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AHOTAILISA

JlocipKeHHsT IPUCBSIUEHE aHai3y MOMITUYHOTO TUCKYpCy 3 (OKycOoM Ha
KOMYHIKaIlll MPEe3uJeHTIB MiJ Yac BHOOpPYMX KaMIaHId Ta 1HABrypaliiHuX
IpPOMOB. AKTYyalbHICTh JOCHIKEHHS TMOJSIrae y BUBYCHHI MOBHM BJaad Ta
nepeKoHaHHs, GOpMYBaHHS TPOMAJICHKOT IYMKH Ta MOJITUYHOTO BILIUBY.

O0'ekTOM JOCHIDKEHHSI € MaHINYJSTHBHI MPUHOMH y TTPOMOBAX Cy4aCHHUX
aHTJIOMOBHUX TIOJIITUKIB.

ITpenmerom nociimkeHHs € BepOaabHl 3aco00M KOMYHIKAIlii.

Meta pobOTH - AOCTIAWTH JIHTBICTUYHI MPHUMOMHU BIUIMBY HAa CBIIOMICTH
peluIlienTa y MPOMOBax MOJIITHUKIB 1] Yac BUOOPUMX KaMIIaHii.

3aBnaHHs nependavyaroTh: BUBUEHHS TMOHSTTS MOJITUYHOIO JTUCKYpPCY Ta
MaHIMyJISALii; BU3HAYEHHS CYTHOCTI MAaHIMYJSTUBHOIO BIUIMBY Ha CBIJIOMICTb
JIOJIMHU, aHali3 BepOaJbHUX 3ac001B KOMYHIKAIlT, TOCHIIKEHHS KOHKPETHHX
MPUKJIAAIB BUKOPUCTAHHS AHMIIMCHKOI MOBM B MAaHIMYJISITUBHUX CTpaTerisx 1
TaKTHUKaX.

3arajoMm, MOJITUYHUMA JUCKYpPC — L€ IHCTPYMEHT BIUIMBY Ha T'POMAJICBKY
JTYMKY, 110 BKJIIOYae B ce0e pi3Hl cTpaTerii nepekoHaHHs. [IoHATTS MaHimysmsiii
BKJIFOYAE NIICTh CTPATETid 1 ABAIATh TaKTUK. [Ipe3ueHTChKMii AUCKYpC BKIIIOUAE
pi3HI KOMYHIKaTHBHI >KaHpH, 30KpeMa oQimiiiHi 3BEepHEHHs, NepenBHOOpUl
IPOMOBH, KPHU30BI KOMYHIKAIlli, TMOJITHYHI 3asBU, Mpec-KOHPEpeHii Ta
B32€EMO/IIIO0 B COIIAIbBHUX MEpekax.

PoGota 3arnmuOmro€eThCsi B KOMIUIEKCHI €JIEMEHTH MPE3UJIEHTCHKOrO
JTUCKYpPCY, NOCHIKYIOUM JIEKCUYHI, IpaMaTH4HI Ta CTWJIICTUYHI 3aco0H, W10
BUKOPHUCTOBYIOTHCSl TMOJITUUHUMHU JIIAEpaMU JJiE CTBOPEHHS TEPEKOHJIMBUX
poMOB. Y JOCHIDKeHH] mpoaHanizoBaHo npomoBu J[x. baiinena, J[. Tpamna ta
b. O6amu, BU3HAYEHO JICKCUYHI, TPaMaTUYHI Ta CTUJIICTUYHI O3HAKH.

[naBrypariina npomoa JIxx. baiiiena BTUTFO€ OCHOBHI I[IHHOCTI AMEpUKH,
MPOMAary4u €IHICTh, pllIydicTh 1 cTiikicTh. [IpomoBa Tpamma Harosoumrye Ha

naTpioTU3Mi Ta BIJIMOBINAIBHOCTI, a MpoMoBU OOamMu — Ha €IHOCTI Ta PIBHOCTI.



He3Baxkatoun Ha CHUIBHI cTpaTerii, KOXHAa MPOMOBA BimoOpaxae yHIKaIbHI
NPIOPUTETU Ta KOHTEKCTH.
Knwuosi cnoea. nonimuunuii OUCKypc, MAHINYAAYis, NPe3udeHmcbKi

NpoOMOGU, cmpamezii MaHinyaAayil, Makmuky MaHinyaayil, NOJIMu4Ha KOMYHIKaYis.



ABSTRACT

This study explores political discourse, focusing on presidential
communication during election campaigns and inaugural addresses. The relevance
of the study is the insights into language of power and persuasion and shaping
public opinion and political influence.

The object of the study is the manipulative techniques in modern English-
speaking politicians' speeches.

The subject of the study is focused on verbal means of communication.

The aim is to investigate the linguistic methods of impacting the recipient's
consciousness in the speeches of politicians during election campaigns.

The objectives involve: study of the concept of political discourse and
manipulation; definition of the essence of manipulative influence on human
consciousness, analysis of verbal means of communication; examination
of specific examples of English use in manipulative strategies and tactics.

Overall, political discourse is a tool used to influence public opinion,
involving various persuasive strategies. The concept of manipulation includes six
strategies and twenty tactics. Presidential discourse includes various
communication genres, including formal addresses, campaign speeches, crisis
communication, policy announcements, press conferences, and social media
interactions.

The work delves into the complex elements of presidential discourse,
examining lexical, grammatical, and stylistic indicators used by political leaders to
create persuasive speeches. It analyzes speeches by J. Biden, D. Trump, and
B. Obama, identifying lexical and grammatical as well as stylistic means.

J. Biden's inaugural address embodies America's core values, promoting
unity, determination, and resilience. Trump's speech emphasizes patriotism and
accountability, while Obama's speeches underline unity and equality. Despite
sharing common strategies, each speech reflects the unique priorities and contexts.

Keywords: political discourse, manipulation, presidential speeches,

manipulation strategies, manipulation tactics, political communication.
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INTRODUCTION
The study of political discourse is critical for understanding the processes of

country governance, public opinion, and social change. In terms of political
discourse, the United States is an important setting for political leaders to present
their ambitions, initiatives, and objectives. The complexities of political
communication, defined by its persuasive nature and strategic manipulation,
require an in-depth analysis in order to understand its influence on society and
politics. Many scientists devoted their works to the investigation of political
discourse including Teun A. Van Dijk, N. Kondratenko, N. Nahorna, Patricia
L. Dunmire, and others. However, despite the interest of many scientists in the
study of political discourse, it still has a lot of things to investigate. Thus, the
relevance of this work lies in a complex analysis of political discourse, focusing
on presidential communication during election campaigns and inaugural addresses.
It provides insights into the language of power and persuasion in American
politics, analyzing lexical, grammatical, and stylistic features of speeches and
manipulation strategies. The research contributes to understanding how language
shapes public opinion and builds political influence, impacting discourse analysis,
political communication techniques, and discussions about the relationship
between language and politics.

The aim of this work is a comprehensive study and systematization of
verbal means of influencing the consciousness of the recipient in the speeches of
English-speaking politicians during election campaigns.

In accordance with the aim of this study, the objectives of the work are:

e to research the concept of political discourse and the phenomenon of
manipulation in modern linguistics;

e to determine the essence of the manipulative influence on human
consciousness through the language;

e to analyze verbal means of communicative influence on the addressee in

English speeches of politicians during election campaigns;



e to analyze specific examples of the English use in manipulative strategies
and tactics related to the election process.

The object of the study is the manipulative techniques within the political
discourse that are used in speeches of modern English-speaking politicians.

The subject of the study is verbal means of communication realization such
as stylistic devices, lexical and grammatical units, which are used to influence the
consciousness of the addressee.

Research methods are based on the method of critical analysis of
theoretical works of different scientists is used to consider the concept of political
discourse and the phenomenon of manipulation and its influence on consciousness
as an integral part of speeches of English-speaking politicians. Descriptive,
interpretive, qualitative and quantitative research methods are used to observe,
analyze and classify individual linguistic cases of manipulation of consciousness in
order to further interpret them in a particular communicative situation and
systematize the linguistic means of manipulation in the form of manipulative
strategies and tactics.

The theoretical value of this work is to expand information of political
discourse, manipulation strategies and tactics, and genre classification in political
communication.

The practical value of this work will assist linguists, communication
professionals, political analysts, and policymakers to obtain a better understanding
of the way political leaders use language and rhetoric to affect public opinion. This
thesis can be used in a variety of courses and disciplines, including Linguistics
(discourse analysis, sociolinguistics, pragmatics), Political Science (political
communication, rhetoric, American politics), Communication Studies (persuasion
and politics), American Studies, as well as Language and Politics.

The novelty of the study refers to the thorough examination of both
theoretical and practical elements of political communication. The investigation of
Biden’s, Trump’s, and Obama'’s speeches provides contemporary perspectives on

modern political discourse. The work dives into the complexities of language
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use by thorough analysis of lexical, grammatical, and stylistic elements, as well as
manipulative strategies and tactics. Its interdisciplinary approach, which relies on
linguistics, rhetoric, and political science, increases its academic accuracy,
establishing it as a contribution to the field.

Language data of the work is based on books and Internet sources that
relate to the topic of this work. Overall, 19 speeches were taken for analysis, for a
total of 164 pages.

The structure of the work consists of an introduction, tree main parts,
conclusions to these parts and the general conclusion, as well as references to the

sources that were used in this work and appendix.



1. THEORETICAL ASPECTS OF POLITICAL DISCOURCE
RESEARCH

1.1 The concept of political discourse and its functions in modern
linguistics

In the modern age, resolving pressing conflicts over war and peace,
establishing an integrated area for the goal of social and economic unity, and
resolving political obstacles require careful, accurate, and truthful examination,
perception and interpretation of specific aspects of a phenomenon or its general
features. Numerous academic disciplines have conducted research on the topic of
political speech. Political philosophy, subsequently, examines the relationship
between political language and concepts such as ‘“power,” ‘“action,” and
“authority” with regard to of the speaker's linguistic characteristics and the way his
speech is understood [61, p. 248].

Recognizing the connection between the ideas of “politics and language”
depends in large part on highlighting the final section of the discourse, which
focuses on the establishment, expression, and preservation of power relations in
society [39, p. 215].

