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Abstract

This abstract gives a brief overview of the research paper "Voices of Unity: A
Sociocultural CDA of Martin Luther King Jr.'s Political Rhetoric,” which is mostly about King's
1967 "Beyond Vietnam" speech.Using Fairclough's Three-Dimensional Model of Critical
Discourse Analysis (CDA), this study looks at the language techniques that Dr. Martin Luther
King Jr. used in his famous 1967 speech "Beyond Vietnam: A Time to Break Silence.”" A lot of
the time, research groups King's civil rights and anti-war speeches into separate phases.
However, this study finds a big gap in the research on how certain linguistic tools—specifically,
person deictics (pronouns) and conceptual metaphors—were used to bring together
communities that were divided by race and geography.The study looks at the "textual
dimension™ to follow the changes in the pronoun "we." It finds that the "we" has changed from
a localized institutional identity to a "Universal We" that includes both the American poor and
the Vietnamese "enemy." At the same time, the study looks at "metaphorical mapping,” which
is when King maps the physical destruction of war onto the economic "evisceration™ of domestic
poverty programs. This creates a shared moral landscape of suffering. This study examines the
"discursive™ and "social practices” of 1967 to investigate how King's "Voices of Unity"
contested the prevailing hegemonic discourse of Cold War nationalism. The results show that
King's rhetorical success came from his ability to connect the "Triple Evils" of racism,
materialism, and militarism into one strong struggle. This study concludes that the strategic use
of pronouns and metaphors served as a "linguistic bridge,” changing a national civil rights
movement into a global human rights mandate. The results of this study provide a basic "map"
for modern discussions about social justice that bring together broken global communities
through language. CDA, Martin Luther King Jr., Beyond Vietnam, pronoun shifting,
metaphorical mapping, linguistic unity, and inter-community solidarity are some of the words
that come to mind.
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1. Introduction

People generally remember Martin Luther King Jr. for his iconic "I Have a Dream”
address, but he also delivered other important speeches that aren't studied as much. One of
these is *Beyond Vietnam™*, which was given in 1967. King spoke out against the Vietnam
War in this address and linked it to problems with racism, poverty, and unfairness in the
United States. Many people thought that King should simply talk about racial rights in this
address, but King argued that war and racism were connected. This speech shows how
political language may be used to fight against authority and appeal for unification. CDA,
or Critical Discourse Analysis, is a way to look at how language relates to power and
society. Norman Fairclough created a three-dimensional model that examines text,
discourse practice, and sociocultural practice. This concept is beneficial as it examines not
just words but also their production, comprehension, and relation to broader social
institutions. 1 am utilizing Fairclough's approach, specifically the sociocultural layer, to
look at MLK's speech in my research. | want to know how he utilized pronouns and
metaphors to bring people together and fight back. Pronouns are little words, yet they are
incredibly important in political speeches. When a leader uses "we," it might make others
feel like they are a part of the group. When a leader mentions "they," it might make people
feel that there is an adversary or someone who doesn't belong. In *Beyond Vietham*,
MLK utilized pronouns in diverse ways. At times, "we" referred to Americans, at other
times to people of conscience, and at still other times to the destitute and downtrodden.
The way he changed the pronouns illustrates how he wanted to bring people together under
one moral ideal. Metaphors are very essential in political speech. Lakoff and Johnson said
that metaphors are not merely pretty words; they also change how we think. MLK
employed metaphors like "the giant triplets of racism, militarism, and economic
exploitation™ to make problems that were hard to understand more real and remembered.
He also employed analogies of life and death, light and darkness, to link conflict to
morality. These metaphors helped him convince his audience that the Vietnam War was
not just a political matter, but also a moral one. The majority of scholarship concerning
MLK centers on "I Have a Dream" and its metaphors representing hope and freedom.
There is limited study on *Beyond Vietnam*, particularly employing Critical discourse
analysis. There are even fewer studies that look at pronouns and metaphors at the same
time. This is the gap that my research aims to address. I intend to illustrate how MLK's
language operated in its sociocultural setting by looking at pronouns and metaphors in
*Beyond Vietnam* using Fairclough's methodology. The social environment is highly
significant. The Vietnam War was tearing America apart, and it was dangerous for MLK
to speak out against it. Politicians and even some civil rights activists criticized him. But
he thought that staying quiet was a sign of treachery. His speech demonstrates how words
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can contest authority and unify disparate conflicts. CDA makes this relationship plain for

us.

