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ABSTRACT
Political rhetoric plays a crucial role in shaping public discourse and perceptions of corruption. The way the public perceives corruption and values anti-corruption rhetoric can significantly affect their trust in political institutions as well as inclinations towards politicians. Hence, anti-corruption rhetoric has been recognised as a strategic tool for political parties during elections. Nonetheless, there is a recorded tension between the ethical and political dimensions of rhetoric, particularly in corrupt regimes where political rhetoric may serve a variety of purposes. The rationale for this study stems from the absence of existing literature that offers analysis of rhetoric employed by politicians undergoing legal proceedings. This study addresses the gap by specifically examining Najib Razak, who is facing allegations of financial misconduct. Najib's rhetorical skills provide valuable insights into the interplay relationship between politics and ethics. Using Aristotle's 3 modes of persuasion: ‘Ethos’, ‘Pathos’ and ‘Logos’, this study focuses on the qualitative content analysis of news coverage by ASTRO Awani from February 11, 2018, to March 3, 2023. A total of 21 videos of Najib's live interview, press conference and speeches were analysed. Findings reveal Najib's adeptness in employing versatile rhetorical strategies, particularly relying on logos and pathos when addressing allegations of misconduct and court’s verdict, with ethos insignificantly manifested. This study underscores the importance of scrutinizing the rhetoric of politicians facing legal proceedings, offering insights into political communication dynamics amidst corruption allegations. By delving into Najib Razak's rhetoric, this research contributes to understanding the complexities of rhetoric, politics and public perception.
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INTRODUCTION
Dato’ Sri Najib Tun Abdul Razak served as the prime minister of Malaysia since 2009 until 2018, when public outrage over the 1Malaysia Development Berhad (1MDB) scandal has resulted in his United Malays National Organisation (UMNO) party losing power in the 14th general elections (GE14), resulting to the end of his tenure. Since Malaysia gained independence in 1957, it marked the first time that UMNO has lost its 60 years of hegemony over Malaysian political landscape. On July 2018, Najib was charged for the first time in the sessions court with three counts of criminal breach of trust (CBT) and one charge of abusing his position over SRC funds totalling RM 42 million. SRC International Sdn. Bhd. is a former 1MDB subsidiary that was taken over by the Ministry of Finance (MOF) during Najib tenure as prime minister. The trial began in April 2019 and ended in July 2020, resulting in Najib being convicted and receiving a 12-year prison sentence along with an RM210 million fine. Subsequently, Najib submitted a petition of appeal containing 307 distinct grounds for appeal. 
During the period spanning from 2021 to 2022, a series of legal actions took place, such as appeals, efforts to produce fresh evidence, and alterations in legal representation. However, despites Najib's final attempt to overturn his conviction and imprisonment for embezzling RM42 million funds from SRC, it was deemed unsuccessful. This follows the unanimous decision of the Apex Court’s five-member bench led by Chief Justice Tengku Maimun Tuan Mat in dismissing his appeal against his conviction, jail sentence and fine imposed by the Kuala Lumpur High Court on August 23, 2022 (Bernama, 2022). Throughout this tumultuous period, rhetoric played a pivotal role in influencing and shaping public perceptions of the verdict. Rhetoric, as defined by the Greek philosopher Aristotle, is the skill of employing persuasive speaking and has historically been seen as an essential aptitude for individual seeking to exert influence in the realm of politics (Russell, 2017). It involves the ability to analyse and utilise persuasive strategies that are applicable to a certain situation, which is crucial for attaining success in legal disputes, or gaining notoriety as a public speaker in civic events (Russell, 2017). The rhetorical process has three fundamental elements: the orator, the message, and the listener (Major, 2022). Rhetoric concerns on how individuals use symbolic means, especially language, to influence the thoughts, feelings, attitudes, and behaviours of others (Zhang, 2021). In essence, Rhetoric is a field that involves the skill of effectively conveying and persuading an audience through the strategic use of language.
Meanwhile, political rhetoric is narrowly focused on the specific strategies and techniques employed within the political sphere (Abbas, 2015). In politics, political decisions require using logic in situations with unchangeable uncertainty, which fits the classical Aristotelian idea of political debate as being about whether a certain action will be good or bad in the future (Finlayson, 2007). Politics is primarily linked to persuasion, as it fundamentally involves the art of governing (Demirdöğen, 2010). As a significant domain where power is both exercised and contested, rhetoric plays a vital role. Political actors utilise language to create, challenge interpretations, and principles using rhetorical techniques such as metaphor, sarcasm, hyperbole, as well as by incorporating cultural and historical allusions (Finlayson, 2007). They elicit emotions and provoke affective reactions, while appealing to commonly held values and beliefs (Finlayson, 2007). It is deeply intertwined with the construction of political leadership and the performance of political actors. It serves as a tool for crafting leadership personas, shaping ideological narratives, and engaging with the audience to communicate convincingly (Crines, 2013; Madestam & Falkman, 2017). The strategic use of language and persuasive techniques by political actors can influence public sentiment, garner voters’ empathy, and advance their political stances (Sujoko, 2021). 
The use of rhetoric in politics has both beneficial and detrimental facets. Rhetoric, in politics may serve as a beneficial instrument for thoughtful discussion and involvement of the public. It allows for the expression of many perspectives and aids in the resolution of intricate political matters. Additionally, it may function as a tool for convincing others by using logical arguments, personal charisma, or authoritative influence, and by evoking emotional responses. Furthermore, it can work as a mediator between the realm of politics and the concept of 'the political', granting legitimacy to certain individuals and concepts at a fundamental level (Edgar et al., 2021; Ivie, 2015; Waddell & McKenna, 2009). However, the negative side of rhetoric in politics is evident in its potential for manipulation and the promotion of adversarial approaches. Black rhetoric, which are common in adversarial politics, promotes argumentation, conflict, and dispute through simplistic, ready-made dichotomies of right and wrong, or good and bad. The application of rhetoric, when employed improperly, can lead to the marginalization of specific voices and viewpoints in political discussions, impeding the democratic aspiration of inclusive decision-making (Gormley, 2018; Rolfe, 2021). 
To summarize, political rhetoric significantly influences public sentiment, decision making, and leader’s persona. Political actors employ strategic language and persuasive strategies to engage in dynamic discourse, arouse emotions, appeal to common values, and persuade audiences. Understanding political rhetoric is crucial for comprehending its intricacies and societal impact.