It is impossible for political regime to exist without communication.
Language is essential to persuade, instruct, inform, etc. Unlike other areas of
human activities, politics is unique mainly because of its discursive nature: most
political actions are physical actions by their nature. That's the reason why it is not
by chance that a number of scientists consider political activity as a speech activity
[38, p. 48].

Political discourse is a main point of interest within the realm of political
linguistics, drawing attention from numerous scholars. While various definitions
exist, Teun A. Van Dijk defines political discourse as the language used in political
contexts to communicate and negotiate relations of power, social identities, and

ideological perspectives. He underlines that political discourse encompasses not



only the meaning of political messages, but also their structure, framing, and
interpretation within certain sociopolitical context [11, p. 203].

According to N. Kondratenko, who uses a communicative-discursive
approach, political discourse is a particular form of political communication. It
entails the actualization of a political text in a communicative act of interaction
between a political subject (politician, political force, or power) and an object
(audience, electorate, voter) [54, p. 12].

Additionally, Kondratenko makes a distinction between various political
discourse forms based on intentional, formal, communicative, and other aspects.
She provides the following classification of the aims of political discourse:
informational, persuasive, motivating, and expressive. It also takes into account the
following factors: the factor of the addressee (personal and mass addressed), the
speaker's factor (targeted and mediated), the sphere of functioning (televised,
newspaper and magazine, advertising, PR), and the form (oral and written) [54,
p.67].

Furthermore, the definition of A.N.Baranov is often considered
foundational: political discourse encompasses “the collective body of speech acts
employed in political deliberations, alongside the established norms of public
policy, steeped in tradition and verified through experience [24, p. 88]”.

Adding her distinctive insights, E.R. Levenkova expands the concept of
political discourse to encompass the cognitive dimension of human experience,
emphasizing its vital role in contemporary discourse analysis. She claims that
political discourse can be seen as “the linguistic expression of communal practices
within the realm of political culture, characterized by the adept use of language
grounded in the culturally and historically shaped psyche of its participants [24,
p.88]”.

According to O. Shaygal's semiotic perspective, political discourse can be
defined as a symbolic formation with two dimensions: real and virtual. Its real
dimension is a text within a particular political communication context, and its

virtual dimension consists of verbal and nonverbal signals intended to serve the
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political communication field, a list of previous statements, models of typical
speech acts, and concepts of typical genres of communication in this domain. [51,
p.9].

L. Nagorna emphasizes that the political aspect of the concept of “discourse”
most accurately reflects its definition as a type of language communication, as well
as a semantic space in which political meanings are tested. The discourse can be
broadly seen as a means of coordinating social, cultural, and personal information.
It concentrates on the examination of linguistic communication and specific texts,
speeches, and interviews from a more limited, applied perspective [58, p. 34].

K. Serazhim's work provides a broad definition of political discourse as a
text that is determined by the political communication context [62, p. 240]. This
concept is consistent with the traditional definition put forward by N. Arutyunova,
which states that discourse is “speech immersed in life”. It is clear that “speech
immersed in political life" is what political discourse is.

Political discourse has a very multifunctional social purpose. The attention
of scientists, as well as other experts in related fields is that it seeks to influence the
formation of public opinion, the conquest and retention of power. However, this is
not its only function. Political discourse is aimed to inform the population about
political problems, creating a basis for persuading the addressees. One of the
important functions of this type of discourse is propaganda, i.e. the suggestion of
certain views, life values, and ideals of the public. Equally important is the control
over the dissemination of information, persuading the listener, encouraging him to
take certain actions in order to achieve political goals. This type of discourse is
mainly used to justify political strategies and impose ideological orientation [47,
p.125].

O. Sheigal, considering the function of political discourse, proves that its
main function is instrumental - the struggle for power, its acquisition and
preservation. This function is global in relation to the language, as the
communicative function covers the language as a whole. The above-mentioned

function is manifested in mobilization for actions that stimulate their
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implementation in the form of direct appeals, slogans, appeals, legislative acts; on
the other hand, creating the appropriate emotional mood (hope, pride for the
country, confidence, hostility, hatred). Speech acts also stimulate corresponding
actions, for example, threatening to use force can stop a strike. Speech acts such as
expressions of support and trust are the most important incentives for political
activity [38, p. 48].

Linguist Chudinov A.P. in his research outlined that political discourse
involves various functions of language including:

1) the motivational function is the primary driver of discourse,
conveying both explicit and implicit emotions such as fear, anger, or
unity;

2) the communicative function, which transmits information about
important political events and trends, the emotive function, which
expresses the speaker's feelings and emotions;

3) the phatic function, which establishes and maintains communicative
contact;

4) the metalanguage helps convey the meaning of words or phrases,
often involving politicians explaining terms and concepts to ensure
their meaning is clear to the audience;

5) the aesthetic function creates expressiveness in speech, making it
vivid and memorable, similar to literary texts.

The functional features of political discourse include standardization and
expression. Standardization ensures that the discourse is accessible to a wide range
of recipients, while expression allows for the author's emotional state and attitude
towards the topic. The use of stylistic means in political discourse also contributes
to its vividness and memorable nature [68, p.133].

D. Graeber highlights the following purposes of political speech in his work:

e setting the agenda (or determining the content of the agenda) and

information distribution are two equally significant components of political
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discourse in respect to the populace. Controlling the dissemination of

information is the fundamental duty of this role;

e projection into the future and the past, which consists in predicting policy

for the future, analyzing positive or negative past experiences [38, p. 49]

One such role that many linguists identify is the construction of speech
reality. This function is called creative by B. Yu. Norman. He defines it as a
situation when the speech essence takes a priority over non-speech.

The magical function, which is closely associated with the creative function,
takes form of taboos such as oaths and prayers. Modern man is also characterized
by his belief in the power of words, which defines both political and religious
discourse [60, p. 6].

It is important to mention that verbal reality can take two forms: democratic
and dictatorial. It is the totalitarian-political discourse that, within certain limits,
approaches the religious one. Perception of a political leader as a divinity
possessing supernatural qualities is another aspect of such a manifestation. Thus,
political propaganda, persuasion, and influence serve as the main purposes of
political speech. Sociocultural interaction requires discourse, which has
characteristics such as aims, interests, and styles as well as the development of
public opinion that the discourse's author needs in order to succeed [60, p. 6].

A number of scholars are currently examining the linguistic aspects of
political discourse, commonly referred to as “political language”, which defines a
particular communication style or manner with the addressee. Political language
and extralinguistic reality have a reciprocal relationship. On the one hand, because
it represents the nation's beliefs, customs, and priorities, it is greatly impacted by
the political situation on the international scene. For instance, political reality
frequently asks speakers to distinguish between “their own” and “strangers” in
their own language, and it's frequently important to properly draw this line in order
to prevent conflicts [27, p. 90].

However, in political discourse, the choice of language is extremely

important. It gives you the ability to impact the addressee's consciousness,
13



influencing how they will interpret certain facts and act upon understanding them.
It's important to remember that political language has a crucial role in shaping
public perceptions of politicians and political parties, as well as in the process of
making significant decisions. There are numerous instances where a well-received
public performance altered the trajectory of historical events, particularly those
related to the military [23, p. 738].

In addition to discussing the production and interpretation of political
speech, T.A.van Dijk discusses the concept of two kinds of knowledge. He
differentiates between "general cultural knowledge shared by participants of
various social groups” and “knowledge shared by participants of a separate social
group”. The first kind, which is objective and undeniable, serves as the foundation
for communication. The main difference between the two types of knowledge is
that the similarities are limited to a specific community. This information appears
to be limited to the beliefs and opinions of others [11, p. 274].

Overall, political discourse is a complex and multifaceted process that
requires careful consideration of various functions and styles to effectively

communicate and engage with the audience.

1.2 The role of persuasion and pragmatics in political discourse

Persuasion in political discourse is a sophisticated and indispensable aspect
of modern democracy. Political leaders, candidates, and advocates employ a
myriad of strategies and techniques to sway public opinion, garner support, and
influence policy decisions. It is important to understand the multifaceted nature of
persuasion in political discourse and explore its key elements and strategies as well
as their impact on shaping beliefs and behaviors [33, p. 134-135].

One of the main strategies in political persuasion is the use of emotional
appeals. Politicians skillfully tap into emotions such as fear, hope, empathy, anger,
or pride to create a powerful connection with the audience. Emotional language,

compelling narratives, and vivid imagery are employed to evoke strong emotional
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responses, which can motivate action or reshape attitudes towards specific issues
or candidates [15, p. 38].

Building credibility and trust are crucial in effective persuasion. Politicians
use their experience, track record, and references to the trusted sources to establish
credibility with the audience. Trustworthy speakers are more likely to persuade
their audience, as credibility supports their arguments and suggestions [31, p.89].

Political discourse often includes appeals to authority, where politicians
refer to experts, leaders, or institutions to support their arguments or policies. This
appeal relies on the perceived expertise or credibility of the authority figure to
boost the persuasiveness of the message. Expert opinions can shape public opinion
and reinforce the legitimacy of political positions [25, p. 58].

Logical reasoning and argumentation play a crucial role in persuasive
discourse. Politicians use evidence, statistics, analogies, and reasoning to support
their claims, counter opposing arguments, and highlight the benefits of their
proposals. Logical coherence and consistency are essential in building persuasive
arguments that resonate with the rational judgment of the audience [22, p. 152].

Highlighting social proof, such as public opinion polls, recommendations
from influential figures, or examples of widespread support, can persuade
individuals to align with popular or accepted views. Appeal to social norms,
values, as well as shared identities shape attitudes and behaviors within political
discourse, as people tend to comply with perceived social standards [21, p. 100].

Framing refers to the representation and interpretation of issues, policies, or
events. Politicians use framing techniques to shape perceptions, emphasize certain
aspects, and influence how the audience interprets information. Positive framing
presents ideas in a beneficial light, while negative framing highlights risks or
consequences, strategically shaping public opinion [20, p. 74].

Effective persuasion often includes a clear call to action, urging the audience
to support a candidate, approve a policy, vote, donate, or engage in specific

behaviors. A compelling call to action provides a sense of urgency, importance,
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and personal relevance, motivating immediate response and active participation [2,
p. 38].

Repetition of key messages and consistent messaging across different
platforms and contexts strengthens persuasion. Politicians use slogans,
catchphrases, and memorable statements to ensure that their message is
remembered and associated with their identity or campaign. Consistency in
messaging builds familiarity and reinforces the persuasiveness of political
communication [16, p. 96].