1.1. Research Objectives
Examining linguistic strategies: (pronouns, figures of speech, rhetorical devices)
used by Martin Luther King in his selected speeches to build collective identity.
Analysis of Sociocultural practice of CDA: This research will present the idea of
how the King’s Speeches shapes Social struggles and values.
Investigating the role of pronouns and metaphors: The usage of pronouns and
metaphors in his speeches will be discussed how they are used? And which is the
best areas of application.

1.2. Research Questions

1. How does Martin Luther King Jr. employ linguistic strategies such as usage of
pronouns and rhetorical devices to build collective identity and encourage unity
in his speeches?

2. In what ways king’s political rhetoric, analyzed through the sociocultural
practice dimension of CDA, reflect and shape broader social strategies and
struggles of his time?

3. How do figures of speech (metaphors, biblical allusions) contribute to the
creation of cultural and societal unity among the audiences of King’s Political
Discourse?

1.3. Research Method
This research applies Critical Discourse Analysis as primary framework focusing
on Fairclough’s Three-dimensional model and also the third layer of CDA which is
sociocultural practice is applied in this research paper, which examines how discourse has
a connection or it is linked to social, cultural and historical contexts.
1.4. Corpus Collection
The corpus collection for this study is consisted of MLK’s Speech “Beyond Vietnam’
(1967)
1.5. Research Design
e Critical Discourse Analysis
e Fairclough’s Three-Dimensional Model
e Sociocultural Practice Layer
1.6. Data Collection
The information for this review came from peer-reviewed journal articles, book
chapters and conferences. Search phrases included combinations of words like "critical
discourse analysis," "political speeches,"” "language and power," "ideology in discourse,"
and "discourse and politics." Boolean operators (AND, OR, NOT) were utilized to enhance
search outcomes. The studies were chosen because they were related to the interaction of
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language, power systems, and political communication. We looked at 45 sources that were
published between 2000 and 2024.

Moreover the data collected for this study is by carefully analyzing the political
speeches of Prime minister of Ethiopia , and two US presidents, President Joe Biden and
President Donald Trump.

2. Statement of Problem

MLKs speeches are studies for history and rhetoric but one important part is
missing, researchers talked about his metaphors repetition and political themes yet they
didn’t focus on how his language itself makes unity among different communities the gap
is about Linguistic unity especially when sees through social practice of CDA this study
will explain that how kings choices of pronouns and metaphors build collective identity.
2.1. Significance

The research examines MLK's linguistic strategies to foster unity, using pronouns
and metaphors to illustrate how his eloquence and word choice cultivated cohesion across
diverse populations. Using the sociocultural aspects of CDA, the study links his speeches
to the societal problems that individuals and his listeners are facing. These results will be
very useful for bringing new information to discourse and sociolinguistics. They will also
help us understand how language may connect social parts and language to create social
cohesiveness.

