the mobility of the American Navy and Air Force. It
would greatly expand that of the British Empire Forces.

sl el g shal el DB Bz Ce 2o Bsde ) Beardb s opedin s3I e 1 g loapd
Bl

In the ST, the demonstrative pronoun that is used to refer to mobility. However, if
the TT follows the grammatical structure of the ST, it would lead to ambiguity and lack
of cohesion. Therefore, a solution is sought through lexical item repetition, by repeating
the lexical item 3z (mobility). Here, “lexical item repetition functions not just as a
stylistic feature, but as a text-building device contributing to the cohesion of the text”
(Dickins et al., 2002, p. 109).

(12) This might be started on a modest scale and would grow as confidence grew. I
wished to see this done ...

L) T of s It ole 08 g o) dpaiibosg U O 1 dggdags

In the discussion immediately preceding this sentence, Churchill mentioned his
proposal regarding equipping the UN with an international armed force. In the above
example, the demonstrative pronoun #his is used twice to refer to that proposal. However,
retaining the two demonstratives in the translation would sound incoherent in Arabic.
Therefore, in the TT, explicitation is used twice as a cohesive device. Explicitation is a
technique that states the “ST information in a more explicit form than the original”
(Shuttleworth & Cowie, 1997, p. 55).

(13) Amid his heavy burdens, duties, and responsibilities-unsought but not recoiled from-
the President has travelled a thousand miles to dignify and magnify our meeting here
today.

sl e ol sipd & sdlme sstir s Lo oo did ssom gy s st Uet ) -ongpd
298 el gl sdodde) e
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In the ST sentence, there is a case of cataphora; a forward reference where the
determiner Ais comes first and later comes its referent. In the translation, however, the
same structure cannot be copied. Arabic does not allow the use of cataphora as it leads to
“non-eloquence and stylistic unacceptability” (Abdul-Raof, 2006, p. 89). Therefore, in
the TT the antecedent w@dis moved to come first to establish cohesion and coherence.
(14) This can only be achieved by reaching...a good understanding on all points with

Russia under the general authority of the United Nations Organisation and by the
maintenance of that good understanding...by the world instrument.
Babapd Bledbladosdlh b sumdolgcasad) e delle )5 Al Gl o s@dlod sua i3z | 1ol 1
3@ sdlBalaadlede g | g ) sl jal 1% @ Lladly dxredi] [ [

Here, we have a case of co-reference. The phrase the world instrument refers to
the United Nations organization which was mentioned previously in the text. Hoey (1988,
p. 162 cited in Baker, 2011) points out that co-reference “is not strictly a linguistic
feature at all but a matter of real-world knowledge.” Therefore, recognizing that the ST
phrase refers to the UN depends on general knowledge rather than on textual competence.
In the TL, however, there is no established phrase that is used as a metonym for the UN.
For that reason, in the TT, partial repetition is used as a cohesive element, which also
contributes to the coherence of the TT.

4.4.2 Substitution. Baker (2011) notes that, unlike reference, substitution is a
grammatical rather than a semantic relationship. She explains that “In substitution, an
item (or items) is replaced by another item (or items)” (Baker, 2011, p. 196). The idea of
substitution is demonstrated by the following examples.

(15) We have at least a breathing space to set our house in order before this peril has to be
encountered: and even then, if no effort is spared...
JEpdols olog) s 13 i b JElasez) s Jd dysel adids 1odbdal 30 [Layd] [ dgol 1awd
087 saddie lom

The use of the lexical item then in the ST represents a case of substitution. Again,
using the same device in the TT by saying le2 g /le 4z <z might lead to ambiguity.
Repetition is therefore a much safer option for establishing a cohesive link in the TT. In

the TT, the lexical item 3275 (encountering) is repeated, but in a different grammatical
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form. Koch (1983, p. 47) notes that repetition is a strategy that is “the key to the linguistic

cohesion” of Arabic texts.