Persuasive political communication also involves understanding the values,
beliefs, concerns, and preferences of the audience. Adopting the message, tone,
and style to resonate with different demographic groups or ideological positions
enhances persuasiveness and engagement of the audience. The adaptation of
communication strategies to specific audiences promotes a stronger connection and
increases the possibility of successful persuasion [1, p. 137].

The development of social media has dramatically changed the political
landscape. Nowadays politicians interact directly with voters through platforms
such as Twitter. The informal nature of social media communication poses new
challenges to pragmatics. Politicians have to craft concise messages that are clear
and impactful within character limits. Additionally, understanding online language
standards such as emojis and internet slang becomes important to effectively
connect with online audiences [5, p. 76].

In the digital age, engagement plays a crucial role in political persuasion as
well. Politicians use social media, live streaming, interactive websites, and online
forums to directly engage with voters, gather feedback, address concerns, and
mobilize support. Interactive communication channels offer opportunities for
personalized messaging, promoting a sense of inclusivity and involvement among
the audience [29, p. 572].

Finally, the interpretation of political discourse relies heavily on pragmatics.
Listeners decode the intended meaning by considering the context, the speaker's

background, and their own cultural norms. Irony, sarcasm, and metaphors all rely
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on the audience's pragmatic understanding. When a politician states: “My opponent
has a great plan...on Mars!” the audience, through their pragmatic interpretation,
recognizes the statement as sarcastic, revealing the speaker's disapproval [27, p.
49].

The actualization of political discourse, its transformation from text to
spoken word, is another stage where pragmatics plays a vital role. Beyond the
literal meaning of the words, politicians rely on paralinguistic features such as
vocal pitch and pace to convey additional meaning. A raised voice can signal
anger, while a moderate tone might indicate authority. Non-verbal cues such as
gestures and facial expressions further enrich the message. A furrowed brow might
convey seriousness, and a genuine smile can build trust. Understanding these
pragmatic elements cam provide a more detailed interpretation of the message. For
instance, a politician delivering a passionate speech with a slightly raised voice
might not be expressing anger, but rather conveying strong conviction in their
ideas [7, p. 65].

Politicians rarely say everything explicitly. They rely on implied meaning to
convey some additional meanings beyond the literal words. For example, a
politician might state, “My opponent hasn't released their tax returns. What are
they hiding?” This seemingly simple statement implicates that the opponent has
something to hide, without explicitly stating it. The audience can draw this
conclusion through their pragmatic understanding. This allows politicians to
distance themselves from potentially damaging accusations while still creating
certain doubts in the minds of their listeners [26, p. 4-7].

Pragmatics also plays a role in the use of euphemisms. Politicians might
downplay unpleasant situations using more palatable terms. For instance, instead
of saying “cut funding for social programs”, they might say “implement fiscal
responsibility measures”. Euphemisms can help politicians mitigate negative
reactions while still conveying their message. However, overuse of euphemisms

can also lead to a lack of transparency and hiding the real issues [22, p. 48].
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Register refers to the formality or informality of the used language.
Pragmatics helps us understand how politicians adjust their register depending on
the audience and context. In a formal setting addressing the nation, a politician
might use a more elevated register with complex vocabulary. However, switching
to a more informal register with colloquial language and humor can be effective in
connecting with a local audience at a town hall meeting. Understanding register
shows how politicians negotiate power dynamics through language. Formal
language emphasizes authority, whereas informal language promotes a feeling of
community and connection [34, p. 3-5].

Political discourse is not limited to national borders. Cultural pragmatics
focuses on how cultural norms shape the creation of meaning. When politicians
engage in international relations, understanding these cultural differences becomes
crucial. A gesture that might be considered friendly in one culture could be
offensive in another. Misunderstandings arising from cultural pragmatics can
damage diplomatic relations and hinder effective communication [28, p. 34-38].

Pragmatics makes it possible to see beyond the surface of political discourse.
It provides the interpretation of the strategies employed by politicians. For
example, a politician might state: “We need to fix the healthcare system”,
presupposing that the system is indeed broken. Additionally, pragmatics suggests
the use of politeness theory. Politicians strive for a balance between asserting their
position and maintaining positive face, avoiding offense. This often translates into
persuasive yet respectful language, even when criticizing opponents [28, p. 38].

In conclusion, the role of persuasion in political discourse encompasses a
diverse array of strategies and techniques aimed at shaping beliefs, attitudes, and
behaviors. Emotional appeals, credibility building, logical reasoning, social
influence, language framing, and audience adaptation are key elements that
contribute to effective persuasion. By understanding and employing these
strategies strategically, political leaders can navigate complex communication
challenges, mobilize public support, and achieve their persuasive goals within the

democratic framework. Pragmatics also significantly influences political discourse
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by decoding implicit meanings, using nonverbal clues, and navigating cultural
nuances. It improves comprehension, builds connections, and guides the effective

delivery of political messages [22, p. 427-429].

1.3 Manipulation in political discourse and classification of
manipulative strategies

In the process of political communication, the ratio "language - reality” can
change in the direction of the superiority of language over reality. This process was
called "the function of constructing linguistic reality [46, p. 92]" (O. Sheigal), "the
creative function of language" (B. Norman) or "the function of creating illusions"
(A. Solomonyk). According to A. Solomonyk, language has the power to replace
the real world with an illusory reality in the relationship between "a person - reality
- symbolic system" [46, p. 94].

The term "manipulation™ in its direct meaning is defined as "a complex
technique, complex actions on something, carried out with a specific purpose" [46,
p. 90].

The concept of manipulation has both a literal and figurative meaning. Since
ancient times, the word "manipulation” has been used only in a positive sense
meaning "to manage the knowledge of the case.” This expression was used to
illustrate a range of card games and tricks that, in addition to skill, emphasize
disguising actions or actual intentions as well as other distractions that mislead

viewers. Afterwards, the goal of manipulation was considered to be "a
transformation of a person into an obedient tool". In the future, the following
qualities will be added to the manipulation metaphor: the ability to execute tasks
effectively and the creation of human illusions of independence of decisions and
actions [40, p.43-47].

Persuasion and manipulation are not the same concepts. These two words
differ significantly from one another. Persuasion strengthens the stance of
everyone engaged. It's a beneficial practice that assists the person receiving the

message accept reality. On the contrary, manipulation will have the opposite effect
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on the recipient. In the end, manipulation negatively impacts the interests of all
individuals and is morally unacceptable [30, p. 3].

Manipulation is referred to in discursive works as "different forms of
techniques intended at deceiving the addressee to accept the addresser's position,
not taking into account the incapacity of factual or logical support of the problem
[52, p. 95]."

Manipulation may also need the production of stereotypes. This is
accomplished by creating false ideas or explanations into the brain in such a
manner that they become habitual or evident. A stereotype is established not just in
the context of reflecting objective reality, but also throughout the communication
process. Stereotypes influence human behavior and might lead to certain clichés in
one's understanding of the world [35, p. 48].

It is crucial to bear in mind that manipulation implies the misuse of power.
More specifically, it could be defined as a desire to dominate [10, p. 360].
Particularly, manipulation is the use of an illegal type of discourse-based
persuasion wherein manipulators coerce others into thinking or acting in a way that
serves solely their own interests [6, p. 15].

Since there is a difference between the concepts of "strategy" and "tactics", it
is worth providing a clear interpretation of each of them. Therefore, strategy is the
art of management, based on the ability to correctly determine the goal, and tactics
are techniques, ways to achieve this goal [62, p. 148].

According to the given definitions, there is a need to define and separate
those strategies and tactics used by politicians for the purpose of manipulation [65,
p. 9].

As for the strategies that take place in political discourses, we can divide it
the next way:

The strategy of evasion of truth in political discourse involves various tactics
used by politicians to avoid addressing uncomfortable truths or providing
straightforward answers to challenging questions. This can include misdirection,

ambiguity, selective disclosure, denial, deflection, spin, plausible deniability,
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changing the subject, using red herrings or straw man arguments, legalistic
language, and evasive techniques like non-answers or filibustering. These
strategies can contribute to public skepticism and undermine trust in political
communication [43, p.54].

The strategy of distortion of information in political discourse involves
manipulating facts, data, or narratives to suit a specific agenda or to influence
public opinion. This can include selectively presenting information, cherry-picking
data, using misleading statistics, altering context, creating false equivalences,
promoting conspiracy theories, employing propaganda techniques, manufacturing
controversy, manipulating media, and engaging in gaslighting to control the
narrative and shape perceptions [43, p. 86].

The strategy of immunization of statements in political discourse involves
preemptively defending or protecting statements from criticism or scrutiny.
Politicians use this strategy by anticipating potential challenges or objections and
incorporating counterarguments or justifications into their initial statements. This
approach aims to protect the statement from criticism, making it more resilient to
attacks or skepticism [56, p. 7].

The strategy of modification of illocutionary power in political discourse
involves changing the intended force or impact of statements to achieve specific
rhetorical or persuasive effects. This can include softening or strengthening the
tone, adjusting the level of commitment or certainty, framing statements as
suggestions rather than directives, or using language that appeals to emotions or
values to influence how the message is perceived and received by the audience.

The group identification strategy in political discourse involves framing
messages and actions in a way that fosters a sense of belonging and unity among a
specific group of people. Politicians use this strategy to appeal to shared identities,
values, beliefs, or interests that are important to the targeted group. By highlighting
similarities and creating a sense of solidarity, politicians aim to strengthen support,

mobilize collective action, and build loyalty among their supporters [43, p.55].
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The strategy of structuring according to the principle of relevance in political
discourse involves organizing information and arguments in a way that is directly
related to the topic at hand and is likely to be meaningful and impactful to the
audience. This strategy focuses on presenting content that is pertinent, timely, and
addresses the key concerns or interests of the audience, enhancing the effectiveness
of communication and the persuasive impact of the message.

The strategy of evading the truth is represented by four tactics. The first
tactic is called labeling [59, p. 73]. It consists in choosing vocabulary with a
negative connotation to denote a certain phenomenon, person, idea, and so on.
Such labels cause an emotionally negative attitude of the addressee, create
unpleasant associations. This leads to the fact that the addressee develops a
negative attitude towards the phenomenon, which is indicated by such a label. This
phenomenon is also referred to as "dysphemism”, which is based on hyperbolizing
a negative sign or replacing a positive sign with a negative one [43, p. 58].