3. Literature Review

The role of language has been a central theme in Critical Discourse Analysis
particularly in the analysis of political speeches of scholars such as van Dijk 1997 argue
that political discourse is an influential tool used in the context of political rhetoric and the
political leaders to remain in power and to maintain the political influence by using
pronouns and metaphors to create ideological personal and spiritual connection to their
audience in order to strengthen the bond that leads to unity according to Norman
Fairclough language can never be neutral and it is not communicative instrument but it's
our social practice that shaves clear and strong bonding with the audience makes paragraph
focusing on milk speech beyond Vietnam and his usage of pronouns and metaphors to
construct unity and to mobilize his audience this research will explain the research gap
which is not explored usage of pronouns and metaphors and how it feels the gap fair close
3 dimensional framework from Critical Discourse Analysis still to this date remains the
most anticipating frameworks to be used in different researches normally we were we are
able to investigate text socio cultural practices and discursive practices and these all will
portray how language as a tool constructs social realities and power systems fair claw 1995

Fair clause model is useful because it makes a strong and unbreakable bonding
between text and social realities in order to explain the possible gaps in particular research
the researchers usually examines text and vocabulary and its relationship with society the

https://www.ipjll.com/ (Cheema & Akram, 2026) 89



https://www.ipjll.com/

INTERNATIONAL PREMIER JOURNAL OF LANGUAGES & LITERATURE
(IPJLL)
VOLUME 4, ISSUE 3, 2026 p-1SSN: 3007-2336 e-ISSN: 3007-2344

use of pronouns metaphors and vocabulary here are given protocol to display the IDR to
all level of researchers and research aspirants the second layer deals with the interpretation
and production by examining into context of discourse practice and lastly the 3rd layer
tells us about the socio cultural practice which examines the models of society and
different frameworks or to work on suitable framework which is more equivalent to the
research domain

Most studies who analyze political speeches for example Fairclough 2001 analyze
Tony Blair speeches and informs us how neo liberal ideology was hidden in language
frameworks and how by exiting in the frameworks of the language the ideology work as a
agent 2 link in the frameworks of language VODAK 2009 used critical discourse analysis
to study the politics of your European continent this study will use normal fare clause 3rd
layer socio cultural to represent how Martin Luther King usage of metaphors and pronouns
acts as a tool to defend the narrative of Vietham War

To allocate the love and support of his followers and other new listeners also by
using the pronouns and metaphors in different locations of his speech precisely to connect
the agenda of Vietnam War and civil rights movement there is not too much research
published or available in the context of milk political recovery that supports and fills the
gap of detailed usage of pronouns and metaphors some scholars like CHAFE 2002 argued
that beyond Vietnam is not a speech to provoke war but it provides full evidence to be as
an anti war literature this gap proves Martin Luther King as a world leader not just civil
rights thinker or to be limited to the only black community of America he used a metaphor
in his speech a nation that continues year after year to spend more time and money on
military defense as compared to the programs of social construction is going towards
spiritual death this study will clearly highlights how pronouns and metaphors played a vital
role in social framework for constructing the narrative of unity of different communities
furthermore this paper has research pronounced usage and metaphors at the same time that
was not done before in the context of Martin Luther King's political rhetoric like when he
says we are confronted with fears urgency of now the pronoun v and the metaphor of
urgency combines to provide a meaning of need of unity the other examples are also
available that illustrates why there is a need to discuss to analyze and to interpret how and
why these pronouns and metaphors are important to be studied or we can say to know
about the linguistic patterns each pronoun and metaphor influences and how this whole
framework carefully indulges into the minds of listeners and research aspirants like we
take another example we must rapidly begin the shift from a thing oriented society to a
person oriented society Norman Fairclough model is considered more equivalent for this
study because it connects fills the gap and creates a link between textual and social
practices socio cultural model focus on linguistic thinking of communities in the domain
of Critical discourse analysis so Fairclough’s model fits the best critical discourse analysis
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has been used a lot and remained in trend when it comes to political returning Fairclough
1995 also studied that discourse is both shaped by and shaped society the leaders have
attention on their work they knew if their speech contains certain elements like reputation
pronouns inclusive and exclusive and metaphors they will be able to gather people under
their flag by constantly using and adding pronouns and metaphors in their speeches this is
not a new strategy but in actual it dates back in history of the world it has been in practice
since the day one of politics in the history of the world the domain of political discourse
analysis is acknowledged by politicians and authors it also informs us about the talk and
text of older politicians versus younger fresh minded politicians in political discourse the
return text and talk is perceived as political action which determines the pathway of people
to be the components of the political process(Dijk).

