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Introduction
The presidential handling of foreign policy will certainly have different judgment from various individuals based on their perceptions and analysis. The emergence of various global challenges in different parts of the world calls the attention of presidents. In most cases, presidents are responsible of handling issues that arose from past regimes when they take office. This can best be exemplified by members of a relay team where someone who takes over from their predecessor always will do a hard job for some time, and then will pass it over to the next person. This has been the situation in the United States of America for presidents on how they dealt with the rising forces in the Middle East, Al-Qaeda during Bush’s time and ISIS during Obama’s time. There have been challenges that are posed to United States and the Middle East at large by these groups, Al-Qaeda and ISIS (Ragazzi, 2017).
What is more, each of the presidents had his own way of dealing with the challenges that arose in the Middle East. For example, the 43rd president of the United States, G. W. Bush, had his own diplomatic way of handling Iraq the actual roots of Al-Qaeda growth. Through his various speeches and interviews one is able to tell how as a president he had the interests of the nation and international challenges at heart. This has been the same case with his successor, the 44th president, Barrack Obama who also come into leadership and took over the war against terrorism from Bush. Despite the fact that ISIS had some basis of growth during the time of Bush, this time it was prompt forming another terror group. Obama has been able to deal with Al-Qaeda as he cleared one of its greatest leaders and founder, Osama Bin Laden. Thereafter the ISIS rose came into being that forced Obama to find new diplomatic ways of handling the terror group. Through his speech and interviews, Obama has shown how able he can stand out for America and the World at large (Bloom, 2017). 
In line with that, President Obama is known for his use of strategies in speech. They act as means for expressing ideas by using words that may be out of context to discuss about a particular idea.  There can be a comparison between the human body and a garage as a way to boldly bring out the intended significance of the statement. Use of strategies has been applied by many leaders in their speech to portray how much they are into something in the process of fighting it or finding a solution. President Obama and his predecessor president Bush are some of the leaders who exploit the use of strategies (Crenshaw & LaFree, 2017). 
Public diplomacy 
In the fight against terrorism there is always a call for a public diplomacy. Public diplomacy entails the effective communication with the public all over the world, to find an understanding, valuations, and even embrace the America’s vision and ideas. This is one of America’s operative weapons of persuasion, outreach and policy. Notably, American presidents always seek permission when they want to make moves that are related to matters of the world. Once the public gives a go ahead into a particular issue, it is then they go forth implementing such an idea. The United States could have not won over the Al-Qaeda by the use of arms strength alone. It had to explore for alternative means to change the understanding in the Middle East first and alter the terms of their debates that are always portrayed  the US negatively. 
Obama’s administration has enhanced the strategies used by his predecessor on handling various issues related to war in the Middle East.  Due to this there have been changes on the global debate since Obama rose into power, but in return the US has received shallow gains that are reversible. This administration has lacked ideas on how to defeat the ISIS and Al-Qaeda as it has resolved on the public persuasion alone. Public diplomacy is intended in changing people’s minds and brings in a common idea which is difficult to achieve. Overreliance on public diplomacy will always lead to increased terrorism as there will be the emergence of two groups that will strongly advocate for different issues. With the emergence of two groups with conflicting virtues, terrorism activities will arise in society (Maogoto, 2016).  
Apart from that, terrorism is the unlawful use or threatened use of violence or force by an individual or a societal group against another group of people or property having an intention of pressing governments or societies mostly for the ideological purposes. There are groups that rise due to this fact and they demand others to embrace their ideas, ISIS and Al-Qaeda are examples of such groups. Terrorism in the current world is being used to further a political cause. The Modern terrorism had large emergency after the 2nd World War seeing the rise of the nationalist movements in the European powers. These movements wanted to make it public for the cause of their rising and reach for a global policy that will cater for them. These movements made other people to suffer and at other times they were exploited and eventually these conflicts transformed from being local and they became matters of international concern (Maogoto, 2016). This is because they affected the whole world unlike in initially where they affected a particular region. The US has portrayed its abilities of fighting these groups that are just meant for terrorism but they aborted their initial agenda they were advocating for.