The second tactic is referred to as "glittering generalizations™ [59, p. 74].
This tactic is to change the name, denote a phenomenon by a more common
generic name, which has a positive emotional colouring and evokes a friendly
attitude of the recipient. It is based on the use of positive feelings and emotions of
people to certain concepts and words that can function as indicator words
(keywords). They have the ability to arouse the emotions and feelings of the
audience [43, p. 62].

Tactics of “glittering generalization” are used in articles where there are
such statements as public opinion, public ethics, public interest, etc. They are
called pseudo-democratic formulas, which are marked with a positive assessment
and are used to encourage individuals or groups to think and act in a certain way
[44, p. 11].

The essence of the “transfer” tactic is a skillful inconspicuous transfer of the
connotation of one concept to another. This tactic is based on the use of
associations, the formation of associative connections of the object being

presented, with the object that evokes positive connotations in most people, that is,
22



it is a euphemism for concepts. Socio-political euphemisms are used as a means of
influencing the formation of public opinion and evaluation of socially relevant
phenomena [70, p. 11].

Another tactic of manipulation at the lexical level is the use of neologisms,
which attract the attention of the addressee due to their unusual structure. They are
widely used to manipulate consciousness, because they can be given exactly the
shades that are needed to evoke negative or positive emotions and attitudes. This is
due to the motivating basis of new lexical items [43, p. 74].

Repetition, which is called the main means of propaganda, is one of the
tactics of manipulation of consciousness. Unreasonable repetition of certain
information is often used in the media to influence the subconscious, which a
person cannot control well. There may be a recurring idea that the media intends to
root in a person's mind, to evoke a certain attitude and to consolidate it. Due to
repetition, the idea is fixed in the mind so firmly that in the end it is perceived as a
proven truth [43, p. 86].

The tactic of hyperbolization is used to distract from existing problems.
Acrtificially creating sensationalism and urgency of the message is a manipulative
tactic that helps to silence important events that the public should not notice. This
tactic is also used to imperceptibly end a scandal that is time to end. Hyperbole
implements the manipulative function of the media, because in exaggeration,
sometimes even absurd, there is a subjective assessment, which is slowly imposed
on the recipient. This tactic can be used not only in terms of the amount of material
presented and the attention paid to it, but also in terms of numbers. Data is
exaggerated to create both negative and positive images [57, p. 127].

The use of tactics of simplification of concepts is based on a characteristic
feature of the human psyche - the tendency to simplify. Simplification is the
selection of several or a single simple feature to denote complex phenomena of
reality. Simplified concepts lead to the creation of stereotypes, which are usually

"black and white" in nature, are one-sided: negative or positive [43, p. 96].
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Default is also an important manipulative tactic. Some events or objects are
removed from the image of the situation that exists in the mind of the speaker. That
IS, the truth is hidden from the addressee, and therefore he cannot properly assess
the situation. The media present only facts that are beneficial to them, forming
public consciousness, which achieves a manipulative effect [67, p. 254].

The tactics of fabrication of facts are also used. It refers that the facts
presented to the audience may be true, but taken together, they form a distorted
picture. A modification of this tactic is to highlight some and silence other facts. At
the same time, only positive or negative facts and evidence are selected and
tendentiously presented, while the opposite is omitted [65, p. 12].

The tactic of shredding the whole picture is to reveal to the media only that
part of the problem that is useful to them, instead of showing the background of the
problem, its origin, development and solution [49, p. 85].

The links to authority functions as a manipulative tactic, which is often used
within the immunization strategy, which makes it impossible to challenge a certain
position. The essence of this tactic is to cite the statements of people who have
high authority or, conversely, those that cause a negative reaction in the category
of people who are manipulated. The statements used in this case usually contain
evaluative judgments about people, ideas, events, programs, organizations - their
condemnation or approval. Thus, a person as an object of manipulative influence
initiates the formation of an appropriate attitude - emotionally positive or negative
[59, p. 75].

Another tactic that is also implemented in the immunization strategy is the
use of universal expressions. It is based on such a selection of judgments,
statements, phrases that require uniformity in behavior. Such formulations are in
principle impossible to verify, so they are not subject to discussion, such as the
universal statement ‘everyone understands’ [43, p. 103].

The strategy of structuring on the principle of relevance covers the entire
text. The essence is to provide vital information at the beginning and end of the

message. This tactic applies both the general thematic or schematic organization of
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the message, and the order of sentences in paragraphs describing a particular
episode or the order of words within sentences, where the part of the sentence that
IS most important to achieve a manipulative effect comes first [43, p. 115]. By
emphasizing the tactics of using structures with implicit potential, the media form
an appropriate perception of the situation they are commenting on [43, p. 127].

The strategy of group identification consists of tactics of inclusiveness and
distancing, in other words, it is the opposition of "one's own" to "another's". The
technique of using this strategy, regardless of the content of views and ideas, is
always the same. In each case, it is argued that a certain set of views is the only
correct one. All those who share these views have certain valuable qualities and in
a sense are better than those who share the opposite. This creates a positive attitude
towards a certain group of people who seem to have valuable qualities, and a
negative attitude towards the opposite group [56, p. 5].

As for the modality, manipulation of consciousness involves its use within
the strategy of modifying the illocutionary power of utterances inherent in the
English-language communication. Linguistic modalities are related to categorical /
non-categorical nomination tactics. The use of various formats of reduced
categoricalness applies to certain restrictions, reservations, non-categoricalness,
doubt, hesitation. They are used in media texts to reduce the impact on the
addressee, because they are relatively true. Statements with categorical means of
nomination are perceived, on the contrary, as more truthful, thus increasing the
impact on the addressee [50, p. 13].

I. Zhukov identifies five main functions of modality in the media, which
have manipulative potential. The first function, which the researcher calls, is to
limit responsibility for one's words or to protect against misinterpretations and
criticisms. The next function of modality in the media is to demonstrate the
importance of the information provided or the author's attitude to this information.
Modality in the media can function as a textual indicator of an assumption that
borders on certainty or uncertainty. Also, modality in the media can serve as an

indicator of the truth of the whole proposal or an indicator of the categorical
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affiliation of part of the proposal. The last function is to reflect the degree of the
speaker's responsibilities for the truth or falsity of the sentence [43, p. 113-115].

Overall, manipulation in political discourse encompasses different strategies
and tactics, such as evasion of truth, distortion of information, immunization of
statements, modification of illocutionary power, group identification, and
structuring for relevance. Each strategy employs distinct tactics: evasion uses
labeling and glittering generalizations, distortion employs transfer and
hyperbolization, immunization utilizes authority links and universal expressions,
modification employs categorical/non-categorical nomination, group identification
involves inclusiveness and distancing, and structuring employs thematic
organization and categorical means of nomination.

These strategies and tactics illustrate how language can be wielded to shape
perceptions, manipulate beliefs, and influence actions within political discourse,
emphasizing the intricate interplay between language, power, and persuasion in
shaping public opinion and decision-making processes.

A detailed table of manipulation strategies and tactics discussed in this

subchapter can be found in Appendix A.

1.4 Presidential discourse and its genre varieties

The statements made by the US president are one important topic on which
scholars concentrate extensively. Three main purposes of presidential discourse
have been theorized by scholars:

1) presidents create their discourse to gain political power;
2) it spreads various fields of public discourse;
3) these decisions can impact political results [3, p. 237].

Firstly, presidents adjust their language while discussing policy matters in an
effort to influence public opinion [4, p. 211]. This means that presidents engage in
discursive decision-making in an attempt to persuade the public to consider a topic
in a way that advances their agenda. Secondly, because their decisions are reported

by the media, presidents have an impact on how a topic is discussed in the general
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public through their speech [12, p.103]. Because these messages have the potential
to influence numerous areas of public discourse, it is essential to examine them.
The final role is that the discursive framing of issues is a major source of power for
presidents [8, p. 54]. Research demonstrates that presidents can “prime" their
audience to see a problem from a perspective that benefits their agenda [13, p. 71].

In many democracies, political communication happens on a variety of
platforms, including news conferences, speeches, press releases, debates, televised
addresses, and commercials. Presidential addresses are generally important
because they inspire the audience and address issues. By focusing on a variety of
Issues or subjects, the Presidency's communication role assists in interpreting the
administration's policy objective. Presidential speech analysis is crucial because
the president is seen as a significant information source and their remarks are
widely discussed. Speeches and words in general have the power to address new
issues and provide solutions, inspire or bring hope, and motivate a nation to action
[14, p.178].

There are two different methods for studying presidential discourse in
modern linguistics. Firstly, linguists analyze the styles of presidents by examining
their communicative strategies and tactics, as well as how they embody their ideas
through language at the phonetic, lexical, phraseological, and stylistic levels. The
second approach looks at how the president presents themselves in various
contexts, such as the mass media, the Internet, and other online platforms, in
addition to their public appearances. This enables researchers to determine
the perception of the head of state in the national consciousness [63, p. 212].

The presidential discourse as a subject of research involves taking into
account four dimensions:

1) communicative dimension — interaction of subjects of speech activity in
social situations;
2) cognitive dimension — transfer of knowledge, information and ideas;

3) linguistic dimension — actual use of language;

27



4) genre dimension — implementation of language genres in the genre space of
presidential discourse.

In each dimension, features are distinguished that characterize and describe
the studied dimension of the presidential discourse. The communicative dimension
takes into account four main features of the researched discourse: status-role
nature, addressability, peculiarities of the linguistic embodiment of strategies and
tactics, tonality. The cognitive dimension is characterized by such features as
informative saturation and value orientation. The linguistic dimension involves
consideration of lexical, grammatical, stylistic, and structural features of texts. The
genre dimension of the presidential discourse involves the study of the palette of
speech genres [41, p. 45].

Presidential discourse is a multifaceted communication domain that includes
a range of genre varieties, each with its own distinct characteristics and purposes.
Distinguishing between these varieties is essential for comprehending the nuances
of presidential communication and its impact on public perception and policy
outcomes [19, p. 82].

