3iSA. Worksheet on discourse analysis intro.
1. Word pairs. Make up – ok to get help from AI – positive and negative-loaded words/expressions related to the different nodalpoints below.
	NODALPOINT: IMMIGRATION

	Positive words/connotations (=chain of equivalence)
	Negative words/connotations (= chain of difference) 

	


	







	NODALPOINT: DEMOCRACY

	Positive words/connotations
	Negative words/connotations

	




	



	NODALPOINT: EQUALITY

	Positive words/connotations
	Negative words/connotations

	




	



2. Text-piece analysis. 
A) Obama, 2017. Nodal point: Democracy. What is the chain of equivalence in this piece:
“Our Constitution is a remarkable, beautiful gift. But it's really just a piece of parchment. It has no power on its own. We, the people, give it power – with our participation, and the choices we make. Whether or not we stand up for our freedoms. Whether or not we respect and enforce the rule of law. America is no fragile thing. But the gains of our long journey to freedom are not assured.”
LA Times
3. Textpiece analysis.
Excerpt from Nigel Farage, Reform UK party, comments in the British Parliament on the European Convention of rights. 
Source: https://hansard.parliament.uk/Commons/2025-10-29/debates/6960AC63-ADF5-4918-AC74-9D37DF5F6D16/details#contribution-00598AF6-581D-4137-ACDF-DBB6323985BC
What is the nodalpoint? (not necessarily directly mentioned)
Find examples of chains of equivalence and difference
Any floating signifiers or antagonisms?
Which discourse and understanding is Farage 
This Bill intends to restore the power of this Parliament—the power of all of you as MPs to actually be in control of the things that matter most to all voters, whether they supported you or not. […] This Bill intends to bring back British common law and some ideas—rather than state-given rights, those of birthrights of liberty and freedom. These are things that over centuries served our country far better than any other nation in the European continent.
This is about liberty, it is about freedom, it is about democratic control.[…] This is about sovereignty—sovereignty of the country, sovereignty of our Parliament. It is about our voters being able to choose the future course and direction of our own country. That is why this matters.
Let us remind ourselves briefly of some of the worst examples of the ECHR taking away our democratic rights. […]
We have since seen horrendous stories, particularly under article 8 on the right to family life. Well, whose family? The families of British people, or the families of those who have come into Britain, in some cases illegally, and been waved through? Some of it is disgusting beyond belief. A Pakistani child sex offender dodged deportation on the basis that his removal would harm the children he had had in this country. The list goes on and on—Brazilian murderers, rapists and many others who claim the right to a family life under article 8. Well, what about British families? What about their rights and their freedoms? What are the priorities of Members of this place?
Of course, we will be told that by leaving this completely outdated, 75-year-old convention—[Interruption.] By the way, I fully understand why it was signed up to in the 1940s—the other European countries did not have constitutions or democracies that could prevent them from going into extremism—but we are not Russia and we are not Belarus