ISIS is an Islamic terrorist group that has control over Iraq and Syria and limited control over Libya and Nigeria. The group also has many affiliates by its side in other parts across the world. ISIS follows a characteristic variety of Islam, who has beliefs that the way to the Day of Judgment is a matter to its strategy that makes it easy to for the United States to identify the enemy. ISIS movement started in 2010 under the leadership of Abu Bakr al-Baghdadi that seem to have taken over from the Al-Qaeda organization. It has portrayed assaults across northern and central Iraq, and it is currently in control of western Iraq and eastern Syria that has made it the most effective jihadi movement. ISIS actions have led to the involvement of the US under president Obama into its matters to help stop their impunity (Kaválek, 2015).
Al Qaeda was founded in May 1996 as a World Islamic Front advocating for Jihad against Jews and Crusaders, its roots of origination and basement was majorly in Afghanistan. Osama bin Laden, in 1998, signed a fatwa to take lead of Al-Qaeda who declared war on the West, US being the main target and Israel. The major goal of Al-Qaeda was to evict the US military forces from Saudi Arabia. Al-Qaeda under Osama violently opposed the US because of various reasons. United States was not being governed as per the Islam interpretation hence it was regarded as being infidel (Flannery, 2015). They also believed that the US was providing support to other infidel governments like Egypt, Saudi Arabia, Israel and the United Nations Organization that were considered enemies to the group. Al-Qaeda was also reacting to the arrest, conviction and imprisonment of individuals that were for Al-Qaeda or its affiliates. George Bush was the US president who majored so much on fighting terrorism imposed to people and nations by the Al-Qaeda group.
Strategies 
In the determination of aggressiveness that is portrayed through the use of strategies by the two presidents, Obama and Bush towards ISIS and Al-Qaeda respectively, there will be research analysis of the press releases, speeches and interviews.  The analysis will consider the use of strategies in both the administration of Obama and Bush. The strategies that will be identified are those classified engaged in identification of conflicts general strategies and personifications in their speeches will also be identified (Turner, 2015).  A five phase strategy for identifying strategies is applied in this case to identify strategies found in the speeches used. 
Phase 1 will involve identification of all the possible strategies through reading through the various sources and underlining all strategies identified.
The second phase will involve the confirmation and rejection of the strategies basing on the dictionaries and the meaning of the words based on the contextual use. 
Phases 3, 4, and 5 will involve the discussion on the general strategies, conflict strategies and personification as it will base on different strategies. 
After the identification of the strategies has been done, they will then be analyzed on qualitative basis. The qualitative basis will encompass a scale from 1 to 5; where 1 is being non-aggressive, 5 is very aggressive and the others will be used accordingly.	
The global fight against terrorism has seen the United States of America on the lead in eradication of terror groups. The US presidents involved had big parts to play as they led the fight against Al-Qaeda and ISIS, and the choice of their words were so prescriptive on how the world will project the fight against this terrorism. There are metaphorical terms used in speech by Bush the 43rd US president against Al-Qaeda and Obama the 44th president of US that depict how they were strong in handling the terrorism in the world. These words can be used to measure their capabilities and how unwavering they were in dealing with and fight of these terrorist groups (Holbrook, 2015).
The analysis and discussion that will be involved in this research will be qualitative analysis therefore it will not focus on just part of and the quotes in the speech but not the whole speech. It will base on the analysis of the conflict, personification, and general strategies. Bush uses these choices of words to show how it is the role of the whole nation to stand together as it has been during the time they had peace, “sleeping”, and this time they are being faced with danger from the terrorists. He refers to the whole of them as a country, which brings in the public diplomacy as he persuades all of them to get one ideological direction and term Al-Qaeda as a terror group (Crenshaw & LaFree, 2017). 