LITERATURE REVIEW
POLITICAL RHETORIC AND CORRUPTION 
In shaping public discourse and influencing perceptions of corruption, political rhetoric plays a pivotal role. The public's perception of corruption and the effectiveness of anti-corruption rhetoric can impact their trust in political institutions and their willingness to support politicians (Wang, 2015). As a result, anti-corruption rhetoric has been identified as an ideal election strategy for political parties, highlighting its significance in political communication (Naxera, 2018). However, the tension between ethical and political aspects of rhetoric has been noted, particularly in corrupt regimes, where political rhetoric may serve different purposes (Jörke, 2014). In addressing corruption scandals, the use of political rhetoric by politicians can significantly impact public sentiment towards corruption, thus influencing the level of public trust and support for politicians. For instance, when politicians deliver positive policy results in areas that are important to the public, citizens may tend to overlook or discount corrupt behaviour (Carreras & Vera, 2018). Moreover, politicians frequently utilise rhetoric with the intention of either discrediting their opponents or securing electoral domination (Lambropoulou, 2021). This strategic use of political rhetoric in corruptions scandals can influence public morale and electoral outcomes.  
Being a prominent political figure in Malaysia, Najib has previously subjected to extensive media scrutiny since the 1MDB scandals broke. Corruption cases can significantly impact politician's image, leading to adverse effects on their reputation and public perception. However, following his first indictment in the 1MDB case, Najib's supporters launched a campaign titled "Malu apa bossku? (What is there to be ashamed of, my boss?)" to portray him as a victim of erroneous allegations in the global corruption scandal (Noorshahrizam, 2023). Najib's campaign triumph rendered him seemingly impervious to political challenges, enabling him not only to avoid being a liability for his political allies but also to actively promote their campaigns in Sabah, Melaka, and Johor state elections (Noorshahrizam, 2023). Following the allegations against Najib and the subsequent court verdicts, it  is crucial to analyse the rhetorical strategies he employs in addressing his corrupt allegations and court’s verdicts. His rhetorical strategy could have the potential to influence public sentiment towards him, considering his significant support base in Malaysia. 