Much of the cutting-edge work in rhetorical studies deals with contemporary
genres of political speech, particularly presidential inaugurations. For example,
Campbell and Jamieson argue that the uniqueness of a genre is that it is a group of
actions that are "united by a constellation of forms™ that repeat together and are
"linked together by an internal dynamic”. Similarly, Hart defines genre as "a class
of messages having important structural and content similarities that, as a class,
create particular expectations in listeners" [4, p. 20 — 21].

Although some work has been purely qualitative, political scientists have
tended to use quantitative approaches [9, p. 121].

Despite the fact that existing scholarship has discussed the distinctive
characteristics of a number of genres of presidential rhetoric, they have not
compared the genres systematically or quantitatively. For example, Whissell and

Sigelman found that "the language of power (linguistically simple language that
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evokes emotion and contains many references to American values) is an important
descriptor of inaugural speeches" [32, p. 261].

One prominent genre of presidential discourse is formal addresses, which
includes inaugural speeches and State of the Union addresses. These speeches are
marked by their formal language, strategic messaging, and overarching themes of
national unity and identity. Inaugural speeches, delivered at the beginning of a
president's term, often set the tone for their administration and outline broad policy
objectives [69, p. 112]. The State of the Union address provides an annual
overview of the country's progress and priorities, serving as a platform for policy
proposals and legislative agendas [36, p. 12]. For instance, B. Obama's inaugural
address in 2009 emphasized themes of unity and hope, with phrases like "Yes we
can [84]" resonating as a call to collective action. And also President J. Biden's
State of the Union address in 2022 outlined his administration's priorities,
including economic recovery, infrastructure investment, and healthcare reform [64,
p. 88].

Campaign speeches represent another significant genre, particularly during
election cycles. These speeches are highly persuasive in nature, aimed at gathering
supporters, outlining policy platforms, and comparing the candidate's vision to
their opponents. Campaign discourse often employs emotional appeals, rhetorical
devices, and tailored messaging to resonate with diverse voter demographics. For
example, D. Trump's campaign rally speeches in 2016 and 2020 often featured
strong rhetoric on immigration reform, economic revitalization, and national
security. Another example Hillary Clinton's Campaign Speech. During her 2016
campaign, H. Clinton delivered speeches focusing on progressive policies,
women's rights, and economic equality [48, p. 110].

Crisis communication is a crucial genre in presidential discourse, wherein
leaders address the nation during times of crisis such as natural disasters, terrorist
attacks, or economic downturns. These speeches focus on reassuring the public,
providing information, and demonstrating leadership and empathy. Effective crisis

communication can shape public perception of a president's ability to handle
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challenges and maintain national security. For instance, President Bush's addresses
after the September 11 attacks reassured the nation, expressed resolve, and outlined
strategies for national security and counterterrorism efforts. During the Ebola
Crisis President Obama's communication in 2014 emphasized public health
measures, international cooperation, and efforts to limit the outbreak [42, p. 98].

Policy announcements constitute another genre where presidents
communicate new policies, initiatives, or legislative agendas. These speeches are
strategic in nature, aiming to garner public support, shape policy narratives, and
advance political agendas. The language and tone in policy announcements vary
based on the intended audience and the specific policy goals being addressed. For
example, Roosevelt's speeches announcing the New Deal initiatives during the
Great Depression outlined programs for economic recovery, job creation, and
social welfare. President Biden's speeches announcing the American Jobs Plan
highlighted investments in infrastructure, clean energy, and job creation [53,
p.191].

Press conferences represent a blend of formal and informal communication
styles, where presidents interact with the media and address current issues. These
events provide opportunities for journalists to ask questions, seek clarification, and
hold leaders accountable. Press conferences can reveal aspects of a president's
communication style, demeanor, and approach to media relations. As an example,
it is the following President Clinton's press conference addressing the
impeachment proceedings included responses to questions about his conduct, legal
strategy, and public perception [53, p. 192].

In contemporary discourse, social media platforms like Twitter have become
integral to presidential communication. Presidents use social media to
communicate directly with the public, share updates, express opinions, and engage
in public discourse. Social media messages from presidents can range from policy
announcements to personal reflections, shaping public discourse and political
narratives. For example, Trump's tweets covered a wide range of topics, from

policy announcements and endorsements to personal opinions and criticisms of
30



opponents. Obama's social media presence during his campaigns utilized platforms
like Facebook and Twitter to engage voters, share campaign updates, and mobilize
supporters [55, p. 44].

Distinguishing between genre varieties in presidential discourse requires
analyzing linguistic features, rhetorical strategies, and communicative goals
specific to each type of communication. It also involves considering the broader
political and social contexts that influence presidential communication, including

media dynamics, public opinion, and historical precedents [17, p. 23].

Conclusions to Part 1

In general, political discourse is a complex and varied process that needs
careful consideration of numerous functions and styles in order to successfully
communicate and interact with the audience. Scholars including Teun A. van Dijk,
N. Kondratenko, A.N. Baranov, E.R.Levenkova, O. Shaygal, L. Nagorna,
K. Serazhim, and D. Graeber have made major contributions to the knowledge of
political discourse. Their research focuses on a variety of areas of political
communication, such as the link between language and power, the functions and
objectives of political discourse, and its impact on public opinion and decision-
making. Understanding the perspectives offered by these researchers is critical for
understanding the complex nature of political discourse and its influence on
society.

In political discourse, persuasion is a complex process which includes a
range of methods and approaches that aim to influence opinions, attitudes, and
actions. Politicians employ many strategies such as emotional appeals, framing,
logical reasoning, appeals to authority, and credibility building to influence public
opinion and win support. Effective persuasion also involves stressing social proof,
making explicit appeals to action, and ensuring message consistency.
Persuasiveness can be improved by recognizing the values of the audience, views,

and preferences and adjusting communication strategies accordingly. Since the
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emergence of social media, engagement has gained its importance as an instrument
of direct communication and customized messaging in political persuasion.

The concept of manipulation in political communication is presented with a
focus on how it shapes linguistic reality and creates false beliefs. While persuasion
tries to increase understanding and acceptance, manipulation tries to control and
deceive, frequently ignoring evidence or reason. The misuse of authority is the
feature of manipulation, which also includes the use of forceful measures that
promote the goals of the manipulator. In political discourse, it's critical to
distinguish between tactics and strategy, as well as between persuasion and
manipulation.

In general, there are six strategies of manipulative influence, namely evasion
of truth, distortion of information, immunization of statements, modification of
illocutionary power of statements, strategy of group identification and strategy of
structuring on the principle of relevance. Each strategy has a number of tactics that
manipulate a person or group of people.

Presidential discourse refers to the various communication strategies used by
presidents to influence public opinion, form policy agendas, and demonstrate
project leadership. Scholars argue that its primary goals are to obtain political
power, influence public opinion, and influence political outcomes. Presidents
modify their vocabulary and engage in discursive decision-making, often covered
by the media. Analyzing communicative, cognitive, linguistic, and genre aspects
provides insights into their image and communication with the public.

Presidential discourse is divided into various genres, including formal
addresses, campaign speeches, crisis communication, policy announcements, press
conferences, and social media interactions. Formal addresses set the tone for
administrations, campaign speeches mobilize supporters, crisis communication
reassures the public, policy announcements and press conferences communicate
new policies, interact with the media, and address current issues. Analyzing these
genres helps understand their impact on public perception and policy outcomes,

allowing for a better understanding of the dynamics of presidential communication.
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2. THE ASPECT OF THE PRAGMATICS OF THE US PRESIDENTS
DURING THE ELECTIONS

2.1  Lexical indicators of political speeches

The speeches of J. Biden, D. Trump and B. Obama were taken for a
detailed analysis of lexical, grammatical and stylistic units.

A wide range of the unifying language is used in the speeches that were
taken for the analysis. A detailed description of analyzed percentages of the

unified language can be found in the diagram below.

Table 2.1 “The use of unifying language”

Unifying language

H together
B community
H unity

W partnership

B cooperation
m collaboration
= solidarity

! The analysis of the unifying language was made on the basis of 19 speeches, which make up a total of 164 pages
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According to the analysis of 19 speeches of the presidents with the total
amount of 164 pages, the most commonly used unified word is “together”. It is
used 100 times and accounts for 64% of all unified words used in the
president’s speeches. In the second place is the word “community”, which is
13% and occurs in the texts of speeches 20 times. Then 10% is the noun “unity”,
which occurred in the texts 15 times. The noun “partnership” occupies 9%
appearing in the analyzed texts 14 times. 5 cases of use of the noun
“cooperation” account for 3%. The nouns such as “collaboration” and
“solidarity” occupy only 1% of all analyzed speeches. Each of these terms is
found in the texts only once.

Apart from the nouns, collective pronouns can be frequently found in the
analyzed speeches. A detailed description of analyzed percentages of the

collective pronouns in the speeches can be found in the diagram below.

Table 2.2 “The use of collective pronouns”

Collective pronouns

Hwe
mour
H they
® their
Hus

= them

2 The analysis of the collective pronouns was made on the basis of 19 speeches, which make up a total of 164 pages
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The pronoun “we” appears 1164 times in the texts, accounting for 37% of
the total. Similarly, the possessive form “our” accounts for 35%, occurring 1104
times in the speeches. Pronouns such as “they” and its possessive form “their”
account for 10% and 8% respectively, occurring 323 and 245 times. In addition,
the pronouns “us” and “them” appear 223 and 83 times, respectively, accounting
for 7% and 3% of all instances. These findings highlight the focus on common
identity, shared responsibility, and inclusive language in these addresses. As a
result, the presidents' use of collective pronouns like “we” and “our”
emphasizes shared identity and responsibilities, while “they” acknowledges
different perspectives. In such a way, presidents demonstrate their commitment
to inclusive language and group participation, promoting audience cooperation
and shared goals.

Presidents commonly use the language of praise in their speeches to
express admiration, approval, or enthusiasm for specific subjects or
achievements. Trump employs this language on a regular basis using extreme
adjectives to underline the unique quality of events or accomplishments. For
instance, in the statement: “It's been an amazing two-year period... [74]” Trump
uses the extreme adjective “amazing” to emphasize the exceptional quality of
the two-year period under consideration. This expression stresses the perceived
success or significance of the timeframe under discussion and indicates
appreciation and satisfaction.

