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A Corpus-Driven Analysis of the Inaugural Speeches of Georgian
Presidents (1991-2024): A Politolinguistic Analysis of Political
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Abstract: The present study provides a corpus-driven analysis of the eight inaugural addresses
delivered by Georgian presidents between 1991 and 2024, examining them as a distinct genre of
political communication. The corpus was annotated using a UDPipe-based model and subsequently
corrected manually. The analysis considers speech and sentence length, lexical frequencies, and
collocations ranked by their logDice scores. In addition, the most frequent content words are
compared with those in the Georgian National Corpus. The findings reveal a clear predominance of
vocabulary relating to the state, the nation, and political institutions. The addresses also differ
considerably in length and thematic emphasis, with both addresses marking the beginning of a
second term being substantially longer than the corresponding first-term addresses. The diachronic
distribution suggests a possible shift from state-building and institution-building in the earlier
addresses towards international and European integration and, in the most recent address, a stronger
emphasis on national and traditional values. The collocation analysis further identifies thematic
associations with territorial integrity, electoral institutions, economic policy, democracy, freedom,
family, and national identity. The findings highlight the potential of corpus-driven methods for
identifying linguistic patterns and developing hypotheses for qualitative research on Georgian
political discourse.

Keywords: Corpus Linguistics; Political Linguistics; Inaugural Addresses; Georgian Political
Discourse; Collocation Analysis.

1. Introduction

In his speech at Mikheil Kavelashvili’s inauguration ceremony on 29 December 2024, Shalva
Papuashvili made the following statement about the office of president:

“To be president means to be the head of state, but not the ruler of the state; to be a
symbol of statechood and independence, but not a political activist; to be loyal to the
country, not to personal ambitions. This is the boundary of integrity that some find
difficult to recognize and easy to cross.”!

This was not merely a description of the role of Georgian presidents; it also addressed
the preceding controversies surrounding Mikheil Kavelashvili’s election and the replacement
of the previous officeholder, Salome Zourabichvili. For the first time, Georgia’s presidential
election had been conducted indirectly by an electoral commission composed of members of

1,040 363D009bE0 6086531 0ym Labgedforml dgmemEo, BoaMsd oMo Labgwdforml ddsOHMZgEo. ogm
Lobgdfogmgd®omdobs s ©EIBMY30IBMIOL LoTdMEIM, Fogcmsd 5S> 3MEOE03NMO sdE030LEGO.
04™ 9439960L 5 565 30650 53d03E0JdOL gOHMAMo. gl ol BodoBol VO30S, MMl IBbIHIS
DMy0IONL FoMFOMHS OO SWIJOWIOQ A5Osby.“ (Parliament of Georgia 2024: 6:36—7:00)
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the newly elected parliament resulting from the election of 26 October 2024. The legitimacy of
that parliament, however, was questioned both by opposition groups in Georgia and, to some
extent, internationally. For this reason, the European Parliament adopted a resolution rejecting
the legitimacy of Kavelashvili’s election and declared the outgoing incumbent, Zourabichvili —
who had denounced the parliamentary elections and aligned herself with the opposition — to
remain the legitimate president of Georgia (European Parliament 2025; Kirby 2024).

The political dynamics surrounding the inauguration and the controversies associated
with it demonstrate that inauguration ceremonies, particularly presidential inaugurations, rank
among a state’s central political events. Owing to their considerable symbolic significance and
their performative function within the democratic process, they constitute fundamental acts of
state. Depending on the scope of executive authority involved, they may also entail far-reaching
shifts in political power. Inaugurations are therefore perceived as key events in, or indicators
of, the democratic process. They are furthermore highly significant for the forthcoming term of
office because, following the swearing-in ceremony, newly elected presidents address the
public in speeches outlining their political programmes for the coming years. In Georgia, this
has occurred without exception. Papuashvili’s statement illustrates that these ceremonies
consequently also lie at the centre of political struggles. Rather than offering a simple definition
of presidential duties, he advances an interpretive frame within the struggle over the legitimacy
of the presidency.

This particular genre of political speech therefore appears to be an especially significant
object of inquiry in political linguistics, whose premise is that language should be examined as
a central means of political action.

The present study examines all inaugural addresses delivered by Georgian presidents
between 1991 and 2024. Accordingly, all inaugural addresses given since the country gained
independence on 9 April 1991 up to the present are to be examined comprehensively as a speech
genre. Since no comprehensive political-linguistic analysis of these addresses has yet been
conducted, this article seeks to explore the subject openly and without imposing a restrictive
research question. For this reason, a corpus-driven analytical approach has been selected. The
purpose of this approach is to identify significant similarities and differences in language that
may point the way towards more in-depth analyses. The study’s open-ended research question
is therefore: What parallels and differences can be observed in an analysis of all inaugural
addresses delivered between 1991 and 2024? The study adopts a primarily linguistic
perspective. Its purpose is neither to compare the proclamations made in these speeches with
actual political practice, nor to evaluate the political messages conveyed, nor to assess the
legitimacy of the respective inaugurations.

The study begins with an overview of research on inaugural addresses and political
linguistics in Georgia. This is followed by a presentation of the theoretical and methodological
framework, with particular attention to the corpus-driven methodology that forms the basis of
the study’s analytical approach. The analysis itself follows, and its findings are subsequently
discussed in relation to the research question. Hypotheses for further research are then
formulated. The study concludes by identifying additional avenues for research based on the
empirical data analysed.
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2. Overview of Research

Although the study of rhetoric and rhetorical analysis has a long history extending back to
antiquity, political linguistics is a comparatively young subdiscipline of linguistics. The
beginnings of the linguistic analysis of political language can be traced, among other contexts,
to post-war Germany and the examination of the language used by the National Socialist
regime. Particularly in recent decades, the linguistic study of political language has developed
dynamically into a distinct and systematic subdiscipline. Armin Burkhardt’s 1996 article
Politolinguistik. Versuch einer Ortsbestimmung (‘“Political Linguistics. An Attempt at Situating
the Field”) can be regarded as foundational both in naming and shaping the discipline (Niehr
2022: 1-9). By now, a wide range of publications on both the theoretical and methodological
aspects of political linguistics is available. An introduction to the subdiscipline is provided, for
example, in Thomas Niehr’s 2014 book Einfiihrung in die Politolinguistik: Gegenstdnde und
Methoden (“Introduction to Political Linguistics: Topics and Methods”).