RHETORICAL STRATEGIES OF NAJIB RAZAK
Research has delved into the realm of rhetoric, looking at the persuasive technics used by Najib in his speeches and presentations (Abadi, 2021; Case, 2017; Diebaa & Su’ad Awab, 2023; Fatmawati et al., 2020; Osman et al., 2017; Zainal Anuar & Jalli, 2020). Osman et al. (2017) investigates Najib Razak's speech text on the Blue Ocean Strategy. To present his arguments and ideas effectively, Najib utilises three different rhetorical strategies, namely persuasive, expository, and highly descriptive language styles. Persuasive is the predominant form of rhetoric utilised. In the wake of 1MDB scandals, Case (2017) provides insight into Najib’s crisis management strategies. It reveals that Najib's rhetorical strategy was aimed at consolidating his support base among Malay elites and grassroots supporters, while weakening the opposition coalition and deflecting blame for the scandal onto others. 
Following the 14th General Election, Zainal Anuar & Jalli (2020), analyse Najib’s social media during the Semenyih by-election, highlighting Najib’s utilization of agenda-setting techniques and offensive propaganda to portray himself as innocent while discrediting his adversaries. The study also suggests that Najib's Facebook page was likely managed by his team to humanize his image and connect with his followers on a personal level. Moreover, Fatmawati et.al, (2020) conducted a comparative analysis between Najib and Mahathir, highlighting a stark difference in their rhetorical styles. Najib’s salient rhetorical element is his logical evidence (logos) to enhance the credibility of the arguments and make them challenging to refute. Meanwhile, Mahathir's most compelling rhetorical tool is his Ethos, which refers to his credibility and trustworthiness, indicating that he is not egocentric or motivated by self-interest. Abadi (2021) notes that Najib uses manipulation strategies, such as exclusion and inclusion, to achieve his foreign loan objectives, which resulted in inflated infrastructure loans from China. In Najib’s budget speeches, Diebaa & Su’ad Awab, (2023) discovers Najib utilizes conceptual metaphors, particularly ‘Government is captain’, extensively. By portraying the country as a ship sailing towards economic prosperity and depicting himself as the captain navigating the nation’s ship, he seeks to legitimize the governance, social actions, and ideologies of his administration. 
The literature demonstrates Najib's skilful utilisation of persuasive speech in various situations, including crisis management, social media, and budget speeches. His strategic deployment of persuasive language, agenda-setting techniques, and conceptual metaphors highlights his efforts to shape public perception and maintain his political legitimacy. However, previous scholarly works only concentrated on analysing Najib’s leadership attributes and demeanour. As a result, there is a noticeable gap in the existing body of research concerning the study of Najib’s rhetorical strategy on addressing his corruption allegations. This study fills a gap in the literature by focusing on the rhetorical strategies of politicians facing legal proceedings, specifically on corruption. Corruption cases can have a significant impact on a politician's image, often leading to negative consequences for their reputation and public perception. Language is a potent instrument wielded by individuals in positions of authority, enabling them to manipulate it according to their own agenda, whether for positive or negative purposes (Tan & Al-Rikaby, 2022). Subsequent to the allegations made against him and the court's verdicts, it will be noteworthy to see the utilisation of rhetorical strategies by Najib.

ARISTOTELIAN THEORY
According to Aristotle, rhetoric serves three primary functions: apodictic (demonstrative), rhetorical and dialectical (Jonassen & Kim, 2009). He defines rhetoric as the ability to see the available means of persuasion in each particular case (Heracleous et al., 2019). In his treatise, "On Rhetoric," Aristotle defends rhetoric against the attacks made by Plato and Aristophanes, suggesting that rhetoric is essential for public engagement and debate in society (Molina & Spicer, 2004). Aristotle thought that rhetoric was needed to help people see and understand the truth, but it was also a secondary activity because there isn't always a single, unquestionable truth (Finlayson, 2007; Sprute 1994). Aristotle believed our job is to get other people to see things the same way we do, to define the situation in a certain way and get them to see it that way too (Burnyeat, 1994; Finlayson, 2007). People don't always agree on what the means and ends are, or even what the means and ends mean and how valuable they are (Finlayson, 2007). The Aristotle's rhetoric proposes that there are three "means of persuasion" (Kyei et al., 2023), which are logos (argument), ethos (the virtue of the speaker), and pathos (emotion) (Davoudi et al., 2019). Additionally, Aristotle emphasizes that the merit of rhetoric depends on logical validity, audience trust, and emotional connection (Prabakaran, 2020). Aristotle has also made a link between communication and persuasion in terms of these three main ways of persuasion: appeal by reason, appeal by ethics, and appeal by emotion (Dubov, 2015). The process of persuading others essentially involves the application of these three modes of persuasion (Sheng et al., 2022). 
Ethos is the communicator's establishment of credibility through the demonstration of competence, character, and goodwill (Kjeldsen et al., 2021). It involves the attempt to justify claims on the grounds that they are made in a manner and by a character whom we, the audience, admire, respect, trust, think, and shares our interests (Finlayson, 2012). Politicians use ethos to build credibility and influence public opinion. This strategy involves self-presentation and the creation of a favourable image, aiming to connect with the audience on a personal and political level (Bronstein et al., 2018; Bronstein, 2013). Politicians employ ethos to minimise public outcry over corruption allegations by encouraging a tolerant attitude towards it (Tan et al., 2016) and making use of their personal and institutional power in the political sphere (Aronson et al., 2022). Ethos can greatly impact the amount of support for compromise, which can play a major role in conflict resolution. This, in turn, affect public opinion (Canetti et al., 2016). 
Meanwhile, Pathos involves appealing to the audience’s emotions in order to persuade and influence their beliefs and actions (Liu et al., 2019). Politicians employ pathos to cultivate a collective sense of identity and shared struggles by invoking historical narratives and personal anecdotes, thus enhancing their capacity to establish a deep emotional connection with the audience (Grapă & Mogos, 2023). However, appeals to the emotions are perhaps some of the most frowned upon normatively (Finlayson, 2012). They are, at one extreme, simplistic (easy sentimentality substituting for clear thought) and at the other, sinister (exploiting our fears and prejudices) (Finlayson, 2012). When addressing corruption allegations, sympathy cues are used to evoke concern and facilitate emphatic imagination (Törnqvist, 2021). 
While Logos involves the use of facts, figures, and empirical evidence in rational argumentation (Davoudi et al., 2019). In classical rhetoric, logos is the realm of the enthymeme (syllogism or logical deduction). The enthymeme (which Aristotle called the ‘body of persuasion’) is an attempt to bring together ‘reality’ and commonly accepted premises – what ‘everyone’ knows to be the case. It involves ‘showing’ how things are, inviting people to consider things and to see them as ‘like this’ rather than ‘like that’ (Burnyeat, 1994; 2015; Finlayson, 2012). Logos has been used to provide intellectual legitimacy for political ideologies, reinforcing its importance in political rhetoric (Davoudi et al., 2019). Politicians often employ logos to rationalise their actions to the public, as it can significantly contribute to constructing a logical argument that establishes their innocence or minimise the consequences of corruption allegations (Stilwell & Utych, 2021). Ultimately, the persuasive strategies of ethos, pathos, and logos are integral components of political rhetoric, particularly in navigating corruption allegations. The classic Aristotelian three modes of persuasion should be considered to comprehend how politicians utilise rhetoric (Santos & Ndhlovu, 2021). This study will use Aristotle's Logos, Ethos, and Pathos to analyse Najib's rhetorical strategy when addressing his corruption allegations and court ruling to the public.