(16) I feel the duty to speak out now that I have the occasion and the opportunity to do so.
sdola g paxidbislgol laca 137 uastirdiol @l s cp of gl

In the ST, do is used in combination with so forming the structure do so, which
substitutes the verb phrase ‘speak out’ avoiding unnecessary repetition. In the TT,
however, ellipsis is used for brevity, as what is omitted can be easily inferred from the
context. Hatim (2010) states that “the numerous definitions of rhetoric adopted by Arab
scholars through the ages all stress that ‘saying no more and no less than absolutely
necessary for the fulfillment of a given communicative purpose’ is the single most
important feature of eloquent and rhetorically effective use of language” (p. 198).

4.4.3 Lexical cohesion. This type of cohesion “refers to the role played by the
selection of vocabulary in organizing relations within a text” (Baker, 2011, p. 210).
Halliday & Hasan (1976) differentiate two types of lexical cohesion: reiteration and
collocation. Reiteration “involves repetition of lexical items” (Baker, 2011, p. 211), while
collocation is defined as “the habitual co-occurrence of individual lexical items” (Crystal,
2008, p. 86). The following examples only discuss the importance of finding appropriate
collocations in translation.

(17) For the future glory and safety of mankind.
leaz swoidadipls el ) Judiredz ! Co

Rendering the above sentence literally into 39uidiel s Jesee)lzs Jzi e would
sound odd in the TT. In Arabic, the lexical item J«db«s(future) most commonly collocates
with adjectives like & se(bright) or el ) (prosperous), when describing a glorious future.
My chosen translation is slgaz 3uidadals ol ) Jdieadz! o (for a prosperous and safe
future for all mankind). I opted for the adjective _e! ) over G semerely for a stylistic
reason, as _»! ) (prosperous) and ¢r! (safe) include the same long vowel sound. Therefore,
the adjectival collocation _e! ) Jdpis used to accommodate stylistic requirements of the
TL. Moreover, the word ¢¢az (all) is added to serve the same end of cohesiveness, which
is producing an idiomatic natural Arabic style. Although the ST introduces grammatical
and semantic changes, these are compensated for because the changes preserve the

idiomaticity and the essential message content (Dickins et al., 2002). As Dickins et al. put
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it “the semantic loss is compensated for by avoidance of the greater loss in idiomaticity
that literal translation would have entailed” (Dickins et al., 2002, p. 48).
(18) Opportunity is here now.

O 3zdue payad)
Although rendering the above ST sentence literally into o) ) 3 uax<d$ possible,

it is not the most natural translation among the available options. The idiomatic
expression that is mostly used in the TL, when indicating an available opportunity, is the
collocation 3zdiw iyaxIWwhere the noun is modified by its adjectival collocate. This
translation sounds more acceptable than the literal alternative. Bahumaid (2006) notes
that “A ‘free’ phrase in the source language may have, as its equivalent, a collocation in
the target language and vice versa” (p. 136).
(19) After six years of passionate war effort.
oz dealiscdiez J sz dlos o sl s s o

The adjective passionate is defined as: 1. capable of, having, or dominated by
powerful emotions; ... 2. wrathful by temperament; ... 5. arising from or marked by
passion; ... (“passionate,” 2016, para. 1). A fairly literal translation of the above sentence
would be s gl zds sz e ol sgl 360s sz Fowever, if translated literally, it would cause
a collocational clash. In the TL, the adjective <s¢idoes not normally collocate with the
noun 2z. The adjectives which usually collocate with the noun 2z (effort), when
describing the intensity of an exerted effort, are Ju4 s¢/<uéa/Asz. However, the chosen
collocation 33sg 25z consists of two lexical items derived from the same root and
therefore have some phonemes in common. The use of this stylistic device might
compensate for the semantic richness of the ST adjective passionate.
(20) A very high and, in many cases, increasing measure of control from Moscow.

B335 5B glolsg i pdling Cp Bgh S ks

English uses the adjective high to express greatness or extent and amplitude of
something. This vertical perspective does not apply to Arabic. When expressing the same
notion of greatness, amplitude or degree, Arabic uses adjectives that denote intensity
rather than verticality (Darwish, 2010, p. 166). Therefore, rather than translating high

control to 5g¥ 3 kg it is rendered into 335305 3_befintensive control).
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4.5 Conclusion

This chapter includes examples from the translation with discussions of the
decisions made in handling these examples. The suggested translations of the examples
are not prescriptive by any means and the recommended strategies are only given for the
purpose of demonstrating the use of theory in practice. In the following chapter,
conclusions with regard to the encountered translation problems and the strategies used to

solve them are presented.
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Chapter Five: Conclusion

This thesis has sought the help of theory to translate one of the famous political
speeches of the twentieth century. The significance of the speech is not only due to its
political statements but also to its special language and style which have always been a
topic of interest for many linguists.