The concepts and methods of discourse linguistics and corpus linguistics are important both to
political linguistics in general and to the present analysis. Relevant contributions can be found,
for instance, in the 2008 edited volume Methoden der Diskurslinguistik:
Sprachwissenschaftliche Zugdnge zur transtextuellen Ebene (“Methods of Discourse
Linguistics: Linguistic Approaches to the Transtextual Level”). The present study draws
particularly on Noah Bubenhofer’s contribution to this volume, Diskurse berechnen? Wege zu
einer korpuslinguistischen Diskursanalyse (“Computing Discourses? Approaches to Corpus
Linguistic Discourse Analysis”).

Political linguistics is a relatively new but developing field of research in Georgia. A
landmark work for the subdiscipline in Georgia is the multivolume edited collection
302¢n0H032900 B9306d95939¢79080L olbztbo (“The Discourse of Political Speech”),
published in 2020 and edited by Manana Tandasvili.

The collection bsgfs®oggerml 369b0wgbB980b bsobswygwitmssocr  bodyz9d0
sitqvebi 1991-2004 (“The Georgian President’s Inaugural Speeches 1991-2004”), edited by
Malxaz Macaberize (2007), deals explicitly with the inaugural addresses of Georgian
presidents. It not only serves as a collection of primary sources but also includes an introduction
and a concluding political analysis by the editor, with particular emphasis on the topoi and
narratives found in the individual speeches.

The study bsfsorzgereml  369ogbBdgdol  bsobsoigeytsgorr  bodyzgdol
¢0b63320U99G0 sbserobo (“A Linguistic Analysis of the Inaugural Speeches of Georgian
Presidents”) (KenciaSvili et al. 2020) covers the inaugural addresses delivered between 1991
and 2013. It identifies the topics and talking points addressed in the speeches and compares
their occurrence. However, it does not provide an in-depth analysis of linguistic expression,
rhetorical devices, or argumentative strategies. One example of an analysis focusing on a
specific speech is Mariana KevxiSvili’s (2019) article Uoserm8g Yts8odz0¢mol
bs0bsryatrsgoe bodygzs (“Salome Zurabisvili’s Inaugural Speech”), which examines the
speech from a political-science perspective, with particular attention to its epideictic character.
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Another example of the analysis of a particular inaugural address within a specific analytical
framework is the present author’s earlier study, Argumentative Speech Analysis of Zviad
Gamsakhurdia'’s First Speech as the President of Georgia (Hasche 2025). This study uses topos
analysis to examine Zviad Gamsaxurdia’s argumentative strategy in his inaugural address. Both
studies limit their analysis to a single speech and pursue specific research questions.

It can therefore be concluded that no systematic and comprehensive examination of the
inaugural addresses of Georgian presidents has yet been undertaken. Moreover, the corpus of
these speeches has not yet been analysed using a corpus-driven methodology.

3. Theoretical and Methodological Framework

At the outset, it is necessary to ask what inaugural addresses are and which characteristics define
them. Campbell and Jamieson (1985) emphasise the programmatic character of inaugural
addresses in relation to the forthcoming term of office. These speeches do not pursue short-term
objectives or formulate specific calls to action. Instead, they are characterised by a
contemplative and timeless quality. They function, in a sense, as the new administration’s
calling card and repeatedly serve as a point of reference throughout its term in office.
Furthermore, both the ritual act of investiture and the address itself embody the democratic
process. In their speeches, presidents demonstrate their intention and ability to comply with
democratic rules. This can also be understood as a performative act that legitimises their
exercise of office. The public in attendance, representing the nation, serves both as a witness
and as a symbol of the symbiotic relationship between the people and the government. The
executive represents the people while simultaneously deriving its legitimacy from them
(Campbell & Jamieson 1985: 394-408).

This characterisation indicates that inaugural addresses can indeed be regarded as a
distinct genre. First, they are closely linked to specific situations, usually formal inauguration
ceremonies, and to particular officeholders. Second, the objectives of these speeches are
distinctive. In addressing the public, speakers demonstrate both their willingness and their
ability to uphold the democratic process while presenting their political vision in programmatic
terms. The form of an inaugural address, however, is not governed by a fixed structure.
Although certain conventional elements recur, such as greetings to those present or expressions
of gratitude for the support received, the mode of delivery, thematic emphases, and linguistic
form appear to be determined by individual considerations. The analysis of inaugural addresses
therefore constitutes a productive area of political-linguistic research, particularly for research
questions approached from a diachronic perspective.

Following the ninth of Wolfgang Teubert’s (2005) 25 theses on corpus linguistics, the
collection of inaugural addresses is regarded as a corpus in its own right:

“While corpus linguistics may make use of the categories of traditional linguistics, it
does not take them for granted. It is the discourse itself, and not a language-external
taxonomy of linguistic entities, which will have to provide the categories and
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classifications that are needed to answer a given research question. This is the corpus-
driven approach.” (Teubert 2005: 4)

Accordingly, the present author understands the corpus-driven approach as a means of
investigating patterns of language use in which answers to the research question emerge from
the discourse under examination itself, without defining the categories of such patterns a priori.

The methodological framework draws on Noah Bubenhofer’s (2008) approach, which
examines the possibilities of corpus-linguistic discourse analysis within the broader field of
discourse-linguistic methodology. Bubenhofer’s primary concern is the identification of
patterns of language use. Since these patterns recur within discourse, they can be regarded as
indicators of discursive practice, although they are not posited prior to the analysis. Bubenhofer
(2008: 407—410) identifies two principal advantages of examining such patterns:

1. They enable the content of discourses to be described through the patterns of linguistic
action themselves.

2. The analytical procedure can be formalised more easily than content-oriented
approaches such as topos or metaphor analysis, making it better suited to large datasets.

Regarding the selection of suitable texts, Bubenhofer (2008: 412—414) points to the
precision and recall problem that arises when relevant texts are defined too narrowly according
to content-based criteria. As a solution, he proposes including all texts that address a particular
topic, regardless of the extent to which they engage with it. He also advocates an inductive
analytical procedure in which discourses are defined not only thematically but also as clusters
of similar patterns of language use. The resulting matches can then be examined further, for
example by analysing random samples drawn from the complete dataset.