METHOD
This study analysed Astro Awani’s news coverage of Najib, focusing on his rhetorical approach before, during and after his SRC Final Appeal case. Astro Awani was selected because it is a leading brand in terms of trustworthiness (Newman et al., 2023), known for its critical news content (Zaharom Nain, 2023).  The analysis covers the period from 11, February to 3 March to understand Najib’s rhetorical strategy. The chosen timeframe was selected because it encompasses the events that occurred before the trial, during the trials, and up till the appeal verdict of one of Najib's SRC cases.
Of the 311 news items on Najib's trial, only 21 videos directly quoted or interviewed Najib and his defense team. These videos, including live interviews and press conferences, were transcribed, and translated from Bahasa Melayu to English. The excerpt extracted were then translated from Bahasa Melayu into English using the semi-literal translation method to convey as accurately as possible the discourse as originally realized by the speaker (Tan & Al-Rikaby, 2022). To retain authenticity, the examples have not been edited for language correctness. The excerpt was then subsequently numerically enumerated and qualitatively examined using Aristotle's three forms of persuasion: ethos, pathos, and logos. Based on the literatures, table 1 elucidates all three appeals that formed the analytical framework of the present study.

TABLE 1. Aristotelian appeals  
	Rhetorical
Appeal
	Definition
	Components

	Ethos
	Appeal to credibility
	Competence: The communicator's demonstration of expertise, knowledge, and capability in their field. 
Character: The communicator's moral integrity, trustworthiness, and reliability. 
Goodwill: The communicator's demonstration of benevolence, concern for the audience's interests, and positive intentions.

	Pathos
	Appeal to emotion
	Emotional Appeal: The communicator’s use of emotional triggers such as sympathy cues when addressing corruption allegations. 
Collective Identity and Shared Struggles: the communicator’s cultivation of emotional connections with the audience through invoking historical narratives and personal anecdotes. 

	Logos
	Appeal to logic
	Facts, Figures, and Empirical Evidence: The communicator’s relies on factual information, numerical data, and empirical evidence to support arguments. 
Intellectual Legitimacy: The communicator’s demonstrates the coherence and validity of the argument through logical deduction and inference.



FINDINGS AND ANALYSIS
Figure 1 presents the percentage of appeals utilized by Najib in his rhetorical approach, categorized into three main types: logos, pathos, and ethos. In total, 21 appeals from 21 news videos were analysed, representing the entirety of Najib Razak's rhetorical approach during the specified timeframe. The findings demonstrate the embodiment of the three appeals. In justifying the allegations and convictions of his corruption case to the public, Najib Razak predominantly employed Logos, accounting for 9 or 43% of the arguments, followed by Pathos, with 8 or 38%, and Ethos, with 4 or 19% of the appeals.


FIGURE 1. Percentage of Aristotelian appeals in Najib’s rhetorical strategy.
LOGOS (LOGICAL REASONING):
The term “logos” pertains to the rational appeal of an argument, wherein the utilisation of logic, evidence and a cohesive structure is employed to convince the audience (Tan & Al-Rikaby, 2022). Through logos, Najib predominantly highlight his previous contributions in effectively managing the domestic economy, aiming to establish his legitimacy and gain the confidence of the public.