3.1. Data Analysis

3.1.1. Textual Dimension: Micro-Data of Pronouns and Metaphorical Mapping

In the initial phase of this Critical Discourse Analysis (CDA), the study examines
the formal characteristics of the "Beyond Vietnam" transcript. The research gap elucidates
how Dr. King employed certain language indicators to unify the "Domestic Civil Rights
Community" with the "International Peace Community."

3.1.2. The Qualitative Transformation in Pronoun Utilization

This study examines the prevalence and referential usage of the first-person plural
pronoun "we." During the 50-minute delivery of this speech, "we" changes in a strategic
way.

Step 1: The ""We" of the Community (the SCLC and the Black Church)

The data indicates that "we" is employed to delineate the speaker's immediate
constituency in the initial parts. This study examines words like "We have been moved by
a deep conviction" and "We were convinced." In this case, the pronoun refers to the
Southern Christian Leadership Conference (SCLC). By creating this "we," King gives his
power to a known, organized group. But the data shows a quick change whenever the
conversation turns to Vietnam's napalm and trenches.
Step 2: The National **"We" (The Guilt of All)

King connects Atlanta and Saigon, and the "we" grows to include all Americans.
This research examines the use of "we" in a self-incriminating context: "We were taking
the Black young men... and sending them eight thousand miles away to ensure liberties in
Southeast Asia that they had not experienced in southwest Georgia." This is an important
piece of information for the research gap. King uses the word "we" to keep his Black
audience from feeling like they are not involved in the war and his White audience from
feeling like they are not involved in the racial fight. It establishes a "unity of
responsibility.”

Step 3: The Universal "We"" (The Family of Man)
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The last step in using pronouns is the most extreme. This research examines the
shift towards a "Global We." King asserts, "We are called to speak for the weak, for the
voiceless, for the victims of our nation and for those it designates as ‘enemy"." In this case,
"we" goes across borders. It is a "transnational we" that encompasses the Vietnamese
peasant. This study examines the role of this pronoun change as an instrument for "inter-
community unity." King linguistically dismantles the reason for the conflict by putting the
"enemy" inside the "us."

3.1.3. Metaphorical Mapping: Building a Common Moral Framework

This research examines Dr. King's utilization of metaphors to translate the
"abstract™ atrocities of war into the "concrete" realities of impoverished individuals.

The "Broken Toy'" Metaphor: King calls the poverty program a "shiny
plaything"” or a "broken toy" that the war "eviscerated.” This study examines the manner
in which this metaphor consolidates the impoverished community. It implies that the
government regards the survival of the impoverished as a trivial matter, but perceiving the
conflict as a significant investment.

The ""Suicide™ Metaphor: King talks to the conflict as a "suicidal path." This
study examines the preference for "suicide™ instead of "mistake" or "error," suggesting that
the "community" functions as a singular entity. If the country murders Vietnamese people,
it is really murdering itself. This concept of "Social Bio-feedback” is important for
bringing the anti-war movement together with the national interest.

The "Burning House™ and "Internal Fire': The "Beyond Vietnam" address is
full of "fire" images, even if it doesn't directly mention the "integration into a burning
house™ remark from his private writings. This research examines the metaphor of the "soul
of America" as being "poisoned" and "burned."” The "Voices of Unity" are described as the
"water" that puts out this "fire."

3.2. Discursive Practice: Understanding Contextual VVoices

The second part of the research looks at the "Discursive Practice,” which is how
the speech was written to connect people from different social groupings.
3.2.1 Intertextuality: The Voices of the Subjugated

This research examines how King incorporates the "voice of the Vietnamese" into
the Riverside Church. He devotes a considerable segment of the work to recounting a
history that was not included in American educational curriculum.