As a method for identifying patterns of language use, Bubenhofer proposes collocation
analysis, which can be used to identifying strongly associated co-occurrences of words. The
analytical value of the results can be further enhanced by comparing them with a reference
corpus and calculating their statistical significance (Bubenhofer 2008: 415-420). He also argues
that it may be productive to complement the initial corpus-driven approach with a subsequent
corpus-based procedure. The corpus-driven approach can thus serve as a means of generating
hypotheses, which can then be examined using corpus-based methods (Bubenhofer 2008: 421—
423).

The analysis of the inaugural addresses draws on Bubenhofer’s framework to obtain
objective and statistically grounded data on the language used by Georgian presidents. These
data can subsequently serve as the basis for developing hypotheses to be pursued in further
research. The research question therefore aims to identify fundamental patterns using corpus-
linguistic methods and, for the first time, to subject inaugural addresses as a genre to systematic
analysis.

Following Bubenhofer’s framework, the methodological procedure for the present study
is designed as follows. Since the analysis focuses on a specific genre of political language,
namely the inaugural addresses of Georgian presidents, the corpus is clearly delimited. The
study examines both the individual texts and the corpus as a whole.
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An initial overview of the corpus is obtained by calculating the number of words, the
number of sentences, and the average sentence length in words for each speech and for the
corpus as a whole. This is followed by a frequency analysis of the most common lexical items
in the complete corpus and in each individual speech. In the present study, the analysis of lexical
items primarily refers to the examination of content words. The results are then compared with
the most frequent lexical items in the Modern Georgian component of the GNC (Georgian
National Corpus). To identify the patterns of language use described by Bubenhofer,
collocations are analysed both in the corpus as a whole and in the individual speeches. In
addition, the 15 highest-ranked collocations in the corpus as a whole are compared with their
co-occurrence frequencies and logDice scores in the GRC (Georgian Reference Corpus). The
more extensively curated and annotated GNC Modern Georgian was used for the frequency
comparison, whereas the GRC was selected for the collocation analysis because of its larger
empirical basis.?

These research aims impose clear requirements on the analytical method. The corpus
must undergo tokenisation, morphological analysis, part-of-speech tagging, and dependency
parsing. In particular, the accurate extraction of lemmas and dependency relations is essential
for the proposed analysis of patterns of language use. As a starting point for the analysis, an
initial model for annotating the linguistic data was trained using UDPipe 1.3.0, with the data
processed in CoNLL-U format (Straka et al. 2016). The model was trained and evaluated using
version 2.18 of the UD Georgian GNC treebank (Meurer 2026), which is derived from texts in
the Georgian National Corpus and comprises 1,878 sentences and 23,425 tokens.

A model was trained on the provided training dataset and subsequently evaluated on the
test dataset. In the end-to-end evaluation, it achieved an F1 score of 98.50% for word
tokenisation and 90.45% for sentence segmentation. When segmentation errors were included,
the model achieved scores of 80.99% for UPOS tagging, 80.53% for lemmatisation, 64.43%
for UAS, and 55.50% for LAS. The results for this initial model indicate reliable word
tokenisation and generally adequate sentence segmentation. The accuracy of part-of-speech
tagging and lemmatisation is approximately 81%, indicating room for improvement.
Dependency parsing performs considerably less well, particularly when both the syntactic head
and the dependency relation label must be predicted correctly.

This preliminary experiment demonstrates the potential of a more sophisticated and
extensively trained tool for future research on political language. Developing such a tool would
require a substantially larger training dataset, a more intensive training process, and more
nuanced evaluation at each stage of iterative training. Greater use of domain-specific texts
would also be beneficial in producing a reliable tool. Given the manageable size of the corpus
and the exploratory research question, which initially aims to provide a general account of this
specific genre, the present study focuses on the preparation and examination of this particular
text corpus. To establish an accurate dataset suitable for the corpus-driven approach, the corpus
was annotated and subsequently subjected to error checking and file preparation. The GNC

2 Both corpora are part of the Georgian National Corpus (The Georgian National Corpus. Retrieved July 23,
2026, from http://gnc.gov.ge/)
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parser served as a reference for validation. An example of the resulting annotation is provided
below (Fig. 1):

# sent_id =30

1

wm AW N

# text = gM3bmeds bgeolvzegdsd Moo 39ML3YJEH03s 89v9dabs LodsMmMZgE ML Me3s(330L LOLEYIOL BMOIOMYDL.
936990 9OM36mo AD]J A_Erg Att Case=Erg 2 amod  _ _
bgobrREgdsd bgwobygwmgds NOUN  N_Erg Sg Case=Erg|Number=Sing 5 nsubj _
6950 OO 6950 OO ADJ A_Nom_Att Case=Nom 4 amod _
3960L39dE03s 3960L39dE03s NOUN N_Nom_Sg Case=Nom|Number=Sing 5 obj _ _
89Jabo 389Jabs VERB V_Act Aor Pv_S:3Sg DO:3 10:3
Mood=Ind|Number[subj]=Sing|Person[io]=3|Person[obj]=3|Person[subj]=3|Tense=Past|VerbForm=Fin 0 root
Lodo@mggeml  LagdsGoggem PROPN N Prop Top Area Gen Case=Gen|NameType=Geo 7 nmod
05305330 05305330 NOUN N_Gen_Sg Case=Gen|Number=Sing 8 nmod  _ _
LolLEgdol LolLgds NOUN N _Gen Sg Case=Gen|Number=Sing 9 nmod
RmOHI0MGOSL 3mOIoMIOS NOUN N _VN Pv Dat SgCase=Dat|Number=Sing|VerbForm=Vnoun 5 iobj

O 0 3

10

SpaceAfter=No

PUNCT Punct Period _ 5 punct

Fig. 1: Example sentence from the annotated corpus after manual correction

4. Analysis

The linguistic data underlying the corpus are directly linked to the inaugurations of Georgian
presidents. As a fundamental speech act, the inaugural address constitutes a fixed component
of these ceremonies, although its length and linguistic form are not subject to prescribed criteria.
In every case, the situational context makes it possible to distinguish the inaugural address
clearly from other verbal utterances made during the ceremony. Moreover, the texts of all the
speeches were published following the ceremonies, which further underscores their
programmatic function for the respective terms of office. In accordance with the research focus,
the published speech texts form the basis of the analysis. The study therefore does not examine
prosodic and delivery-related features such as pronunciation, intonation, and pauses. Video and
audio recordings of the ceremonies were nevertheless consulted when analysing the situational
context. The corpus includes only the inaugural addresses themselves. It excludes speeches
delivered by other individuals during the ceremonies, as well as institutionalised speech acts
such as the oath of office, whose wording is prescribed by Article 51 of the Georgian
Constitution.

