
Analysis of Bin Laden’s Speech 29 October 2004

Bin Laden’s recent speech stands out as quite different in tone compared to a
score of earlier speeches. In the following analysis it will be tried to focus on
what is the constitutive elements of this difference.

Rhetorical analysis of the speech
The following is a short neo-classical rhetorical analysis of the Bin Laden
speech. The speech has enough interesting aspects to several articles, but I
have chosen to single out three of these:

• The logos-aspects of his speech
• His invitations and hindrances for dialogue
• His worldview on international society and domestic American politics

To be able to assess the rhetorical style of Bin Laden in his October 2004
speech, we will need to contrast it with his earlier speeches. A good point of
departure for a comparative analysis is his speech from the 18 October 2003
– almost a year on date before the analysed speech.

The focus of comparative interest here is his stance toward the primary and
the secondary audience. In his 2003 speech he starts out by scolding the
Americans, to whom the speech is directed ‘the majority of you are vulgar and
without sound ethics or good manners.’1 This indicates that his speech is not
so much meant as a deliberative effort towards the American Public, but has
an epideictic function towards those who already supports him. In other
words, there is no chance of a dialogue – which is made even more clear in
the last few sentences of the speech:

“In conclusion, I say to the American people we will continue to fight
you and continue to conduct martyrdom operations inside and outside
the United States until you depart from your oppressive course and
abandon your follies and rein in your fools.”2

This stance is illustrative of the general tone in his appeals to a western
audience made prior to this. This interpretation is underlined by his speech to
the Iraqis that was released a few days after.3 Here he is repeating his
allegations against USA, but this speech also underscores that he has
noticeable different modes of expression, adjusted to his audience. In his
speech to the Iraqis he is drawing heavily on quotes from the Qu’ran and
religiously themed language – a thing almost cleansed in the 2003 address to
the US. This shows us that Bin Laden is a very conscious about aptum,4

assessing the nexus between situation, audience and language correctly.

                                               
1 Bin Laden (2003a) ll. 6-8
2 Ibid ll. 92-96
3 Bin Laden (2003b)
4 (lat.) “The fitting”, “The appropriate”.



Three aspects of the speech
His speech of October 29 2004 leaves an impression of a Bin Laden with an
altogether different stance towards his primary audience. This can be
observed in the following

The logos-aspects of his speech
Logos is one of the three appeals that are described in classical rhetoric, and
concerns the appeals to logic, reason (The others being Ethos, appeal to the
rhetor’s persona and Pathos, appeal to the audience’s feelings).

This appeal is dominant in Bin Laden’s speech. It is found in the very
composition and invention behind the speech, as the structuring metaphor is
one of cause and effect, openly heralded in the beginning of the speech. The
effect to be explained is the attack on September 11 2001. This structure
lends a very calm and scholarly air to Bin Laden and is returned to throughout
the speech. That he draws on arguments that are coined in his standard
jingoistic phrases somewhat masks this.

On an intermediary level the logos is also dominant as a structure for
individual arguments. In line 69-75 he backs up his claim that he had sought
to communicate before taking up arms by referring to specific sources, in this
case journalists. Another good example is his choice of arguments: the
economical ones being the incarnation of modern logos argumentation.5

Furthermore the appeal to logos can be found throughout the speech on
elocutionary level. A good illustration of how Bin Laden manages to balance a
religious ethos with quantitative logos argumentation is the following: ‘"As for
its [the war’s] results, they are very positive, with Allah's grace. They
surpassed all expectations by all criteria for many reasons, one of the most
important of which is that […]’.6

His choice of causality-based logos stands out from his other speeches’
reliance on “scripture-logos” and emphasis on pathos. In this aspect it can be
said to be suited very well to counter prejudices with an audience that
generally sees him as a religious irrationalist.7 This was further supported by
his body language on screen.8

His invitations and hindrances for dialogue
Throughout the speech Bin Laden signals that he is open to dialogue. This
can be located in his display of the three Aristotelian components of ethos:
eunoia, arête and phronesis.

He shows his eunoia, goodwill towards the audience, by relating that he will
tell the American audience ’truthfully about the moments in which the decision
was taken, for you to consider’. Here he strikes a very symmetrical tone,
implicitly inciting a possible response by the Americans of this truthful recount.

                                               
5 Perelman (1969) p. 193
6 Bin Laden (2004c) ll. 87-89
7 This view is reflected in Rosett (2004)
8 Neumann (2004)



His show of areté, virtue, and phronesis, expertise is worth noting. He
implicitly prescribes a number of traits to himself:

• That he holds that dialogue should be tried before violence and that he
prefers peace to war (ll. 69-71)

• That his motives are misinterpreted and he would like to defend them.
(This is done with references to Bush’s speech to Congress on
September 21, 2001) (ll. 5-6)

• That he is well informed (about events in the West, with the meeting at
RIIA as a striking example serving as a synecdochical illustration of
‘informedness’).