The Findings: King employs "narrative intertextuality" by referencing the
Vietnamese point of view. He connects the "American Civil Rights activist" with the
"Vietnamese revolutionary."

The Interpretation: He says that the "unity” of the downtrodden is a truth from
history, not merely a political decision. This research examines how he used the
"Declaration of Independence” (1945 version by Ho Chi Minh) to demonstrate that the
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"enemy" was, in fact, utilizing "American words." This generates a "mirror effect” in
language, where the American listener sees their own ideals in the face of the person they
are urged to Kill.

3.2.3. The Talk of the ""Concerned Clergy and Laymen"'

This research examines the context of the speech. King was able to use a "Religious
Discourse™ to bring together secular causes while he was at the Riverside Church.
King says, "l am here because my conscience leaves me no other choice." This is how he
uses the words "vocation™ and "ministry." This study examines the role of the "Discourse
of Conscience" as a connective bridge. It shifts the discourse from "Partisan Politics"
(which separates) to "Moral Truth” (which unifies). This is an important discovery for a
researcher studying community building: King utilized "higher-order discourse" to get
beyond "lower-order political divisions."

3.3. Sociocultural Practice: Elucidation of Power and Hegemony

This research examines the "Explanation” phase—how the speech served to contest
the "Triple Evils" of Racism, Materialism, and Militarism.
3.3.1. Taking apart the "*"Hegemony of Silence™

In 1967, it was common to keep civil rights and foreign policy separate. This
research examines the ways

in which King's "Voices of Unity" transgressed this societal norm.
* The Finding: King found that the civil rights community's "silence™ constituted a sort of

"complicity."

The Explanation: King used the metaphor of the "Giant Triplets" to show that you can't be
"half-free.” If militarism is allowed to grow, racism will never go away since the
"machinery"” of death is using up the "resources™ for justice. This paper examines how this
confronted the "power elite™ that aimed to segregate these movements.

3.3.2. The "Greatest Purveyor' and the Power of Naming

This research looks at the line, "The greatest purveyor of violence in the world
today—my own government.” The Analysis: This is the most "un-unifying" sentence in
the speech for the mainstream, but the most "unifying" for the radical young and the
worldwide community.

The Result: By openly "naming" the cause of the problem, King gave a new,
bigger coalition a "linguistic center."” This study examines how "naming the enemy"
frequently constitutes the initial step in "uniting the community."

Merit: This study examines the wider ramifications of the conclusions derived
from the data analysis. The main purpose was to find out how pronouns and metaphors
work as a "linguistic bridge" across groups.

3.4. The "Indivisible We™ as a Result of Research
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The research indicates that "Pronoun Displacement” is the most effective instrument for
community development. This study examines how King transferred the "stigma"
associated with the Vietnamese to the "American conscience" by the use of the term "we."

We can tell from the conversation that this "unity” came at a price. People at the
time didn't like this "social practice" of language. * But from a "Linguistics"” point of view,
the speech did create a "New Discourse of Global Responsibility.”
3.4.1. The Metaphor of ""The World House""

This study examines the assertion that King perceived the world as a
"neighborhood.”
The Discussion: If the globe is a neighborhood, then the "communities™ are "neighbors™
and not "separate nations.” This study examines the transformation of “legal” speech into
"moral” discourse using this metaphor.
The Effect: It makes people in Faisalabad and Chicago feel the same "unity" as a victim
in Vietnam. The metaphor acts like a "Universal Translator" for pain.
3.4.2. Intersectionality and the "' Triple Evils™

