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The Use of Hedging Methods in 
the Language of Television Talk 

Shows - an Analytical Study of the 
Program (Chairs Game) in Al 

Sharqiya Channel 
A B S T R A C T  
 

The research seeks to know the nature of the contents in 

which the hedging is carried out, and how the methods of 

hedging are employed in the language of television talk 

shows, and to reach the research aims, the researcher uses the 

survey method by using a content analysis tool to analyze the 

content of episodes of the Chairs Game program in Al-

Sharqiya Channel. For the difficulty of conducting a 

comprehensive survey, a simple random sample is chosen 

from the episodes of the Chairs Game program. 

Among the most important findings of the research: the topics 

of the political struggle for power and the anticipation of civil 

war come first, and then the amendment of the election law to 

be held early, as well as limiting weapons to the hands of the 

state to restore its prestige, and it also concludes that the focus 

of the program is on the method of politeness and kindness 

comes first, and then the method of evasiveness (indirect 

speech), the method of ambiguity, as well as identifying the 

people hosted in the program: political, governmental and 

academic personas.  
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Journal of Philosophical Logic, Vol.2, p470. . 
(

17
)Hartnett, C. (2003). “How Does Science Express Uncertainty?” A Paper Presented at the Meeting 

of the Linguistics Society of Canada and the United States,p6. 

(
18

)Chilton, P. (1987). “Cooperation and Non-cooperation: Ethical and Political Aspects of 
Pragmatics”. Language and Communication, 7(3): p99. 

(
19

)Obeng, S. G. (1994). “Verbal Indirection in Akan Informal Discourse”. Journal of Pragmatics, 21: 
p54. 

(
20
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