• That he has a nuanced view on his audience, with Robert Fisk being
’neutral’ (ll. 75-77)

• That he is humble and sober in his analyses (ll. 129-133)
• That he shares the fond of common wisdom, shown in his use of

parables and sayings (notably 226-227)
• That he upholds the right to self-defence and human rights (ll. 35-42)
• That he has a sure hand and will not be distracted concerning his goals

as long as the injustice persists (ll. 8-12)
• That he believes the power to be with the people (l. 232)

Interestingly enough these traits correspond very well to classical, liberal
democratic thought, and the virtue he shows, is one of the democratic citizen.9

This is in stark contrast to his denunciation of democracy in his speech to the
Iraqis, where it is described as ’the faith of the ignorant’.10

However there are several hindrances for dialogue. The most obvious one is
the wide gap and animosity between him and the US public, but Bin Laden
also has some shortcomings as a rhetor. The most notable sign of the latter is
his use of a parable about the ill-tempered goat by the 9th-century Arab poet
Jahiz.11 This cannot be taken as known by the audience and the parable does
not enlighten but confuse. Furthermore his clear division of his audience from
the Bush-government has the effect that he is ascribing a lot of negative traits
to one group that very easily could be seen as ‘rubbing off’ on the general
audience. Lastly his use of a clear delineation of ‘you’ and ‘us’ shows the
unbridgeable gap between him and his audience on the very linguistic level.
We understand that he does not aim for co-existence, but rather separate
existences. This is hardly connectable to the democratic reality of a globalised
world.12

His worldview on international society and domestic American politics
The last area connects the rhetorical analysis with the following IR approach.
Throughout the speech he hints some basic notions about the international
society, as well as American domestic politics and this can show us his take
on international politics.

                                               
9 Held (2002) p. 15
10 Bin Laden (2003b)
11 See Memri’s translation of the speech (2004c)
12 Held (2002) p. 358



Most strikingly here is the emphasis on ‘security’. This is the theme around
which the entire speech is formed on the surface level, and he makes it clear
that ‘Security is one of the important pillars of human life’. This points to a
‘realist’ worldview. The overriding importance of security is used as an
argument for redefining the notion ‘terrorist’ and in line with this he makes an
almost oxymoronic statement ‘terror is [the real meaning of] ‘freedom’ and
‘democracy’, while they call the resistance ‘terrorism’ and ‘reaction’.13 The
underlying focus on power in this sentence is in harmony with ‘realist’
thinking.14

But it is also clear that he ascribes a certain value to ‘justice’ and ‘right’, for
example in his concerns for human rights mentioned above. He mentions the
split in the international community over the allegations of Iraq having WMD
and uses a sort of straw man to show that he recognizes that sanctions would
have worked (ll. 177-184).

His view on the internal dynamics of American politics is almost Marxist, with
a clear emphasis on a ruling, capitalist class that is deceiving the people. This
view is summed up in his eloquent closing paragraph ‘Your security is not in
the hands of Kerry or Bush or Al-Qa'ida. Your security is in your own hands.’15

This clearly shows a view that domestic politics is influential on foreign
relations – at least in regard to al-Qaeda.16

Conclusion
From a rhetorical viewpoint it must be concluded that Bin Laden is a
conscious rhetor, with a clear impression of his rhetorical environment. He
chooses an approach that to some extend both appeases his primary (the
American public) and his secondary audience (others, notably his supporters).
This is done by his construction of ethos and the invitations for dialogue, as
well as fielding clear accusations against the American government. This is in
harmony with the understanding that Al-Qaeda has political goals, not cultural
ones.17 All in all the speech, despite its cross-cultural shortcomings, the
hostile audience and the jingoistic phrasing, must be seen as a well-focused
and deliberate rhetorical artefact.

However, here it must also be underscored that a rhetorical analysis cannot
show to which extend the various democratic and dialogical traits that are in
essence inviting to a longer exchange are genuine or simply applied on a
short term tactical scale to bring about a desired influence. When considering
what we know about Al-Qaeda, its opportunism and regard for democracy, the
speech should not necessarily be taken for face value.

                                               
13 Bin Laden (2004c) ll. 53-55. It is interesting to note that he does not try to redefine Al-
Qaeda’s status but rather alter the ‘signified’ in the term ‘terrorism’. This line of argument is a
recurrent theme and can be found in his speech of January 2002, Bin Laden (2002a)
14 For Bin Laden’s focus on power see Byman (2003) p. 145
15 Bin Laden (2004c) ll. 232-233
16 That this analysis is a natural result of a Wahabist worldview is possible. See Blanchard
(2004)
17 Byman (2003)



Bibliography

Beer, F.A. and Hariman, R., Post-Realism: the Rhetorical Turn in International
Relations (East Lansing: Michigan State University Press, 1996)

Berridge, G.R., Diplomacy. Theory and Practice (Second edition),
(Houndsmills: Palgrave, 2002).