The "Triple Evils" paradigm is a fundamental finding for the "Sociocultural”
dimension. This study looks into how this language group made people work together.
* Before this speech, most of the people in the "Peace Movement" were white and middle-
class.
* The "Civil Rights Movement™ was largely made up of Black people and those who
worked.
* King's metaphors connected "bombs"” to "bread,” making a "Linguistic Intersection"
where these two groups had to meet. This research examines the enduring transformation
of the "social landscape™ of American activism.
3.4.3. Detailed Case Study: Pronoun Analysis by Section

This research examines the transcript in segments to illustrate the concentration of
"Unity Markers."
Part A: The Introduction (The Unwilling Prophet)
* Pronouns: Mostly "I" and "Me." King is creating his own "Personal Conscience."
* Metaphors: "The weight of responsibility.”
* Analysis: There is still no unity at this point. He is a "lone voice."
Part B: The Seven Reasons (The Bridge)
* Change the pronoun to "We." "We were taking the Black young men..."
* Metaphors: The "Suction Tube" of War
* Analysis: This is where the "community bridging" starts. He connects the "Black young
men" (Civil Rights) to the "Eight thousand miles away" (Vietnam). This "we" is a
"National We" of shame.
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Part C: The History of Vietnam (The ""Other" as **Self'")

* Pronouns: "They" (the Vietnamese). But "They" goes with "Human Metaphors.” "They
suffer under our bombs."

* Analysis: This research examines the transformation of "They" into a "Proximal They,"
indicating proximity rather than distance. He provides "them" a voice.

Part D: The "World House" (The Universal Unity)

* Pronouns: "We" (the people). "We have to stop being unsure and start doing something."
* Metaphors: "The long and bitter seduction of revenge."”

* Analysis: The last "Unity." The "communities” are now all part of one big "Single
Human Community."

3.4. In-depth Linguistic Results: Metaphorical Density

This study examines the "Metaphorical Density” of the discourse. A "rookie
researcher" would think of these as merely "flowery words," but a CDA specialist would
call them "ldeological Weapons."

Metaphor of Health: King says that the "Soul of America" is sick. This study
examines how this unifies the society by positing that everyone is "ill" and need the
"remedy" of peace.

Metaphor of Debt: He talks of "promissory notes" and "bankrupt” schemes. This
research examines how this unifies the impoverished population by utilizing their
vernacular—the language of "survival” and "money."

Metaphor of the "'Greatest Purveyor": By labeling the government a "purveyor”
(a shopkeeper or supplier), he takes away its sacredness. This study examines how this
"unites" the populace against the governmental apparatus.

3.5. The 1967 Power Dynamic in a Sociocultural Context

This study examines the "Power" component of the CDA. The "dominant
discourse™ in 1967 was "Anti-Communism."

The Findings: King disregarded the "Anti-Communist” narrative and substituted
it with a "Pro-Humanity" narrative.

This study looks into how this "Discursive Shift" was a move of "extreme power."
King effectively "un-made™ the conflict in the eyes of his listeners by refusing to use the
state's "labels” (Communist, VC, Enemy) and instead utilizing "Human Labels" (Brother,
Child, Neighbor).

This essay examines the "Beyond Vietnam" speech as a "Text of Total Unity." By
strategically using:

Expanding Pronouns: Going from "SCLC" to "America" to "Mankind."

Mapping Metaphors: Connecting "Bombs" to "Poverty" and "War" to "Suicide."

Intertextual Voices: Bringing the "Enemy" into the "Sanctuary."
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This research shows that Dr. King's "Voices of Unity" was a deliberate linguistic
effort to dismantle the "Social Practices” of separation. The "Beyond Vietnam" text
answers the study question of how to bring a community together through language: You
bring a community together by modifying the "We" to include those you were taught to
despise and by mapping their "Pain" onto your own "Poverty."