4.1. Overview of the Corpus of Inaugural Speeches

Eight presidential inaugurations have taken place since Georgia regained independence on 9
April 1991 (Tab. 1). In two cases, the president had already served a previous term and had
therefore undergone an earlier inauguration: Eduard Shevardnadze was inaugurated for a
second time on 9 April 2000, and Mikheil Saakashvili on 20 January 2008.
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An overview of the venues shows that all inauguration ceremonies except that of Salome
Zourabichvili were closely associated with the Parliament building in Tbilisi. Zourabichvili’s
ceremony took place within the Batonis cixe fortress complex in Telavi, eastern Georgia, which
served as the residence of the kings of Kaxeti during the seventeenth and eighteenth centuries.
The other ceremonies were held either in the parliamentary chamber, in the courtyard of the
Parliament building, or in the square in front of Parliament adjoining the central Rustaveli
Avenue.

Date Speaker Location of the speech

7 June 19913 Zviad Gamsakhurdia Thilisi, plenary chamber of the
Parliament building

26 November 19954 Eduard Shevardnadze Thbilisi, in front of the Parliament
building on Rustaveli Avenue

9 April 20003 Eduard Shevardnadze Thilisi, in front of the Parliament
building on Rustaveli Avenue

25 January 2004° Mikheil Saakashvili Thilisi, in front of the Parliament
building on Rustaveli Avenue

20 January 2008’ Mikheil Saakashvili Thilisi, in front of the Parliament
building on Rustaveli Avenue

17 November 201383 Giorgi Margvelashvili Thilisi, courtyard of the
Parliament building

16 December 2018° Salome Zourabichvili Telavi, Batonis cixe

29 December 202410 Mikheil Kavelashvili Thilisi, plenary chamber of the

Parliament building

Tab. 1: Presidential Inauguration Ceremonies in Georgia since 9 April 1991

8 Gamsaxurdia, Z. (1991, June 11). Sakartvelos respublikis prezidentis baton zviad gamsaxurdias gamosvla
sakartvelos respublikis uzenaesi sabcos sesiaze 1991 clis 7 ivniss. Sakartvelos Respublika, /74(134), 1.

4 gevardnage, E. (1995, November 27). Uaxloes 5—10 celicadsi sakartvelo ekonomikurad da kulturulad ert-erti
agvavebuli kveqana gaxdeba. Sakartvelos Respublika, No. 175, 1-2.

® Sevardnaze, E. (2000, April 30). Sakartvelos prezidentis eduard Sevardnazis sainauguracio sitgva. In M.
Macaberize (Ed.), Sakartvelos prezidentebis sainauguracio sitgvebi (1991-2004) (pp. 39-53). Axali Azri.

6 Saakagvili, M. (2004, January 26). Inauguracia. mixeil saakasvilis sitgva carmotkmuli picis dadebis sazeimo
ceremonialze. 24 Saati, 20(569), A1-A3.

7 Saakagvili, M. (2008, January 21). Saakasvilis gamosvia inauguraciaze — sruli teksti. Civil.ge.
https://old.civil.ge/geo/article.php?id=17342

& Margvelasvili, G. (2013, November 17). Prezident margvelasvilis sainauguracio gamosvla. Civil.ge.
https://civil.ge/ka/archives/152398

® Zurabisvili, S. (2018, December 16). Salome zurabisvilis sainauguracio sitgva — sruli teksti. Radio Tavisupleba.
https://www.radiotavisupleba.ge/a/29659012.html

0 Qavelagvili, M. (2024, December 29). Mixeil qavelasvilis sainauguracio  sitgva. GHN.

https://www.ghn.ge/news/323454-mikheil-gavelashvilis-sainauguratsio-sitgva
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An overview of the word counts (Tab. 2) reveals considerable differences in the length
of the inaugural addresses. The longest speech, delivered by Gamsakhurdia, contains 2,586
words and is therefore 137.47% longer than the shortest speech, delivered by Margvelashvili,
which contains 1,089 words. In terms of average sentence length, Kavelashvili’s speech has the
highest value at 16.89 words per sentence, followed by Saakashvili’s first inaugural address at
16.65 words per sentence. By contrast, the average sentence length in Zourabichvili’s speech is
36.06% lower than that in Kavelashvili’s speech. The two addresses delivered at the beginning
of a second term also merit attention: Shevardnadze’s speech in 2000 and Saakashvili’s speech
in 2008. Both are considerably longer than their respective first inaugural addresses.
Shevardnadze’s second address is 55.13% longer, while Saakashvili’s is 95.07% longer. The
differences in average sentence length are smaller. From 1995 to 2000, the average sentence
length in Shevardnadze’s addresses decreased by 6.44%, while that in Saakashvili’s addresses
decreased by 13.51% from 2004 to 2008.