Moreover, in his another speech, Trump uses extreme adjective

3

“wonderful” to express his appreciation or support for the veterans: “...we can
finally terminate those who mistreat our wonderful veterans [88]”. Trump does
it in order to express his deep respect and gratitude for veterans. The president
shows his respect for their service and sacrifice, as well as his dedication to
assuring their safety and well-being. He aims to evoke good feelings and gain
support for his policies and activities regarding veterans' rights and welfare.
Furthermore, D. Trump uses the adjective “remarkable” in the sentence:

“In recent years, we have made remarkable progress in the fight against HIV
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and AIDS [88]”. Here, Trump used the collocation "remarkable progress" to
emphasize the significant improvements in battling HIV and AIDS within the
established timeframe. In this case, the language of praise intends to highlight
the effectiveness of efforts and actions taken to solve the issue, as well as show
a sense of delight and fulfillment with the results. Through the use of such
words, Trump tries to instill confidence and encourage optimism.

In his acceptance speech, Biden used extreme adjectives such as “great”
and “fantastic” to show admiration and praise for individuals and their future
responsibilities. For example, he states: “... Jill is going to make a great first
lady [79]” expressing his tremendous admiration and trust in Jill Biden's
capacity to perform the duties of the First Lady. He also shows the admiration to
Kamala Harris: “And | will be honored to be serving with a fantastic vice
president... [79]”. Biden uses the adjective “fantastic” to express his delight and
high respect for Kamala Harris as vice president, underlining her role for the
position.

President Obama employs extreme adjectives in his address to underscore
the seriousness of the challenges politicians face: “Those of us gathered here

tonight have been called to govern in extraordinary times [76]”. Here,

“extraordinary” underlines the unique quality of the times, as well as the
complexity and seriousness of the issues at hand. Furthermore, Obama describes
his role as both a “tremendous burden” and a “great privilege”, emphasizing the
importance of the task while also acknowledging the honor and opportunity it
represents.

Presidents frequently employ emotive language to express messages of
passion, conviction, and resonance. Words such as “prosperity”, “peace”, and
“hope” evoke pleasant feelings and aspirations for a brighter future. Presidents
use emotive language to inspire confidence and optimism in their audiences,
promoting a feeling of common purpose and solidarity. Words like “fear”,
“conflict”, and “weakness”, on the other hand, delve into deeper worries and

challenges, provoking thought and urging action to solve major problems.
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Presidents use emotive language to effectively deal with the emotions and
concerns of the audience, driving discussion and shaping opinions on important
social problems.

Furthermore, emotional language allows presidents to highlight moral
principles and ideals that appeal with the people. Words such as “courage”,
“kindness”, and “honesty” evoke characteristics that are widely recognized and
respected. Through the appeal to these ideals, presidents establish trust and
authenticity in their supporters, creating a feeling of integrity and leadership.
Similarly, terms such as “loyalty”, “justice”, and “virtue” bring up concepts of
morality and equality, highlighting the significance of maintaining ethical
norms and values in governance. Presidents express their commitment to
preserving moral integrity and leading their government with respect and
dignity.

Additionally, presidents employ emotive language to gain support for
important national initiatives. Words like “patriotism”, “freedom”, and
“democracy” evoke feelings of national pride and solidarity, uniting people
around shared beliefs and goals. In contrast, terms such as “terrorism”,
“lawlessness”, and “violence” suggest risks to national security and stability
and promote demands for action and vigilance. Presidents engage public support
and collective action to address difficulties and seek common goals using the
power of emotive language. In such a way they motivate people to embrace
their duty as citizens and contribute to the development of society.

The presidents frequently apply religious language in their speeches.
Biden uses religious language in his speech, referring to God with the statement:
“Can our democracy deliver on its promise that all of us - created equal in the
image of God [85]”. Referring to the concept of being “created equal in the
image of God”, Biden employs religious imagery to highlight the fundamental
value of equality in the context of democracy. This allusion to God represents a
larger cultural and moral framework that points out intrinsic value and dignity

of individuals, regardless of background or circumstances. This use of religious
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vocabulary provides moral weight to his message and appeals to audiences who
are influenced by religious principles.

Trump mentions God and the Bible in his speech: “The Bible tells us:
'How good and pleasant it is when God's people live together... [84]”. The
president quotes a passage from the Bible to demonstrate the significance of
religious value. This allusion to the Bible supports his appeal to shared beliefs
and ideals and emphasizes the need of peace and cooperation. In such a way,
Trump aims to connect with his audience, particularly those who hold religious
belief, and to stress the moral need of unity.

In his address: “... less than 1% of seniors were fully vaccinated against
COVID-19 [85/”, Biden used the abbreviation “COVID-19” to refer to the
coronavirus disease that appeared in 2019 that caused the worldwide pandemic,
emphasizing its importance of putting more efforts to get people vaccinated.
This abbreviation has gained widespread use since the pandemic began,
enabling more efficient discussion concerning the virus and related issues. The
use of this abbreviation effectively illustrates the seriousness of the issue and
the need of vaccine efforts in fighting the ongoing a pandemic.

Thus, the presidents use various lexical indicators including unified
language, the language of praise, emotive language and religious language.
Unified language fosters a sense of collective identity and purpose, emphasizing
shared goals and values. Praise language encourages individuals or groups'
accomplishments as well as promotes positive atmosphere. Emotive language is
used to create vivid imagery and powerful rhetoric and evoke strong emotional
responses, connecting with the audience's feelings. Religious language invokes
spiritual beliefs and moral principles to instill a sense of higher purpose and
divine guidance. The strategic use of lexical indicators create persuasive
speeches that appeal to a wide range of audiences and influence public opinion

in a way that motivates people to work together toward common goals.
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2.2  Grammatical indicators of political speeches

In terms of the grammatical indicators of the analyzed speeches, all
presidents use various kinds of sentence structures to effectively communicate
with their audiences. This includes employing simple sentences, for example:
“We know the challenges. We've talked about them for years [71]”. Here
Obama explains straightforward ideas clearly and concisely, making it easier for
listeners to understand. Compound sentences are also used to connect similar
ideas and provide consistency to their speeches: “We love this country deeply
and we care so strongly about its future [72/ . Furthermore, complex sentences
are used to explain more complicated thoughts and concepts while keeping the
audience engaged: “I am hopeful tonight because | have seen this spirit at work
in America [72]”. Overall, the use of various sentence structures allows the
presidents to express their views in a way that is easily understood by their
audiences, supporting clarity and connection throughout their speeches.

According to the analysis of speeches, modal verbs play a significant role
in conveying the determinate stance of presidents. A detailed description of

analyzed percentage of the modality can be found in the diagram below.

Table 2.3 “The use of modality ”

Modality

= will
Ecan
= must
m should
= would
Hneed
® have to
E could
may
H might
= shall

ought to
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3Among these modal verbs, “will” is the most commonly used, occurring
in 47% of cases, or 647 times, throughout the speeches. Following closely,
“can” is employed 16% of the time, occurring 223 times, while “must” is
employed in 11% of instances, appearing 152 times. Furthermore, “should”
occurs 5% of the time, with 76 instances, and “would” is present 5% of the time,
with 70 instances. In addition, the verbs “need” and “have to” are used in 5%
and 4% of cases, respectively, with 68 and 52 occurrences. Moreover, “may” is
used 2% of the time, occurring 26 times, and “could” appears 3% of the time,
reaching 43 cases. Finally, “might” is found in 1% of cases (17 occurrences),
“shall” in 1% of instances (7 occurrences), and “ought to” in less than 1% of
cases (3 occurrences).

The presidents' unwavering belief and confidence in their proposed laws
and regulations are conveyed by their extensive use of modal verbs in their
speeches, which highlights their strong and determined nature.

J. Biden employs modal verb “must” in the sentence: “We must make the
promise of the country real for everybody... [79]”. He emphasizes categorical
determination and absolute need. Using the verb “must” he stresses his clear
responsibility and unwavering commitment to make sure the country's promise
is fulfilled for all people.

In order to make a promise and demonstrate his commitment to certain
courses of action president Trump employs the modal verb “will” in the

(13

sentence: “...we will always put America's interests first, and we will deal fairly
with everyone [74]”. In such a way Trump creates a sense of confidence and
dedication to the future plans of his administration. This modal verb gives a
feeling of certainty, suggesting that he is firmly committed to prioritizing
America's interests.

In his address, Obama mixes a variety of modal verbs, including “should”,
“can”, and “must” stating: “Our government shouldn't make promises we cannot

keep - but we must keep the promises we've already made [83]”. Through the

® The analysis of the modality was made on the basis of 19 speeches, which make up a total of 164 pages
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use of the modal verb “should” together with the negative particle “not”, he
points out a sense of obligation and responsibility to indicate what the
government should do to maintain its credibility. Furthermore, using the
negation with the verb “can”, Obama acknowledges the government's inability
to uphold its commitments and highlights the significance of feasibility in
governance. Finally, the use of “must” indicates the critical need to follow
stated agreements and underlines the importance of accountability and integrity
in governance. Using this combination of modal verbs, Obama effectively
demonstrates his expectations for government behavior as well as highlights the
importance of ethical responsibility, capacity, and accountability in keeping
commitments to citizens.

The use of the modal verb “should” with past participle is employed by
Trump to express an expectation or obligation concerning the previous conduct

of the Republican Party: “..the Republican party should have done better...

[75/”. In this context, the president indicates that the Republican Party was
expected to do better in some aspects. It conveys disappointment or criticism of
the previous performances of the party and indicates that Trump thinks they
might have achieved better results.

President Trump employs the grammatical construction “be to” in the
sentence “Our biggest victories are still to come [88/” in order to convey a
sense of anticipation and forward-looking optimism. The expression “are still to
come” points out that the most important victories or achievements will happen
in the future. Using this construction, D. Trump not only notes previous
achievements but also instills confidence and hope about what is still to be
accomplished. In such a way he emphasizes his vision for the future and
delivers a message of determination and dedication, encouraging his audience to
remain dedicated to their goals and dreams.

The analyzed speeches contain a wide range of conditional sentences that
show the ability of the speakers to describe hypothetical situations and potential

outcomes. For instance, D. Trump uses conditional sentence of the first type in
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the following sentence: “There is a new opportunity in American politics, if only
we have the courage to seize it [88/”. This type of conditional sentence
demonstrates a real possibility and its potential consequences. Through the
conditional sentence of the first type, Trump clearly stresses the necessity to
focus on opportunities in American politics.