4. Discussion

This section integrates the empirical findings of Critical Discourse Analysis (CDA)
with the identified research gap concerning the linguistic unity of fragmented communities
through pronouns and metaphorical mapping in Dr. King’s "Beyond Vietnam" address.
This research investigates the "Voices of Unity" not just as a compilation of words, but as
a calculated sociopolitical strategy aimed at dismantling the divisions between the
domestic civil rights movement and the worldwide anti-war movement.
4.1. Discussion: The Synthesis of Linguistic Unity

The Functional Power of Changing Pronouns

The main result of this study is the "expansion of the referent.” In normal political
talk, pronouns are employed to make "Othering,” which is a way of using language to
divide "Us" (the good) from "Them™ (the bad). This paper examines how King's "Beyond
Vietnam" constitutes a significant deviation from this standard.

King constructed a "Linguistic Bridge™ by transitioning the term "We" from a
limited institutional context (the SCLC) to a national scope (the American people), and
ultimately to a universal framework (the human family). This study examines the role of
pronoun displacement as a psychological mechanism for fostering solidarity. Using "We"
to talk about the bombs falling on Vietnam let the American audience feel that the bombs
were affecting their own identity. The main point of the research gap is how pronouns may
bring together people who live in different places and are of different races. The evidence
indicates that King's "Universal We" is the most effective language instrument for
fostering inter-community cohesion by eliminating the "safety of distance."

4.2. Metaphorical Mapping as a Form of Cognitive Unity

This research examines the assertion that metaphors in King's speech are not
ornamental; rather, they function as "cognitive maps.” The research gap centers on the role
of metaphors in community cohesion. The study indicates that King established a common
reality for two distinct groups by correlating "War" with a "Suction Tube" and "Poverty"
with a "Broken Toy." The "Anti-War Community," which was mostly white and middle-
class, and the "Civil Rights Community," which was mostly Black and working-class,
were worried about different things right away. The speech employed the words "Health"
and "Fire" as metaphors, which worked as a "Universal Language.” This research
examines the metaphor of the "World House" as a geographical framework for
togetherness. If the globe is one house, "Unity" is not a choice; it is necessary for existence.
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The talk about the statistics shows that King utilized similar analogies to argue that the
"injustice” in a Vietnamese village was basically the same as the "injustice” in a
Mississippi town. This "Linguistic Mapping" helped these two groups understand that they
were going through the same things. Discursive intersectionality is a way to fight the
"Triple Evils. “The "Triple Evils" (racism, materialism, and militarism) constitute the
sociocultural apex of the study. This paper looks at how King used this "Linguistic Trinity"
to fight the power structures of 1967. The "gap" in earlier research frequently looks at
these problems one at a time. This study examines how the "Voices of Unity" were utilized
to establish "Intersectionality” prior to the term's inception. The examination of the data
indicates that by categorizing these three "Evils" together, King linguistically inhibited the
"fragmentation™ of the movement. He contended that addressing racism without
confronting militarism is futile. This research examines the notion that "Unity" can only
be achieved when the discourse is "Holistic." The conversation shows that King's speech
was a "Discursive Threat" to the establishment since it brought together the "Internal Poor"
and the "External Enemy." He used words to close these gaps and change the movement
from "Reform” (seeking for rights) to "Revolution” (demanding a new global order).

4.3. The Paradox of Being Alone and Together

The "Social Backlash" is a key aspect of this conversation. This research looks at
the contradiction that

King's most "Unified" language work also made him the most "Socially Isolated."”

The data from the "Counter-Discourse” (the media reaction) suggests that the
"Power Elite" were quite

scared by the "Voices of Unity.” They liked a "Divided Discourse" in which civil
rights activists exclusively talked about civil rights. The media sought to destroy the bridge
when King utilized his "Linguistic Bridge" to get into foreign affairs. This study explores
how this confirms the "Power of Language.” If his remarks weren't able to bring the
communities together, the establishment wouldn't have responded so angrily. The media
thought King was wrong to say that "Unity" should be worldwide, not simply
national.Finally, this study investigates the "Human Element" of the research. Even as an
investigation into "Forensic Stylometrics” and "CDA," the core of the findings is about
"Human Connection.” The research gap— uniting communities—is solved not just by
"Grammar," but by "Empathy."