Speech Total number of words Sentences Average number of words
per sentence
Gamsakhurdia (1991) 2,586 177 14.61
Shevardnadze I (1995) 1,598 117 13.66
Shevardnadze 11 (2000) 2,479 194 12.78
Saakashvili I (2004) 1,299 78 16.65
Saakashvili II (2008) 2,534 176 14.40
Margvelashvili (2013) 1,089 75 14.52
Zourabichvili (2018) 1,437 133 10.80
Kavelashvili (2024) 1,115 66 16.89
Total 14,137 1,016 13.91

Tab. 2: Overview of Speech Lengths: Word Count, Sentence Count, and Average Number of Words per Sentence

4.2. Quantitative Analysis of the Most Frequent Terms

The analysis of the ten most frequent lexical items in the corpus as a whole (Fig. 2) shows that
sakartvelo (“Georgia”) is particularly prominent. It is the most frequent item in the corpus, with
275 occurrences, and its frequency is 177.78% higher than that of the second most frequent
item, kvegana (“country”). In terms of parts of speech, most of the high-frequency items are
nouns: sakartvelo (“Georgia”), kvegana (“country”), xalxi (“people”), prezidenti (“president”),
and celi (“year”). saxelmcipo (‘“state”) can be used as either a noun or an adjective. The
adjectives are axali (“new”), didi (“big”), and erovnuli (‘“national”). The only verb among the
ten most frequent items is kona (“to have [INAN]”). Semantically, most of these lexical items
are directly related to the state and the nation. This corresponds to Josef Klein’s concept of
institutional vocabulary, which he regards as the category most readily classified as the
specialised language of politics (Klein 1989: 5-6).
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The 10 Most Frequent Terms

erovnuli "national” [ NG 54
didi "big" N <2
kona "to have [INAN]" NS 4
celi'vear" [N 72
prezidenti "president”" | NG 5
saxelmcipo "state” | NI 37
axali“new’ I o'
xalxi "people” [ INNEGNGNN ©3
kvegana "country" | I °°
sakartvelo "Georgia” [, 05

0 50 100 150 200 250 300

Fig. 2: The 10 Most Frequent Terms in the Corpus of Inaugural Speeches

A comparison with the ten most frequent content words in the Modern Georgian
component of the GNC (Fig. 3), based here on the simplified lemmas, reveals only one shared
item: the verb kona (“to have [INAN]”). It is also notable that five of the ten items are verbs.
Furthermore, almost all the nouns have a direct connection to human beings. This is explicit in
kaci (“human; man”), while other items denote parts of the body, such as favi (“head; self”),
xeli (“hand”), and tvali (“eye”). This comparison yields two observations. First, the ten most
frequent content words in the inaugural-address corpus differ markedly from those in the
Modern Georgian component of the GNC. Second, within the scope of this comparison,
references to the state and the nation emerge as prominent semantic features of the inaugural-
address corpus.
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The 10 Most Frequent Terms (GNC)

Sezleba"tocan" IIIIIENEGEGEEEE 3710

ndoma "towant" |GG 3367
tvali"eye" NG /422
xeli "hand" I 5959

kaci "human; man" NG 6390
codna "to know" NN 6024
kona "to have [OBJ.INAN]" NN 7296
tavi "head; self" I 3220
tkma "to say" . 12224

0 2000 4000 6000 8000 10000 12000 14000

Fig. 3: The 10 Most Frequent Terms in GNC Modern Georgian

An analysis of the most frequent lexical items in the individual speeches (Tab. 3 and 4)
confirms the dominance of institutional vocabulary throughout the corpus. In almost every
speech, sakartvelo (“Georgia”) is the most frequent item. The exceptions are the speeches by
Gamsakhurdia and Kavelashvili, in which it ranks second. Their most frequent items,
saxelmcipo (“state”) and kartveli (“Georgian™), respectively, are nevertheless also closely
associated with the state and the nation. Among the three most frequent items in each speech,
words that do not appear in the ten most frequent items of the complete corpus occur only in
the addresses by Margvelashvili and Zourabichvili. These are saertasoriso (“international”) and
gza (“way”), respectively.

Legal vocabulary is represented by samartlebrivi (“legal”) in Gamsakhurdia’s address
and Sevardnaze’s first address. An international dimension is expressed by saertasoriso
(“international”) in Margvelashvili’s speech, msoplio (“world”) in Shevardnadze’s second
speech, and evropuli (“European”) in Zourabichvili’s speech. Depending on the context, lexical
items referring to the future, the present or the past include celi (“year”) and dro (“time”), as
well as taoba (“generation”) and ocneba (“dream”) in Saakashvili’s first address. gza (“way”)
in Zourabichvili’s speech and istoria (“history”) in Kavelashvili’s speech may also be
interpreted in this manner. References to elections occur in Shevardnadze’s second address and
in Margvelashvili’s address.

Lexical items from the social and economic sphere include uzrunvelgopa (“provision;
to provide”) in Gamsakhurdia’s speech, socialuri (“social”) in Shevardnadze’s first speech,
sigaribe (“poverty”) in Saakashvili’s second speech, and ganvitareba (“development”) and
ekonomikuri (“economic”) in Margvelashvili’s speech. Examples of positive value words, or
Hochwertworter (“high-value words”) in the terminology of Hermanns (1994), include
tavisupleba (“freedom”) in Saakashvili’s first speech; demokratia (“‘democracy”) and
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tavisupleba (“freedom”) in his second speech; and girebuleba (“value”), tavisupleba
(“freedom”), and msvidoba (“peace”) in Kavelashvili’s speech.

The only term relating to religion among the ten most frequent items in any individual
speech is eklesia (“‘church”) in Gamsakhurdia’s address. Terms with a combative connotation
include dacva (“defence; to defend”) in Margvelashvili’s speech and the more explicit brzola
(“fight”) in Kavelashvili’s speech.

Overall, this analysis again reveals the predominance of nouns, despite the occurrence
of several verbs and their corresponding verbal-noun forms. The most frequent lexical items in
all the speeches differ markedly from the ten most frequent content words in the Modern
Georgian component of the GNC and can largely be assigned to the sphere of institutional

vocabulary.