EXCERPT 1:
"As we all know, the issue of 2.6 billion ringgit has been used to curse, vilify and insult me ​​all this time, with the accusations made. Today will give me a chance to clear my name. That I am not a thief, and hopefully this journey in court will end to establish the truth and eliminate these 2.6 billion issues altogether. I would like to state that the accusations made today are divided into three stages. The first is the funds received, the second is the funds used, and the third is the returned funds. This is what I need to explain, there may be some who are confused as if this 21 per accusation is shocking. If we look at it briefly, it is shocking, but if we understand the facts and we make an estimate, we will conclude that I have returned a large amount immediately after pru13. So, if we take everything into account, we can make a conclusion and hopefully a conclusion in favour of the truth will emerge in the trial I am facing. I would also like to thank the PDRM and MACC for giving me good treatment. I have no problem going through the process as long as I get Justice. I want my Justice to be given a chance to clear my name".
(Awani, 2018)
Analysis: 
Najib utilised logical reasoning (logos) as a means to substantiate the claims and defend himself. Najib asserted that he had received the monies from Prince Saud Abdul-Aziz Al-Saud as a charitable contribution and then refunded them (Yen, 2022), so demonstrating his innocence from the accusation of being a 'Thief'. The phrase ‘If we look at it briefly, it is shocking, but if we understand the facts and we make an estimate, we will conclude that I have returned a large amount immediately after pru13'pru13” shows that Najib tries to alleviate the consequences of his actions and claiming the innocence. The concept of 'justice' has also been referenced twice, indicating its significance is only truly acknowledged by Najib after he successfully clears himself from the allegations. Furthermore, it is important to note that returning the money does not necessarily absolve him from any legal or ethical violations. Najib selectively provided evidence that aligns with his perspective, while intentionally neglecting or minimising facts that may potentially weaken his stance. The intentional and purposeful use of certain information has the ability to create a misleading but seemingly logical stream of thought. 

EXCERPT 2:
“I’m very, very disappointed with that because throughout my premier, I always been focused on how to promote national interest and as u know during my tenure as Prime Minister, as just an example, the total assets of the country under my watch grew from RM 800 million to RM 2 trillion ringgit. Therefore, I've created a lot of wealth for my country. That’s just one example, and if you talk about national embarrassment, there are other incidents, or other issues, or other scandalous I would say issues, for example the scandal surrounding foreign exchange, forex issues which led to the loss of about 31.5 billion ringgits. If u put that into context, isn’t that a much more colossal national embarrassment, I just like to put it in proper perspective.” 
(Awani, 2021)
Analysis: 
Following the Court of Appeal's ruling that upheld his corruption conviction, Najib expressed profound disappointment at which the judge labelled him as a 'National Embarrassment'. In justifying himself, Najib asserted that he had generated substantial economic prosperity for the nation throughout his term, underscoring his consistent dedication to advancing the welfare of the country. Najib is seen to be downplaying the impact of his misconduct by comparing to the perceived benefits he has provide to the nations. On top of that, Najib is seen to draw analogies to distract from his own wrongdoing, by referring to the 1990s foreign exchange trading losses suffered by Bank Negara Malaysia during Mahathir’s premiership, suggesting that the tragedy is much more of a national embarrassment than his issues. 

EXCERPT 3:
“We have already filed an application in the federal court, that application is supported by very massive affidavit of Datuk Seri Najib. That affidavit, as you can see here is a very serious affidavit making allegation that Datuk Seri Najib never got a fair trial in the high court. The basis of the allegation is this. There are various, at least about three. One is, the relation to, you remember the justice Nazlan said, that SRC was the baby of Datuk Seri Najib, he set it up. He in fact, configured the kinds of organisational structure for SRC, including governance structure, that implies as to, he had something to do with the MNA of the SRC, to give himself the maximum power so that they can abuse SRC, in a selfish manner and corrupt manner. For his own advantage.”
 (Awani, 2022)
Analysis:
The court’s verdict on the SRC case resulted in Najib feeling mistreated and that he was not accorded a fair trial. Najib’s defence team mentions that an application has been filed in the federal court and supported this statement with reference to a “very serious affidavit”. Najib seeks to challenge the conviction of the case, based on the evidence that indicates the court's decision was swayed by a prejudiced impression of his position on the SRC's board and by alleging that High Court Judge Nazlan Mohamad Ghazali has a conflict of interest, specifically regarding the employment history of the judge as Maybank Group general counsel and company secretary from 2006 to 2015. To subvert the process of judicial decision making, Najib strategically capitalized on legal loopholes such as the judge's biases towards him and conflict of interest. By portraying himself as a victim of a poor justice system, he seeks to prove his innocence and influence public perceptions of him. Whether or not these justifications have merit, it could potentially cast doubt among the public regarding the legitimacy of the court verdict. 

PATHOS (EMOTION) :
Pathos appeals to the affective and ethical dimensions of the audience, with the intention off eliciting emotional responses and establishing a sense of connection (Tan & Al-Rikaby, 2022). Through pathos, Najib uses personal anecdotes or narratives to augment the relatability of his message. By narrating events that elicit intense emotional reactions, Najib has the ability to cultivate either empathy or instil fear among the public.