A conditional sentence of the second type is employed by president
Obama: “If anyone had a right to believe that this democracy did not and could
not work, it was those Americans [89]”. Here, he introduces the hypothetical
condition, meaning that many Americans, in this case those from past
generations, may have been justified in thinking that democracy was inefficient
or impractical.

The analyzed speeches also include mixed conditional sentences: “And
Ukraine, which would never have happened if | were your president [75]”.
Trump uses the second and third type of conditional sentences. In such a way
Trump suggests that the situation in Ukraine, stated in the main clause, could
have been different if he had been the president, as indicated in the subordinate
clause. This structure allows Trump to express regret or disappointment with the
existing situation while at the same time offering a possible alternate conclusion
under different circumstances.

Obama employs a mixed conditional sentence combining the third and the
first types of conditional sentences: “If you haven't been personally affected by
this recession, you probably know someone who has [76]”. Using this mixed
conditional construction, Obama expresses the extensive effects of the recession
but at the same time states that individuals are likely to know someone affected
by it. He also uses the word “probably”, which further reduces the confidence
and categoricalness of his statement.

In the sentence: “If there is going to be peace and legislation, there
cannot be war and investigation [88]” Biden conveys a strong point combining

a conditional sentence of the first type with the modal verb “can”. This
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combination successfully emphasizes the importance of prioritization and
compromise in order to achieve peace and legislative progress.

Trump uses the auxiliary verb “do” in the affirmative sentence: “We do
love our country [75]” to emphasize and strengthen the emotions. Adding the
auxiliary verb Trump not only highlights but also increases his affection for the
country as a whole, expressing the firm belief and sincerity behind his
statement. In addition, the use of “do” can serve to contrast or respond to any
potential concerns or criticisms, enhancing his unshakeable commitment to the
nation.

In the statement: “Do not let them take away your power [89/” Obama
uses the imperative mood to express a clear and strong command to his
audience. The president stresses the significance of the action he is calling for.
The imperative mood is particularly effective as Obama encourages his
audience to remain firm and defend their authority against external threats or
challenges. The powerful tone of the imperative mood emphasizes the relevance
of the message.

In addition, the imperative mood is also used by J. Biden to urge the
addressees to get vaccinated. He does this in order to form in the subconscious
of the listeners the idea of the absolute necessity and immediacy of this action.
Everyone perceives it differently. Some people subconsciously understand this
as an order, and some as a request: “So get vaccinated now [85]”. He urges
people to get vaccinated and protect both themselves and their family from this
dangerous disease. Biden uses adverb “now” to draw attention to the urgency of
this need.

Biden also uses the imperative mood in his election campaign with the
line, “Let's finish this job [80]”. In such a way he sends a direct and strong
request to his audience and encourages them to take action and fulfill a specified
job or objective. In the given sentence, “finish this job” refers to the action
Biden is asking his audience to perform, referring to the task of ensuring his

victory in the election.
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In his address, Obama employs the imperative mood as well: “Let us
resist the temptation to fall back on the same partisanship... [82]”. Obama gives
a strong and compelling call to action, urging his audience to actively fight
negative behaviors in politics. In the sentence: “Take a vote, and send me that
bill [83]” he sends a clear and authoritative message to members of Congress
and commands them to take certain actions. Obama's forceful tone emphasizes
his commitment to address the matter quickly and his expectation of legislative
cooperation in reaching the desired result.

Presidents use different types of comparisons to convey their message
successfully. In particular, Trump uses comparisons “as...as” in his address: “I

believe that real and positive immigration reform is possible, as long as we

focus on the following goals [73/ ”. In this case, the comparison conveys a sense
of efficiency and hope, suggesting that accomplishing immigration reform is
possible if specific objectives are achieved. It enables him to highlight certain
circumstances or criteria required for success while giving his opinion in a
straightforward and understandable manner.

The comparative degree of adjectives is used by J. Biden to underscore
America's strength and resilience in his speeches. For instance, in his statement

“America's an idea, an idea that's stronger than any army, bigger than any

ocean, more powerful than any dictator or tyrant [81/” the comparative
degree of adjectives is used to emphasize the unique features of the American
idea. Biden compares America to armies, oceans, dictators, and tyrants,
portraying the strength and influence of the USA.

Obama employs a cleft sentence: “What is required of us now is a new
era of responsibility [78/ ” to highlight a specific point and draw attention to a
crucial topic or idea. Formulating the statement in such a way, he emphasizes
the need and importance of accepting responsibility as an essential aspect of
society. The phrase “What is required of us now” at the beginning of the
sentence places what follows as the main point of his message, emphasizing the

necessity for change in society.
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In his speech, Biden deliberately uses fronting to underline a key point:

“For without unity, there is no peace, only bitterness and fury [77]”. He focuses

on the direct link between unity and peace. Biden emphasizes the importance of
the argument he is going to make, establishing it as the foundation for his
subsequent statements.

Trump uses a tag question: “Hard to believe, isn't it? [75]”. In such a way
he brings out his argument and involves the audience in his speech. Following
his story on the election, Trump employs the tag question to get feedback from
the audience. He presents the previous events as difficult to believe
and encourages listeners to doubt the acts and decisions of the previous
president. It also sets a conversational tone, urging the listener to agree or
acknowledge.

In the sentence: “Decades ago, we used to invest 2% of our GDP in
research and development [85]” Biden makes a contrast between previous
practices and the current situation using construction “used t0”. He emphasizes
that things have changed over time. This construction enables Biden to provide
a background and historical perspective on the issue at hand and stress the
significance of previous actions while simultaneously highlighting the need for
change or improvement in the present.

In general, a variety of grammatical means are used by politicians to
improve the effectiveness of their speeches. Among these, they employ diverse
sentence structures to achieve distinct rhetorical objectives. Presidents
frequently use modality to show their categorical and strong positions, and often
employ conditional sentences to explain hypothetical situations—often to their
own advantage. Using the imperative mood, it is possible to gather support for
decisive steps by urging, encouraging, or commanding action. Furthermore, the
comparative degree of adjectives is purposefully used to draw attention to
particular features and to contrast opposing viewpoints. In order to highlight
points and evoke emotions from the audience, politicians use fronting, cleft

sentences, and tag questions. This allows them to make sure that their words are
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understood and have a lasting effect. Politicians produce speeches that are not
only compelling but also connect strongly with their intended audiences through
the skillful use of certain linguistic devices, impacting political results and

public opinion.

2.3 Stylistic indicators of political speeches
The speeches that were taken for the analysis consist of a wide range of
the stylistical devices. A detailed description of analyzed percentage of the

stylistic devices can be found in the diagram below.

Table 2.3 “The use of stylistics devices”

Stylistic devices

H anaphora

B metaphore
® parallelism
H enumeration
Esimile

= antithesis

m alliteration

m personification, asyndetone,
chiasmus, ellipsis, metonymy

According to the 19 analyzed speeches of politicians, which amount to

164 pages, the most commonly used stylistic device is anaphora. It is used 99

* The analysis of the stylistic devices was made on the basis of 19 speeches, which make up a total of 164 pages
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times and accounts for 61% of all devices used in the president’s addresses. In
the second place among the most common rhetorical devices of politicians is
metaphor, which is 20% and occurs in the texts of speeches 32 times. Then 6%
of all devices are referred to the parallelism, which occurred in the texts 9 times.
5% of the total frequency of rhetorical devices is occupied by the enumeration,
which occurred 8 times. 5 cases of use of the simile account for 3% and the
same percentage is the sum of the cases where the antithesis is used. 1,1% is the
alliteration which is used in the speeches 2 times. The stylistic devices such as
personification, metonymy, asyndeton, chiasmus, and ellipsis occupy only 0.9%
of all analyzed speeches. Each of these terms is found in the texts only once.

Metaphors are extensively used in the speeches to highlight the
significance of the core values as well as the prosperous future of the country
and its nation. The politicians metaphorically characterize their presidency as a
“journey”, “path forward”, “climb”, “golden age”.

In his speech Obama even metaphorically refers to food: “Above all,

America must remain a beacon to all who seek freedom during this period of

historic change [83]” the metaphorical use of “beacon” operates as an effective
device that emphasizes America's role and responsibility in leading and
encouraging others. This metaphor stresses America's standing as a symbol of
liberty, democracy, and opportunity. Moreover, it emphasizes the idea that
America's influence extends beyond its boundaries, showing its importance on
an international level,

The process of overcoming the challenges is often referred to a war and
an extreme weather. Therefore, the metaphorical use of words such as storm,
clouds, army, defense and battle are very common.

Using the term “battle” metaphorically in the line “...in the great battles

of our time [79]”, Biden effectively describes the obstacles and conflicts that
society faces when it is confronted with critical issues. He compares these
obstacles to battlefields to instill a feeling of pressure, significance, and the

collaborative effort necessary for success. The metaphor evokes images of
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struggle and determination as well as underlines the importance of partnership
and resilience in dealing with serious matters.

In the following line, D. Trump employs personification: “When the virus
hit our shores, | took decisive action... [75/”. By personifying the virus, he
highlights the pandemic's sudden emergence, distributing the need for quick
action. In such a way the president emphasizes the seriousness of the issue and
the significance of strong leadership in reacting to emergencies. Moreover,
personifying the virus shows its ruthless nature and highlights how it affects not
only people but entire nations and their economies.

Metonymy can sometimes be found in the speeches and addresses of
politicians. In particular, Joe Biden says the phrase “the White House” while

referring to the American administration: “Our flag at the White House was still

flying at half—staff for the 8 victims of the mass shooting in Georgia... [85] .
Moreover, Trump uses the word “Pentagon” referring to the Department of
Defense and the offices of the U.S. Armed Forces which is also metonymy: “We
have seen the attacks at home — from Boston to San Bernardino to the
Pentagon and yes, even the World Trade Center [73] .

In order to evoke vivid imagery and highlight the strength and depth of
justice and righteousness B. Obama uses a simile in the following sentence:

“..let justice roll down like water, and righteousness like a mighty stream

[71] 7. He compares justice to water and righteousness to a mighty stream to
convey the image of powerful and constant flow and also to emphasize the
unstoppable nature of these ideals. The comparison brings up an appealing
visual image, stressing that justice and righteousness should be as widespread
and effective as water flowing powerfully down a stream. This analogy creates a
sense of eagerness to pursue justice and morality, while at the same time
highlighting the transformational power of these principles in changing society
for the better.