Brown, Chris, Understanding International Relations, Second Edition
(Houndmills: Palgrave, 2001)

Evans, Peter B., Jacobson, Harold K. and Putnam, Robert D. (ed.), Double-
Edged Diplomacy. International Bargaining and Domestic Politics, (Berkeley
and Los Angeles: University of California Press, 1993)

Held, David, Models of Democracy (Second Edition), (Cambridge: Polity
Press, 1996, 2002)

Keohane, Robert O. (ed.), Neorealism and Its Critics, (New York: Columbia
University Press, 1986)

Perelman, Chaim and Olbrechts-Tyteca, Lucie, The New Rhetoric. A Treatise
on Argumentation, (Notre Dame: University of Notre Dame Press, 1969,
2003)

Sloane, Thomas O. (ed.), Encyclopedia of Rhetoric, (Oxford: Oxford
University Press, 2001)

Viotti, Paul R. and Kauppi, Mark V., International Relations Theory. Realism,
Pluralism, Globalism, 2nd ed., (New York: MacMillan Publishing Company,
1993)

Waltz, Kenneth N., Man, the State and War – A Theoretical Analysis, (New
York: Columbia University Press, 1954, 2001)

Articles
Andoni, Lamis ‘Deeds Speak Louder than Words’ in The Washington
Quarterly Vol. 25 no. 2

Blanchard, Christopher M., CRS Report for Congress. Al Qaeda: Statements
and Evolving Ideology. Found on 16/01/2005 at :
www.fas.org/irp/crs/RS21973.pdf

Blinken, Antony J. ‘Winning the War of Ideas’ in The Washington Quarterly
Vol. 25 no. 2

Byman, Daniel L., ‘ Al-Qaeda as an Adversary. Do We Understand Our
Enemy?’ in World Politics no. 56 (October 2003)



Carmon, Yigal, ‘Osama Bin Laden Tape Threatens U.S. States Not to Vote for
Bush’, Memri Special Alert, No. 14, November 1, 2004. Found on 23/11/2004
at: http://www.memri.org/bin/opener_latest.cgi?ID=SA1404

Isikoff, Michael, Hosenball, Mark and Wolffe, Richard, ‘Terrorism: Tale of the
Tape’, Newsweek November 8 2004. Found on 23/11/2004 at:
http://msnbc.msn.com/id/6370527/site/newsweek/print/1/displaymode/1098/

Mockaitis, Thomas R., ‘Winning Hearts and Minds in the “War on Terrorism”’,
in Rich, Paul B. and Mockaitis, Thomas R. (Eds.) Grand Strategy in the War
Against Terrorism (London: Frank Cass, 2004)

Neumann, Zohar, ‘Osama the Deceiver’, JINSA Online found on 23/11/2004
at: http://jinsa.org/articles/print.html/documentid/2725

Rosett, Claudia, ‘Osama bin Losin’’, Wall Street Journal Europe, November 3,
2004. Can be found at:
http://www.hudson.org/index.cfm?fuseaction=publication_details&id=3523

Speeches/Video/Audio

The relevant speeches can be found in annotated and line-numbered versions
at http://www.nisleerskov.com/2004/06/bin-laden-speech-archive.html

Bin Laden, Osama, 18 October 2003 (2003a). Found on 16/01/2005 at:
http://english.aljazeera.net/NR/exeres/8E8EA580-943C-4FBF-9ABD-
21B47627FECD.htm

Bin Laden, Osama, 19 October 2003 (2003b). Found on 16/01/2005 at:
http://english.aljazeera.net/NR/exeres/ACB47241-D25F-46CB-B673-
56FAB1C2837F.htm

Bin Laden, Osama, 6 January 2004 (2004a). Found on 23/11/2004 at:
http://www.guardian.co.uk/comment/story/0,3604,1116855,00.html

Bin Laden, Osama, 15 April 2004 (2004b). Found on 23/11/2004 at:
http://www.memri.org/bin/opener.cgi?ID=Sp69504

Bin Laden, Osama, 29 October 2004 (2004c). Found on 23/11/2004 at:
http://www.memri.org/bin/opener.cgi?Page=archives&ID=SP81104

An alternative version, 30 October 2004 (2004c2) was found on 23/11/2004
at: http://english.aljazeera.net/NR/exeres/79C6AF22-98FB-4A1C-B21F-
2BC36E87F61F.htm

Bush, George W., 29 October 2004. Found on 23/11/2004 at:
http://www.whitehouse.gov/news/releases/2004/10/print/20041029-18.html