First of all, I should admit that the Iron Curtain speech has not been an easy text
to handle. Not only is the speech replete with metaphors and allusions but also the
messages that those devices convey are not always clear. Moreover, Churchill often
makes use of biblical references throughout the speech. However, he uses them to suit his
own purposes rather than retain their original meanings. For example, the expression
‘outstretched arm,” which is associated with God in the Bible to mainly denote
omnipotent power, is used in the speech to only indicate destiny’s welcoming and
support. Churchill is also known to use classical vocabulary. This added to the difficulty
of translating the speech as I was always keen to use traditional Arabic words and
expressions in order to preserve the classical flavour of the original (e.g., translating
‘address’ as 3daz instead of oz (.

In regard to the translation strategies used, Vinay and Darbelnet’s strategies,
particularly the ones that come under oblique translation such as modulation and
equivalence, were useful in dealing with various problems that were encountered
throughout the translation. The source text sentences were constantly reformulated in
order to produce idiomatic translations which preserve both meaning and eloquence.

The commentary chapter has offered a glimpse into the problems of translating
rhetorical devices and suggested solutions to solve them. With regard to metaphors,
Newmark’s strategies were of great help in translating them. One of his most effective
strategies was replacing the ST image with a different TT image for the purpose of
producing an equivalent effect within the TT readers. Trying to preserve all the ST
metaphors in the translation, the strategy of reducing metaphors to sense was probably
only used once. Additions, omissions and changing the ST syntactic structure, all were
useful means in translating the speech’s metaphors.

Allusions, on the other hand, require a lot of background knowledge to recognize

them in the first place as such and then, hopefully, preserve them in the translation.
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Concerning the translation of biblical allusions in the speech, most of them could not be
reproduced in the TT due to cultural differences between the ST and the TT readers.
Instead, they were substituted by elements from the TT culture which led to losing the
cultural specificity of the original text. Nevertheless, the translator cannot be accused of
disloyalty by doing so, as Newmark (1995) explains “a translator should not reproduce
allusions, in particular if they are peculiar to the source language culture, which his
readers are unlikely to understand” (p. 147). It can be inferred from the suggested
translations regarding allusions that finding equivalent translations for them cannot be
restrictive but rather creative. This means that the translator, instead of only relying on
translation techniques, should tap his or her imagination in order to formulate an
appropriate translation for an allusion.

The commentary chapter has also discussed the translation of cohesive devices.
To establish grammatical cohesion, English uses different devices such as reference and
substitution. Although Arabic too employs similar devices, it generally seems to favor
more lexical repetition or explicitation so as to avoid ambiguity. Therefore, in my
translation I attempted to adapt as much as possible to the Arabic patterns of cohesion.
Regarding collocations, which form lexical cohesion, the translator should be aware of
established collocations in the target language in order to avoid causing a collocational
clash. Therefore, changes were made as needed throughout the translation of the speech
for the sake of using preferred Arabic collocations.

To conclude, translating political speeches is not an easy task to perform. It
involves far more than replacing lexical and grammatical items in the ST with their
equivalents in the TT. Not only is the translator required to master both the SL as well as
the TL, s/he should be familiar with the rhetorical and stylistic devices that are commonly
used in both languages. This is of crucial importance in order to understand the speaker’s
intentions, express them appropriately and thus achieve the desired effect within the TT
reader or hearer. The translator should also be aware of the translation strategies that
proved to be beneficial in translating such texts. Moreover, since a speech is not created
in a vacuum, the translator has to have a thorough knowledge of the speaker, e.g., his
cultural background, language preferences and political views and aims. That is to say, a

political speech cannot be understood -and hence translated- outside its context.
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Therefore, the translator should be aware of the historical and political context of the
speech and the sociocultural factors that surround it. Once all these conditions are met,
the translator, with a bit of luck, would produce what Nida & Taber (1969) once

described as “the best translation” that “does not sound like a translation” (p. 12).
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