EXCERPT 4:
"Bismillahirrahmanirrahim on this day, December 20, 2019, corresponding to the 23rd Rabiul Akhir of 1441 Hijrah in the house of Allah Subhanahu Wa Ta'ala and this blessed Friday, I am Muhammad Najib bin Tun Haji Abdul Razak here with truly in the name of Allah the Most Generous and the Most Merciful, pledge and swear as follows "Quran verse". Alhamdulillah since I entered the ‘Taklif’ age until now, I have never ordered any individual to kill a Mongolian woman named Altantuya Shaariibuu. In fact, I never met and never knew the deceased at all. If I lie, then the curse of Allah Subhanahu Wa Ta'ala is on me and if I am truthful, then those who slander me, and do not repent, will be cursed by Allah Subhanahu Wa Ta'ala.”
(Awani, 2022) 
Analysis: 
In this context, 'Sumpah' refers to the act of making a solemn declaration or oath, whereas 'Laknat' can be seen as the act of invoking a curse rather than a blessing. The ritual is referred to as 'Mubahala' in Arabic, which involves invoking the curse of God. For a devout Muslim, ‘Sumpah Laknat’ serves as a final resort to establish the innocence of the accused, particularly in cases where there is a lack of evidence against them. Najib employed the use of a 'Sumpah Laknat' oath to persuade the public and establish his innocence about the allegation of his involvement in the Altantuya’s murder case. Despites Malaysian Mufti asserts that Mubahalas or 'Sumpah Laknat' holds no significance in both Civil courts and Islamic law (Abdullah, 2019), the utilisation of strong language in 'Sumpah Laknat' such as “If I lie, then the curse of Allah Subhanahu Wa Ta'ala is on me…” and “ if I am truthful, then those who slander me, and do not repent, will be cursed by Allah Subhanahu Wa Ta'ala….” has the potential to build trust, elicit sympathy, and fear among individuals who does not have the evidence against the accused, particularly Muslims who share similar beliefs.

EXCERPT 5:
"My wife and I were used as material for Maharaja Lawak Mega. My wife's edited photos were used as material for DAP's 'Squid Game' and many more. While I am not even a candidate in Melaka, or I have any highest position in UMNO. My face is not even there, in the posters all over the state of Malacca, why does anyone have to hate me with the Malacca’s state election? the election is the state of Melaka but the one attacked is me. What do the opposing parties think the people of Malacca will get if they hate me? what have Malaysians gained by hating me after GE14? let's try to think back. Economy? is it better after GE 14? National assets increase? Savings fund dividends going up? The well-being of people's lives is more comfortable? country more stable and planned? stock market better? Foreign investment increased? Manifesto promises kept. What exactly?”
 (Awani, 2021)
Analysis: 
After the issue of land awarded by the government to former prime ministers become the political capital of the opposition parties in the Melaka state election, Najib raises the question as to why his family is subjected to public scrutiny. He expressed bewilderment and hurt over being targeted and hated, despite not being directly involved in the election or political matters. By insinuating that the hatred directed towards him arose from prejudice instead of rational basis, he attempted to undermine the legitimacy of public's discontent. Najib also redirects the focus of the issue towards the government by expressing scepticism over the nation's progress in terms of welfare, implying that both the government and the opposition are overly fixated on depicting him as a political scapegoat, rather than focus on prioritizing the well-being of the country. By casting doubts on the intentions of the parties involved, Najib skilfully portrays himself as a victim of political persecution, thus, effectively shape public sentiment towards him.

EXCERPT 6:
"The world of politics and public service has its advantages and disadvantages. Planning development, enacting welfare policies, managing the economy, strengthening international relations, and resolving crises. These challenges, with good results bring a smile to Daddy. Sometimes, the expected results are not as good as desired. But try again and again. My Family. My love. So far that's all Daddy can be with. Daddy holds fast to the teachings of Islam. If this is the fate of his journey and the supposition of Allah SWT, what is the power of human Daddy and his servant. Waiting for justice and judgment in the court of the hereafter. In this world we live temporarily, resurrected in the afterlife, together later we will be happy again there. May Allah swt protect and bless our family always with long lasting health and prosperity. Love You All. Daddy.”
 (Awani, 2022)
Analysis: 
Following the rejection of his last attempt to overturn his conviction, Najib expressed his regret in a heartfelt letter to his family, acknowledging that his professional obligations had prevented him from dedicating sufficient time to his loved ones. Najib resorted to a form of self-sacrifice for the greater good, by recounts his deep affection for serving the public and his willingness to choose the nation's welfare over personal time with his family. Najib also tries to nullify the court's ruling by invoking the phrase and presenting the outcome of the verdict in a particular way. The phrase "Waiting for justice and judgment in the court of the hereafter," insinuating that he is being denied equitable justice and that only the justice administered in the afterlife can provide him with a fair judgment, appealing to the audience's spiritual convictions and offering solace during periods of ambiguity. In an effort to resonate with religious emotions, Najib aims to garner support and credibility from religious communities. 

ETHOS (CREDIBILITY):
The concept of ethos is based on how the audience perceives the speaker's personal character and moral uprightness. It is centred on the speaker's credibility and ethical character, with the goal of establishing trustworthiness and knowledge (Tan & Al-Rikaby, 2022). Through Ethos, Najib demonstrates his unwavering commitment and allegiance to his political party. Political interests are generally well-served when ethos features prominently in public discourse.