Bush also uses conflict strategies in his statements. Conflict metaphor brings in conflict between two oppositions portrayed in the same statement and represents the negativity and positivity of the conflict.  For instance, evil has found a willing servant; this depicts the opposition between evil and goodness. The terrorist are referred to as evil people from the statement who is the willing servants for evil. A servant is a person who undertakes duties for others; therefore these individuals are taken to be willing servants.  Willing can be defined as being ready and prepared to do something. The metaphor explained with the definition it means that evil has found persons that are ready and prepared to serve it. These words portray the goodness part of the opposition of goodness and evil. 
The next metaphor Bush uses, is where he describes the terrorists live, they dwell in dark corners of earth (Archetti, 2015). A dwelling place is where someone or something lives at specifically. Hence, the terrorist are said to be living at a specific place. The specific place they live is the dark corners of the earth. Dark is defined as a place that is arising from evil. Therefore, the terrorist lives in places that arise from evil. Bush also refers to the terrorist as “Axis of Evil”. Axis definition means a line on which an angle rotates; therefore Bush refers these countries as a line on which evil rotates. 
Obama also uses various words to define ISIS as a terrorist group and his stand as a US leader. Obama uses “cancer” a medical metaphor that is a serious and a fatal condition that frequently leads to death in the current world. Even with the current modernized and technological world beating cancer is a hard task that needs great skills and practice. Obama refers ISIS as cancer, to indicate that clearing ISIS will require skills and patience. Obama portrays how it sounds not easy for him to tackle the whole issue. Another metaphor also by use of the word “erase” in the process of clearing ISIS. Written marks on a paper by a lead pencil can be cleared by using an eraser. Metaphorically it is also practical to erase mistakes, problems, or bad parts of our lives. Obama in his statement feels it is not possible to clear everything about the terrorist groups (Zelin, 2014). This suddenly defines how strong the terrorist groups are compared to the United States of America.
President Obama also depicts the metaphorical words when he uses the word “strength”. Human beings have their strength that is determined by how masculine they are and it can be increased through physical exercises, physical labor and weight lifting. Metaphorically countries acquire their strength from their citizens or the military power in their possession. Obama uses this word to refer to the power that United States is using to clear up the terrorists that makes the country stronger overpowering the ISIS powers. The aggressiveness portrayed here can be graded as 4/5 aggressiveness as he depicts that his nation is stronger and has no fear of the terrorists. He also uses the word when he demands for support of the Congress besides his authority as a president to clear up the ISIS. It is metaphorical that he portrays how he is weak in his position to handle the ISIS powers unless he has the support from the Congress behind him (Zelin, 2014). Therefore, in his aggressiveness in comparison to Bush as to having presidential authority he is 1/5 aggressive. He shows the country that as a president he has failed and needs a replacement with another person who can fully exercise the authority as a president in the fight against terrorism.
In his speech, Obama also uses the words “dragged into” metaphorically. A person who lack strength or is in a wrong position can be easily pulled or pushed into a weaker position. In certain situations weaker people are compulsorily dragged into a new situation by something or someone stronger than them. Metaphorically, countries can be led into a war and other problems that they could not wish to be in and cannot take control of by their countries. In the use of words, Obama portrays to the world that the United States of America is weak after being dragged into war and becoming a victim of threats from ISIS.  Further, he describes how they were dragged into the Iraq war during Bush’s time of presidency. He tries to bring it out that Bush was a weak end to be easily convinced to fight back with Al-Qaeda. This would be accredited as 2/5 aggressiveness, as Obama he tries to show to the enemies how America is greatly desperately in need of help to feel safe (Crenshaw & LaFree, 2017).
Conclusion
The analyzed strategies conclude that they increase the persuasiveness of speeches that influences the logos, pathos, and ethos. The strategies used either establishes a figure of the enemy or that of the nation. They are used to exercise and attain the public diplomacy whereby they persuade the citizens and the nation at large to embrace the fight against terrorism. According to the conducted research on the measurements of aggressiveness depicted in the metaphorical quotes between Obama and Bush on ISIS and Al-Qaeda respectively it is clear to find that the hypothesis questions are correct. Bush administration was more stable and aggressive towards Al-Qaeda in comparison to that of Obama towards the ISIS.
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