“provision; to
provide* (16)

(12)

Rank | Gamsakhurdia Shevardnadze [ Shevardnadze 11 Saakashvili |

1 saxelmcipo sakartvelo “Georgia” sakartvelo “Georgia” sakartvelo “Georgia”
“state” (51) (28) (54) 41

2 sakartvelo saxelmcipo “state” (24) celi “year” (39) xalxi “people” (14)
“Georgia” (45)

3 erovnuli prezidenti “president” axali “new” (37) kvegana “country” (13)
“national” (29) 22)

4 politikuri axali “new” (18) programa “program” kona “to have [INAN]”
“political” (23) (34) (13)

5 sistema konstitucia “constitution” | prezidenti “president” dro “time” (15)
“system” (22) (13) (33)

6 samartlebrivi xelisupleba didi “big” (26) kartveli “Georgian” (10)
“legal” (18) “government” (13)

7 xelisupleba programa “program” saxelmcipo “state” (20) mtavroba “government”
“government” (12) 9)
(18)

8 eklesia “church” | parlamenti “parliament” | kveqana “country” (14) taoba “generation” (8)
(17) (10)

9 kartveli socialuri “social” (10) msoplio “world” (13) ndoma “to want” (8)
“Georgian” (17)

10 uzrunvelgopa kvegana “country” (10) arcevnebi “elections” ocneba “dream” (8)

Tab. 3: Top 10 Most Frequent Lexical Items in the Individual Speeches

Rank | Saakashvili IT Margvelashvili Zourabichvili Kavelashvili

1 sakartvelo sakartvelo “Georgia” sakartvelo “Georgia” kartveli “Georgian” (19)
“Georgia” (45) (24) (25)

2 xalxi “people” kveqgana “country” (21) kvegana “country” (15) sakartvelo “Georgia”
29) (16)

3 axali “new” (19) | saertasoriso gza “way” (12) xalxi “people” (13)

“international” (9)

4 tavisupleba politikuri “political” (8) regioni “region” (12) sigvaruli “love; to love”

“freedom” (18) (11)

243




Millennium, Vol. 4, 2026

5 kona “to have ganvitareba saxelmcipo “state” (12) girebuleba “value” (11)
[INAN]” (18) “development” (7)

6 Sezleba “to can” | ekonomikuri “economic” | prezidenti “president” tavisupleba “freedom”
(16) 0 (11) (10)

7 demokratia mokalake “citizen” (7) gaszliereba “to samsoblo “homeland” (9)
“democracy” strengthen” (10)
(14)

8 didi “big” (14)

arcevnebi “elections” (6)

evropuli “European” (10)

brsola “fight” (9)

9 dge “day” (14)

gagrmaveba “to deepen”

(6)

Sezleba “to can” (10)

istoria “history” (8)

10 sigaribe

dacva “defence; to

cirveba “to make

msvidoba “peace” (8)

“poverty” (14) defend” (6) difficult” (10)

Tab. 4: Top 10 Most Frequent Lexical Items in the Individual Speeches (Continued)

4.3. Collocation Analysis

The collocation analysis used a symmetric five-token window, included nouns, proper
nouns, verbs, adjectives, and adverbs as potential collocates, applied minimum frequencies of
three for each pair and five for each lemma, and ranked the results by their logDice scores. The
15 highest-ranked collocations in the corpus as a whole are presented in Table 5. In addition to
predominantly nominal combinations, such as teritoriuli mtlianoba (‘“territorial integrity,”
literally “territorial wholeness™), several combinations function as predicates. One example is
the combination of dadeba (“to place”) and pici (“oath”), which forms the verbal phrase pics
dadebs (“to swear an oath”).

At the semantic level, co-occurrences that can be classified as institutional vocabulary
predominate. These include socialur-ekonomikuri cqoba (‘“‘socio-economic system”) and
Seiaragebuli 3ala (“armed force”), as well as combinations specifically related to elections,
such as saarcevno komisia (‘“‘electoral commission”). Two combinations belong to the economic
sphere: iapi (“‘cheap”) with krediti (“credit”), and investicia (“investment”) with mozidva (“to
attract”). Particularly noteworthy is teriforiuli mtlianoba (‘“‘territorial integrity”), which has the
highest logDice score. The collocation of apxazi (“Abkhaz) and osi (“Ossetian”) refers to the
titular ethnic groups of Abkhazia and South Ossetia, two breakaway regions that are outside the
control of the Georgian government but are recognised by most states as parts of Georgia. Given
this political context, the collocation may also be associated indirectly with the issue of
territorial integrity, although this interpretation requires qualitative examination of its contexts
of use.

Rank Lemma 1 Lemma 2 occi(l)‘-ence LogDice
1 mtlianoba “wholeness” (9) teritoriuli “territorial” (8) 8 13.9125
2 investicia “investment” (6) mozidva “to attract” (5) 5 13.8625
3 iapi “cheap” (7) krediti “credit” (7) 6 13.7776
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Rank Lemma 1 Lemma 2 occi‘(l::nce LogDice
4 batoni “Mr.” (9) tavmsidomare “chairman” (6) 6 13.6781
5 A(“g)cialur—ekonomikuri “socio-economic” cgoba “system” (5) 4 13.6781
6 Setana “to carry in” (5) cvlili “contribution” (5) 4 13.6781
7 90-iani “90s” (5) dasacqisi “beginning” (8) 5 13.6215
8 Seiaragebuli “armed” (13) i3ala “force” (23) 13 13.5305
9 apxazi “Abkhaz” (11) osi “Ossetian” (6) 6 13.4975
10 ||dadeba “to place” (13) pici “oath” (9) 7 13.3479
11 gaketeba “to make” (17) gvelaperi “everything” (12) 9 13.3119
12 ||komisia “commission” (7) saarcevno “electoral” (6) 4 13.2996
13 ||saarcevno “electoral” (6) centraluri “central” (7) 4 13.2996
14 mecniereba “science” (5) xelovneba “art” (5) 3 13.2630
15 |lorgano “organ” (12) i;z;nartaldamcavi “law-enforcing” 5 132345

Tab. 5: Overview of the Top 15 Collocations in the Corpus (Ranked by logDice Score)

A comparison of the collocations presented in Table 5 with their occurrences in the GRC
(Tab. 6) reveals substantially higher co-occurrence frequencies in the GRC due to its larger size.
The logDice scores therefore provide a more appropriate basis for comparison. All 15
combinations have lower logDice scores in the GRC than in the inaugural-address corpus,
suggesting that these lexical associations are stronger in the inaugural addresses.