EXCERPT 7: 
"Yes, they don't need to resign. If everyone resigns, our party will collapse. Let me resign. Others, please fix the situation. Please fix the situation. Let's not have a culture of money politics among us. This is our election in the party. Choose a good leader among us."
 (Awani, 2018)
Analysis:
Najib demonstrates a sense of responsibility and integrity by offering to resign himself. By presenting himself as a sacrificial figure for the party as well as an individual who possesses a profound sense of responsibility towards the party, he effectively emphasises his personal integrity and dedication to public service. He further opposes a culture centred around money politics and emphasize the significance of selecting a competent leader for the party. These appeals to the audience's sense of ethical behaviour and trustworthiness. In addition, it has the capacity to foster a perception of moral integrity that can effectively counter allegations of misconduct.

EXCERPT 8:
"At that time, we appointed lawyers, auditors and Goldman Sachs, an investment bank that is so famous globally. The responsibility of this bank is to look after the interests of Malaysia. So, if they fail to take care of Malaysia's interests, how do I know? they should have told me that something was wrong. Goldman Sachs proved that they clearly fail their responsibilities”.
(Awani, 2018)
Analysis:
Najib relies heavily on the reputation and stature of the lawyers, auditors, and Goldman Sachs to establish his argument. Najib implicitly suggests that because Goldman Sachs is globally famous and entrusted with significant responsibilities, including looking after Malaysia's interests, they should be competent and reliable. Therefore, if they failed their duties, it reflects poorly on their credibility and trustworthiness. Najib attempted to deflect responsibility onto external entities by presenting himself as a victim of circumstances that were beyond his control. Najib use of ethos in this statement is particularly effective because it leverages the presumed authority and expertise of the mentioned institutions to support his argument. It appeals to the audience's trust in established authorities, thereby reinforcing Najib’s perspective and lending weight to their criticism of Goldman Sachs. By evading personal accountability and shifting the blame onto external entities, this approach might maintain an image of innocence towards his credibility as a leader. 

EXCERPT 9:
"Tomorrow is important day for me because tomorrow is my last appeal in the federal court. Although today I should be busy with my lawyers, but I choose to be with Wanita UMNO. This is what I do because I want Wanita to understand, as a leader I still fight together with Wanita. No matter what they do, no matter what injustice is done to me, to my wife, to my family, I will remain steadfast, I will not back down even an inch, I will continue to fight, together with the women of Barisan Nasional, we will make sure that GE15 belongs to the Barisan Nasional."
 (Awani, 2022)
Analysis:
Najib's political leadership is bolstered by his unwavering commitment to Wanita UMNO, rather than being influenced by his personal legal matters. He exhibits unwavering loyalty to the party throughout his ultimate appeal, showcasing his dedication to its beliefs and goals. Najib's determination and resilience in challenging situations are emphasized, and he is willing to tolerate injustice and make personal sacrifices for the party's benefit. His steadfast dedication enhances his reputation and credibility with the audience. He portrays his actions as a manifestation of solidarity with Wanita UMNO, appealing to the shared identity and beliefs of the party members. Aligning with the audience's interests increases his ethos, since he is perceived as representing the collective aspirations and concerns of his constituents.