The analysis proves that pronouns and metaphors are the "vessels" for that
empathy. King’s "Beyond Vietnam" remains the primary data source for any study on
"Inter-Community Unity" because it shows that a single voice, using the right linguistic
tools, can bridge the gap between the "Ghetto" and the "Battlefield.” This study concludes
that the "Voices of Unity" are still relevant in 2026 as we look for ways to linguistically
unite our own divided world.
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4.4. Summary Conclusion of the Discussion

The discussion of the data confirms that Dr. Martin Luther King Jr. successfully
used Pronoun Shifting and Metaphorical Mapping to fill the linguistic gap between
domestic and international struggles. By creating an "Indivisible We" and a "Shared Moral
Geography,” he constructed a discourse of unity that challenged the very foundations of
the 1967 power structure. This study explores the reality that language is the most powerful
tool for community building, provided the speaker has the courage to expand the "We" to
include everyone.

5. Conclusion

This paper examines the ultimate ramifications of Dr. Martin Luther King Jr.’s
"Beyond Vietnam" speech, particularly how his deliberate employment of pronouns and
metaphors functioned as the foundational framework for a novel, international community.
King's speech in 1967 goes beyond the usual limits of the American Civil Rights
Movement. It shows how to make a "Voice of Unity" that can bring together even the most
violent societal differences.

5.1 Putting the Results Together

The data analysis in this study examines the shift from a "National We" to a
"Universal We." This change was not just a matter of style; it was also necessary to bridge
the research vacuum on how to bring together different communities. By include the
Vietnamese farmer in the linguistic "in-group,” King effectively broke down the "Us vs.
Them" polarity that kept the Cold War going. This research examines the assertion that
pronouns serve as the "moral compass™ of a work; by directing "We" towards the "enemy,"
King compelled his audience to experience a profound empathy that beyond race, class,
and location.

Moreover, the metaphorical mapping identified in this study—associating the
"pburning house" of the American ghetto with the "napalmed fields" of Vietham—
established a cognitive coherence hitherto unobserved in American political discourse.
This study examines how these metaphors functioned as a "Universal Translator,"” enabling
two distinct groups to acknowledge their collective battle against what King referred to as
the "Triple Evils."” The result is clear: unity is not merely a feeling; it is a linguistic structure
made by carefully aligning common symbols and using language that includes everyone.
5.2. The Effect on Social Practice

This research examines the significant "Discursive Shift" produced by this speech.
The initial societal response was characterized by hostility and alienation from the media
and political elite; yet, the "linguistic seeds" planted in 1967 evolved into the contemporary
concept of "Intersectionality.” King changed the "Social Practice™ of activism by utilizing
words to connect "militarism" with "racism."” He showed that no town is an island and that
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the "Voices of Unity" must be strong enough to reach people all across the world if they

are to work at home.

This CDA's results show that King's discourse was powerful because it was
"Indivisible." This study examines the phenomenon that, once the "Universal We" is
articulated, it cannot be readily rescinded. King's usage of the words "contagion" and
"health” was based on the idea that "injustice anywhere is a threat to justice everywhere."
He thought of the globe as one living thing, thus a wound in Vietnam was a wound in
America.

In summary, this research examines the "Beyond Vietnam" speech as the
quintessential model for "Linguistic Community Building.” The "Micro-Linguistics™ of
the text hold the key for every researcher who wants to know how to bring together groups
that have broken up. A speaker can make a bridge that even the strongest government
couldn't simply destroy by shifting the "We" and mapping the "Other's" sorrow onto the
"Self's" metaphors. This research examines the lasting influence of the "Voices of Unity,"
concluding that although King the individual was silenced, the "Linguistic Bridge" he
constructed persists for those who endeavor to transcend the divisions of contemporary
society.
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