The smallest difference can be observed for teritoriuli mtlianoba (“territorial integrity”),
which has the highest logDice score in both datasets (13.9125 in the inaugural-address corpus
and 13.4433 in the GRC). This suggests that it is an established lexical combination that is also
particularly prominent in the inaugural addresses. Several other institutionally and politically
relevant combinations remain comparatively strong in the GRC, including saarcevno komisia
(“electoral commission™), saarcevno centraluri (“central electoral”), Seiaragebuli 3ala (“armed
force”), and samartaldamcavi organo (‘“law-enforcement body”). By contrast, combinations
such as socialur-ekonomikuri cqoba (‘“‘socio-economic system”), batoni tavmszdomare (“Mr
Chairman”), and mecniereba xelovneba (‘“‘science and art”) have substantially lower association
scores in the GRC. Their high logDice scores in Table 5 may therefore reflect their domain-
specific prominence in political discourse and, consequently, their strong representation in this
small and thematically specialised corpus of inaugural addresses.
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Lemma 1 Lemma 2 OCCIE‘(I)‘-CHCC LogDice

mtlianoba “wholeness” (23,515) teritforiuli “territorial” (21,229) 15,210 13.4433
investicia “investment” (17,490) mozidva “to attract” (5,465) 1,830 11.3511
iapi “cheap” (7,250) krediti “credit” (9,865) 336 9.3293
batoni “Mr.” (105,027) tavmsdomare “chairman” (111,458) 1,603 7.9227
socialur-ekonomikuri “socio-economic” cdoba “system™ (7.593) 12 51437
(3,530)

Setana “to carry in” (39,834) ¢vlili “contribution” (12,682) 5,812 11.8243
90-iani “90s” (5,929) dasacqgisi “beginning” (30,538) 1,287 10.1755
Seiaragebuli “armed” (31,651) 13ala “force” (147,863) 14,007 11.3201
apxazi “Abkhaz” (40,957) osi “Ossetian” (21,269) 4,105 11.0779
dadeba “to place” (34,538) pici “oath” (4,079) 1,199 9.9907
gaketeba “to make” (151,145) gvelaperi “everything” (181,699) 11,893 10.1933
komisia “commission” (86,289) saarcevno “electoral” (69,732) 16,994 11.8014
saarcevno “electoral” (69,732) centraluri “central” (41,531) 10,298 11.5665
mecniereba “science” (21,801) xelovneba “art” (28,457) 374 7.9298
organo “organ” (38,372) ffglgg;")ld“mcm “law-enforcing” 4,480 11.3245

Tab. 6: Frequencies and LogDice Scores in the GRC for the 15 Collocations Listed in Tab. 5 (Presented in the

Order of Their Ranking in Tab. 5)

The final analysis of the five highest-ranked collocations in each speech (Tab. 7)

provides the following concise characterisations of the identified associations:

Gamsakhurdia: restoration of independence, the Soviet Union, and economic transformation

Shevardnadze I: institutional state-building, government, civil society, and the Church

Shevardnadze II: economic reforms, the market economy, local self-government, and the

judiciary

Saakashvili I: the people, citizens, Europe, and a political vision for Georgia

Saakashvili I1: social and economic issues, as well as democracy and freedom

Margvelashvili: civil rights, economic development, and international relations
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Zourabichvili: the presidency, the European state, and Georgia’s place in the world

Kavelashvili: national strength, family, the people, and traditional values

Speech Rank Lemma 1 Lemma 2 ocuﬁ‘(:‘-ence LogDice
Gamsakhurdia ||1 daxmareba “assistance” (6) ||done “level” (7) 6 14.0000
2 kavsiri “union” (8) sabc¢ota “Soviet” (6) 5 13.5146
3 gadasvla “transition” (6) sabazro “market (Adj.)” (6) 4 13.4150
4 agdgena “restoration” (7) f;n;:sé{fjeeilgj? ) 5 13.3219
5 adgili “place” (6) axali “new” (7) 4 13.2996
Shevardnadze I ||1 tipi “type” (5) xelisupleba “government” (13) ||8 13.8301
2 sazogadoeba “society” (7) ||samokalako “civil” (6) 5 13.6215
3 struktura “structure” (6) tipi “type” (5) 4 13.5406
4 eklesia “church” (5) saxelmcipo “state” (24) 9 13.3119
5 z’ge”ebbb @ "CONSUUCHION™ | ilebrivi “legal” (7) 4 13.2996
Shevardnadze II ||1 90-iani “90s” (5) dasacgisi “beginning” (6) 5 13.8625
2 ekonomika “economy” (11) |lsabazro “market (Adj.)” (6) 7 13.7199
3 |ladgilobrivi “local” (9) ’gvéi”;r":l‘géiiloé’g self- 5 13.4150
4 erovnuli “national” (10) sakme “affair” (9) 6 13.3370
5 sasamartlo “judicial” (5) xelisupleba “authority” (11) 5 13.3219
Saakashvili I 1 mtavroba “government” (9) |lxalxi “people” (14) 8 13.4764
2 adgili “place” (5) evropuli “European” (5) 3 13.2630
3 titoeuli “every” (7) mokalake “citizen” (7) 3 12.7776
4 mokalake “citizen” (7) gvela “all” (22) 6 12.7270
5 ocneba “dream” (8) sakartvelo “Georgia” (41) 8 12.3853
Saakashvili IT 1 iapi “cheap” (7) krediti “credit” (6) 6 13.8845
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Speech Rank Lemma 1 Lemma 2 occlﬁ'(l)'-ence LogDice
2 ketildgeoba “welfare” (5)  |lozaxi “family” (7) 4 13.4150
3 iganmavlobasi “during” (6) ||celi “year” (14) 5 13.0000
4 fles”;"km’ fa “democracy” |, upleba “freedom” (18) |17 12.7630
5 mteli “whole” (13) msoplio “world” (6) 4 12.7521
Margvelashvili |1 gagrmaveba “to deepen” (5)||urtiertoba “relation” (6) 4 13.5406
2 dacva “protection” (6) upleba “right” (5) 3 13.1255
3 ((g;z)nvitareba “development” ekonomikuri “economic” (7) 3 12.7776
4 upleba “right” (5) gvela “all” (10) 3 12.6781
5 mokalake “citizen” (7) qvela “all” (10) 3 12.4975
Zourabichvili 1 prezidenti “president” (11) ||gvela “all” (9) 5 13.0000
2 evropuli “European” (10)  ||saxelmcipo “state” (12) 4 12.5406
3 prezidenti “president” (11) ||sakartvelo “Georgia” (25) 6 12.4150
4 evropuli “European” (10) tanamedrove “modern” (8) 3 12.4150
5 msoplio “world” (7) regioni “region” (12) 3 12.3370
Kavelashvili 1 sakartvelo “Georgia” (16) ||3lieri “strong” (6) 8 13.5406
2 o3axi “family” (8) 3lieri “strong” (6) 5 13.5146
3 kartveli “Georgian” (19) xalxi “people” (13) 9 13.1699
4 kargi “good” (5) gvela “all” (6) 3 13.1255
5 eri “nation” (6) girebuleba “value” (11) 4 12.9125