DISCUSSION
[bookmark: OLE_LINK1][bookmark: OLE_LINK2]The study has shown that the three rhetorical strategies of Logos, Ethos, and Pathos have been employed by Najib in addressing corruption allegations and court verdicts. Logos are most predominant rhetorical method used in the discourse, followed by pathos, whereas ethos is the least employed. Amidst his corruption allegations, Najib employs a strategic use of logos, by selectively present evidence that bolsters his viewpoint while disregarding or minimising facts that may undermine his stance. Najib utilises analogies to downplay the significance of his misconduct by suggesting that other issues are more deserving of public scrutiny whilst juxtaposing it with the perceived economic advantages he has brought to the nation. This strategy seeks to manipulate and sway public perception by exerting control over the narrative pertaining to his corruption cases. 
The ability of corrupt politicians to distribute patronage benefits has been identified as a factor influencing support for politicians suspected of corruption (Muñoz et al., 2016). Consequently, this may lead the public to overlook the issue of corruption itself. Following the court's verdict, Najib challenges the verdicts of his corruption cases by exploiting legal justifications and loopholes. Najib alleges that the court's decisions were influenced by prejudiced impressions of his position on the board of SRC and raises question towards the legitimacy of the court's verdict by questioning the potential conflicts of interest of the high court judge. By exploiting legal arguments and loopholes, he aims to cast doubt on the fairness and integrity of the judicial process, thereby undermining the credibility of the judiciary system's handling of his corruption cases. Regardless of the validity of these justifications, they have the potential to raise doubts on the legitimacy of the verdict, considering the strategic use of legal precedent and arguments can influence public opinion regarding court rulings in corruption cases (Larsson et al., 2016).
Najib utilizes Pathos or emotive appeals as a means of justifying himself over the allegations levied against him. He employs religious rhetoric and holds ‘Sumpah Laknat’ rites to create a legitimacy between his actions and the values of a particular faith. This is done to establish his innocence over the allegations against him. Despites Malaysian Mufti asserts that Mubahalas or 'Sumpah Laknat' holds no significance in both Civil courts and Islamic law (Abdullah, 2019), the utilisation of strong language in the oath has the potential to build trust, elicit sympathy, and fear among individuals who does not have the evidence against the accused, particularly Muslims who share similar beliefs. Regardless of truthfulness, there is a political merit in evoking emotions (Tan & Al-Rikaby, 2022). Following the court's verdict, Najib frequently use personal narratives to enhance the relatability of his message, aiming to foster an emotional bond with the audience by recounting events on his sacrifices. His resort to a form of self-sacrifice for the greater good serves to evoke empathy and portray himself as a victim of unjust persecution. After Najib’s final attempt to overturn the court’s verdicts fails, he attempts to nullify the court's ruling by invoking spiritual principles and appealing to a higher sense of justice. The intricate connection between religion and politics has led politicians to exploit religious rhetoric, as it allows them to divert attention from their deceitful actions, by appealing to the emotions and beliefs of the public (Cheng‐Matsuno & Berliner, 2023). Through this action, he seeks to resonate with religious communities and cultivate a sense of solidarity among his supporters. Such manipulation of religious sentiments can lead to the perpetuation of corrupt practices, as individuals may use every tool available to them, including religious affiliations, to further their corrupt agendas (Norziaton & Sabri, 2022). 
However, Najib is seen to only use his ethos appeal when he is speaking in the party’s division meeting and general assembly. This might be attributed to the speaker's indisputable legitimacy, stemming from being Malaysia’s youngest lawmaker at age 22, in addition to being the son of Malaysia's second premier, the nephew of the third and leader of most influential political party in Malaysia. He is no foreign in the realm of politics. Therefore, the utilisation of ethos serves to remind and ensure that the party member regards him as a leader and acknowledges his legitimacy, despite allegations of misconduct. He utilizes narratives to challenge negative perceptions and reshape the opposition opinion by consistently emphasised his commitment to the well-being of the party and Malay community. He attempted to portray himself as innocent, and that he has becoming a victim of political persecution. 
Nevertheless, when it pertains to addressing his fraudulent allegations and the court’s ruling over his case, his use of ethos is limited, indicating a deliberate focus on logical and emotive arguments rather than relying on his own credibility or reputation. This might be due to the fact that excessive use of it may further exacerbate the damage to his current reputation or ethos. Utilising ethos as a persuasive strategy in corruption allegations becomes challenging because it relies on trustworthiness, especially if a politician is involved in fraudulent practices, as it significantly diminishes their credibility. A politician who has breached the principles of honesty and integrity is unlikely to earn the trust and confidence of the public. If a politician is seen as corrupt, their efforts to employ ethos to rationalise their conduct may face scepticism, thereby exacerbating the damage to their already existing ethos or credibility. The results of this study align with the findings of a study conducted by Fatmawati et.al, (2020) and Zainal Anuar & Jalli (2020), which revealed that Najib often utilises elements of logical evidence (logo) to enhance the credibility of his arguments, rendering them difficult to dispute. Najib consciously tried to humanise his image and enhance his public relatability, to foster a personal rapport with his supporters and cultivates a feeling of trust and connection with his audience. Drawing from this research, Najib Razak employs a similar strategy to humanize himself—presenting himself as a target and victim of political persecution—while appealing to the public for compassion and understanding. 

CONCLUSION
Najib Razak is a skilled orator, and his extensive political background has propelled him to his current position. Based on previous and present study, it can be concluded that Najib’s rhetorical style is a versatile and situation-specific approach. His approach to communication and persuasion is clearly influenced by many socio-political, economic, and cultural elements. This requires him to be adaptable and sensitive to the changing situations in which he uses his rhetoric. Najib's diverse rhetorical approach, in response to his corruption allegations and the court's ruling, demonstrates his efforts to negotiate the complexities of his corruption allegations while simultaneously attempting to influence public opinion in his favour. Interestingly, his use of ethos is limited, indicating a deliberate focus on logical and emotive arguments rather than relying on his credibility. This can likely be ascribed to the speaker engagement in fraudulent behaviour, which destroys the credibility of the speaker. 
Aristotle, in his treatise ‘On Rhetoric’, emphasizes the ethical use of persuasive rhetoric. He contends that one ought not to deceive using rhetorical syllogisms or any other form of rhetorical manipulation (Ahonen, 2016), as it can potentially lead to harm in political settings due to their ability to manipulate emotions, distort credibility, and prioritize rhetoric over substance (Amos et al., 2021; D’Errico & Poggi, 2012; Shanahan & Seele, 2015). Utilizing rhetoric ethically in politics is crucial, for not only it can cultivate openness, but encourage a well-informed discussion, while upholding a democratic principle.  Ultimately, this will lead to an informed citizen who critically evaluates and discern rhetorical speeches, thus, collectively demanding accountability from the politician for their words, actions, and policies.
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