Tab. 7: Overview of the Top Five Collocations in Each Speech (Ranked by logDice Score)

5. Discussion and Hypotheses

The corpus-driven analysis of the inaugural addresses shows that terms from the domains of
the state, the nation, and institutions occur particularly frequently. At the same time, there are
clear differences between the addresses and the GNC Modern Georgian corpus used as an

illustrative reference corpus. These divergences should initially be understood as indications of
the lexical and thematic characteristics of political inaugural addresses. Since these addresses
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constitute an institutionally defined genre, the frequent occurrence of state-related and
institutional vocabulary is generally to be expected.

From a diachronic perspective, a shift in thematic emphasis can be observed. While the
older addresses focus primarily on state-building and institution-building, international and
particularly European orientations subsequently gain in importance. By contrast, the most
recent address displays a stronger tendency toward emotionally charged and nationally oriented
rhetoric. However, this development should not be understood as a linear process. Instead, the
respective thematic emphases are likely influenced by the historical and political context, as
well as by the political orientation and communicative objectives of the individual speakers.

Particularly revealing are the cases in which the same individual delivered two inaugural
addresses as a result of serving two terms in office. In both cases examined, the second address
displays a substantial increase in word count compared with the respective preceding address.
The linguistic patterns also point to differences in thematic emphasis. A detailed comparative
analysis could determine whether these differences can be attributed to changing political
circumstances, a shift in political priorities, or the particular conditions associated with
assuming office for a second time. The comparison of multiple addresses delivered by the same
person therefore constitutes a relevant question for further research.

The collocation results provide preliminary indications that quantifying expressions
may be more prominent in some of the recent addresses. This can be interpreted as an indication
of increasingly inclusive and generalising rhetoric. Expressions that mark totality, general
validity, or collective belonging may linguistically include broader sections of society. Whether
the quantifiers consistently perform an inclusive function, however, can only be determined
through a qualitative analysis of their respective contexts of use.

Overall, the findings must be interpreted with methodological caution. The analysis of
frequent words and collocations provides indications of potential core concepts and thematic
emphases in the individual addresses. However, the statistical association between two
expressions does not directly reveal how a concept is evaluated in terms of content. A
collocation alone cannot demonstrate either a positive or a negative stance. The quantitative
findings must therefore be supplemented and critically assessed through qualitative contextual
analysis.

There are also limitations at the technical level. The model used is still at an early
experimental stage, meaning that errors must be expected despite the subsequent manual
review. Furthermore, as the overview of total word counts demonstrates, the corpus of inaugural
addresses is comparatively small. The patterns identified should therefore not be generalised
without further examination. Although inaugural addresses constitute a particularly relevant
genre of political communication because of their legitimising, performative, and programmatic
functions, they do not permit general conclusions about the overall language use or thought
patterns of the politicians concerned. This is particularly important given the different historical
contexts in which the addresses were delivered.

The following hypotheses can be derived from the findings and should be examined in
further research:
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1. The diachronic distribution suggests a possible shift from an emphasis on state-
building and institution-building toward international and European integration and,
in the most recent address, toward a stronger emphasis on national values and
emotionally charged rhetoric.

2. The relative prominence of terms relating to state-building, institution-building, and
institutional consolidation may stand in tension with that of terms from the domains
of family and traditional values.

3. The legitimising function of inaugural addresses is established both performatively
through the act of inauguration itself and linguistically through the prominent use of
state-related and institutional vocabulary.

4. The programmatic character of the addresses is reflected in the range of political
topics they cover, with the relative emphasis placed on these topics varying
according to the historical context and the political orientation of the respective
speakers.

5. The frequency, linguistic embedding, and functional use of high-value terms such
as democracy, independence, and freedom are expected to vary according to the
speaker and their political orientation.

6. A detailed analysis of the inaugural addresses is expected to show that state-related
and institutional collocations have stronger association scores than in the reference
corpus.

6. Conclusion

The present study has identified specific lexical and thematic patterns in Georgian inaugural
addresses. Terms relating to the state, the nation, and institutions occur particularly frequently
and clearly distinguish the addresses from the illustrative reference corpus. The comparison of
the 15 highest-ranked collocations with the GRC further supports this interpretation, as all of
them have lower logDice scores in the GRC than in the inaugural-address corpus. At the same
time, the comparatively high association score of teritoriuli mtlianoba (“territorial integrity”)
in both datasets suggests that it is an established expression. The findings also point to
diachronic changes: the thematic emphasis tends to shift from state-building and institution-
building, through an international and European orientation, towards a stronger focus on
national values.

The comparison with the GRC presented in Table 6 provides further evidence of the
distinctive lexical profile of the inaugural addresses. All 15 collocations identified in the
inaugural-address corpus have lower logDice scores in the GRC. This supports the assumption
that these patterns of language use are more pronounced in the inaugural addresses than in the
reference corpus.

The analysis thus demonstrates the potential of a specialised corpus of political
speeches. Owing to their institutional, legitimising, and programmatic functions, inaugural
addresses constitute a particularly relevant genre of political communication. At the same time,
the study demonstrates the potential of an annotation model used for the analysis of political
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language, although its results must be interpreted cautiously because of the model’s early stage
of development, the possibility of analytical errors, and the limited size of the corpus.

Further research should expand the corpus by including additional texts and supplement
the quantitative findings with more detailed qualitative contextual analyses. In addition to
frequent words and collocations, future studies could systematically examine verbs,
grammatical structures, and other functional linguistic phenomena. A comparison between the
inaugural addresses and other speeches delivered by the same politicians would also be
particularly informative. Such a comparison would make it possible to determine more
precisely which linguistic patterns characterize the inaugural-address genre and which reflect
each speaker’s individual style.
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