President Biden also employs this stylistic device to demonstrate how

some people consider that unity is unrealistic or ineffective: “I know speaking of
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unity can sound to some like a foolish fantasy [77/ . By connecting the concept

of unity to a “foolish fantasy”, J. Biden clearly shows the skepticism or doubt
that some individuals may have about the possibility of creating unity in a
divided society. This simile not only presents a vivid picture of unity as
amusing or fictitious, highlights the apparent challenge of achieving this goal.
D. Trump tries to convey a sense of urgency and highlight the depth of

3

America's challenges using asyndeton in the sentence: “...mothers and children
trapped in poverty in our inner cities; rusted-out factories... across the
landscape of our nation; an education system... students deprived of all
knowledge;... /87]”. He deliberately removes conjunctions “and” or “but”
between words discussing social issues. In such a way Trump makes a rapid
succession of images that offers a striking picture of the difficulties many
Americans face. This approach stresses both the individual concerns and the
overall weight of these issues. The lack of conjunctions adds a sense of urgency
and heaviness to the story, encouraging listeners to understand the seriousness
of the situation and forcing them to act.

Chiasmus is one more stylistic device used in the speech of President
Biden: “And we lead not by the example of our power, but by the power of our
example [79/ ”. He highlights the importance of moral leadership above forceful
power. In this case, “the example of our power” is mirrored by “the power of
our example” leading to a symmetrical structure which demonstrates the
contrast between the two ideas.

Trump underlines and supports his idea of restoring America using

anaphora: “..we will make America powerful again. We will make America

prosperous again... [75]". By introducing every statement with the words “we
will make America”, Trump produces a rhythmic repetition that not only grabs
attention but also gives a promise with urgency and dedication. Furthermore, the
consistent structure of the sentences allows for simple understanding and
retention, increasing the effect of Trump's pledges and fostering a feeling of

unity and purpose in his audience.
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In his address at the Democratic National Convention, B. Obama uses

ellipsis: “Because that is what's at stake right now. Our democracy [89]”. He

wants to convey a sense of urgency and highlight the importance of the subject
matter. Obama eliminates the word “is” after “Our democracy” to be concise
while emphasizing the main point of the sentence. This purposeful omission
underlines the seriousness of the situation and the importance of the issue at
hand, which is the defense and preservation of democracy.

President Biden uses enumeration as a rhetorical device to highlight the
numerous obstacles that people deal with in countries such as Guatemala,
Honduras, and El Salvador, all of which contribute to the southern border
migration problem. By listing “The violence. There's corruption. The gangs.
Political instability. Hunger. Hurricanes... [85]” he outlines a number of
connected problems that cause people to leave their homes in search for
protection and opportunities. This device highlights the complexity and
seriousness of the circumstances that drive migration, providing a full picture of
the basic motives that must be addressed. The enumeration clearly expresses the
urgency and need for providing assistance to relieve the many problems
encountered by regional populations.

Obama employs parallelism in his speech “... America cannot meet the
threats of this century alone, but the world cannot meet them without America
[76]” in order to emphasize that the United States relies on the global
community to solve modern-day challenges. Arranging the sentence in such a
way, Obama not only underlines the interdependence between America and the
rest of the world, but also supports the concept that cooperation and
collaboration are critical in facing shared problems. This parallel structure
stresses a mutually beneficial link between America's strengths and the world's
needs, as well as the importance of global cooperation and involvement.

In the sentence: “Our overarching goal remains the same: to disrupt,

dismantle, and defeat al Qaeda... [86]”, Obama uses alliteration in the words

“to disrupt, dismantle, and defeat” to emphasize the urgency of the intended
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actions. The repetition of the “d” sound not only provides a rhythmic pace that
draws attention, but it also points out the variety of approaches that are required.
The combination of these verbs along with alliteration helps Obama underscore
the need for an in-depth strategy to combat the danger.

Trump also uses alliteration in the sentence: “This is a smart, strategic,

see-through steel barrier... [88]” in order to create an impression of authority,

effectiveness, and innovation in describing the barrier. The repetition of the “S”
sound in words “smart, strategic, see-through steel” not only adds a distinctive
and rhythmic element to the phrase, but it also highlights the qualities given to
the barrier.

In his speech, Obama uses antithesis to emphasize the collaborative nature
of political leadership and the common responsibility that comes with a
progressive society: “Fifty-one years ago, John F. Kennedy declared to this

Chamber that "the Constitution makes us not rivals for power but partners for

progress...[83]” By contrasting the notions of “rivals for power” and “partners
for progress”, Obama emphasizes the fundamental shift from political rivalry to
collaborative effort for the sake of the country. This contrast not only stresses
unity of purpose, but also instills in the audience a sense of shared obligation,
reflecting Kennedy's principle of shared responsibility.

Overall, the presidents employ a wide range of rhetorical devices in their
speeches. The most frequently used devices include anaphora, metaphor,

parallelism and enumeration.

Conclusions to Part 2

Presidential speeches often employ a variety of lexical indicators to
convey messages of unity, praise, emotion, and morality. Politicians use the
unified language in order to emphasize on the collective identity and shared
responsibility. The use pronouns such as “we”, “our”, “they”, and “their”
reinforces the sense of inclusivity. The language of praise is employed by

presidents to highlight the significance of events or accomplishments, inspiring
51



confidence and optimism among the audience. The use of emotive language
evokes positive feelings and aspirations for a better future and at the same time
addresses deeper concerns and challenges. Religious language, such as
references to God, the Bible, and religious concepts, underscores moral
principles and values, appealing to shared beliefs and ideals within society. By
invoking religious imagery and symbolism, presidents aim to connect with
religiously inclined audiences and stress the crucial need of unity, peace, and
cooperation.

Politicians use various grammatical means to enhance the effectiveness of
their speeches. They use sentence structures such as simple, compound, and
complex sentences to convey their ideas and maintain audience engagement.
Presidents use simple sentences to convey straightforward ideas, compound
sentences to connect similar ideas, and complex sentences to explain more
complex thoughts.

Modal verbs are used to express determination, commitment, and
expectation, while conditional sentences describe hypothetical situations and
potential outcomes. Modal verbs such as “must”, “will”, “should”, “can”, and
"would" emphasize the speakers' commitment to specific actions.

The imperative mood is used to give direct commands or requests, urging
listeners to take specific actions emphasizing necessity or importance.

Conditional sentences describe real or hypothetical situations and
emphasize the importance of specific actions.

Fronting, tag questions, and cleft sentences are used to highlight key
points, engage the audience, and point out the main ideas of their speeches. All
of these grammatical indicators contribute to the overall effectiveness of
presidential addresses, enabling speakers to convey their messages clearly,
persuasively, and memorably.

Presidents use a variety of rhetorical devices in their speeches, including
anaphora, metaphor, parallelism, enumeration, personification, metonymy,

simile, asyndeton, chiasmus, ellipsis, alliteration, and antithesis.
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Anaphora is the most common, as it creates rhythm, emphasizes key
points, and evokes emotional responses. Metaphors are used to highlight the
significance of core values and future aspirations, making complex ideas more
accessible and memorable. Parallelism creates balance and symmetry in speech,
reinforcing the message of the speaker. Enumeration lists or enumerates ideas,
emphasizing the depth and complexity of a topic. Personification adds depth and
emotional resonance to speech. Metonymy evokes complex ideas or institutions.
The use of simile such as “like” or “as” creates vivid imagery and emphasizes
similarities between disparate concepts. Asyndeton omits conjunctions, creating
urgency and momentum. Chiasmus adds complexity and complexity, inviting
audiences to reconsider assumptions and expectations. Ellipsis creates suspense
and drama, drawing listeners in and encouraging active engagement.
Alliteration repeats initial consonant sounds in neighboring words, creating
rhythm and melody. Antithesis confronts contrasting ideas within a sentence or
passage, highlighting the tension between opposing forces and underscores the
speaker's argument or theme. All of these rhetorical devices enable presidents to
craft persuasive, memorable, and emotionally resonant speeches, effectively

conveying their messages.

53



3. THE USE OF LANGUAGE MANIPULATION TOOLS IN MODERN
POLITICAL PROCESSES IN THE USA

3.1 Manipulation strategies and tactics in Joe Biden’s inaugural
speech

President J. Biden's inauguration speech is well structured to resonate
with the American people on many different levels, tying together notions of
unity, dedication, and core principles of the United States.

The speech starts with a sincere acknowledgment of his predecessors and
their contributions to the nation, pointing out the continuity of American
leadership and the peaceful transition of power.

As he addresses the Americans, President Biden highlights the virtues of
the nation, emphasizing its rich history, diversity, and determination in the face
of adversity. He reminds people of the hardships that have formed the American
spirit.

His address focused on the call for unity and democracy, stressing that
Americans can overcome any difficulty if they work together as one nation. He
reassures the nation that, while there is a challenging way to go, it is not
insurmountable, reflecting the spirit of determination and hope that defines the
culture of the US.

Following that, President Biden suggests a minute of silent prayer as a
symbolic gesture of remembering all those people who died fighting for the
values of the country and a solemn reminder of the serious duties that come
with leadership.

The speech then turns to an appraisal of the American nation, highlighting
their courage, ingenuity, and dedication to liberty and democracy. The President
reaffirms his commitment to serve the country faithfully and honorably,
promising to maintain its core values.

At the end, Biden points out the key principles of the US

including freedom, equality, and justice as the basis upon which the country is
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built. He urged every American to embrace these principles and contribute to
create a better future for the generations to come, emphasizing his commitment
based on honesty, compassion, and unity.

Biden uses various strategies and tactics of manipulation in his speech.
One of the most common is the tactic of inclusiveness which is realized within
the group identification strategy: “We have been through so much in this nation
[78]”. Using the collective pronoun “we,” Biden unites all layers of American
society, underlining that all Americans, regardless of origin or views, have
faced challenges together. The pronoun “we” is used 92 times and “our” 43

“I”

times throughout his speech while personal pronoun was used only 32 times.
This expression subconsciously makes people realize their resilience while also
creates a feeling of unity and shared responsibility for overcoming adversities.
Biden inspires confidence that Americans, as a unified body, can face and
overcome any obstacles that may arise emphasizing on the collective power of a
nation.

The president skillfully employs the tactic of repetition in order to firmly
instill in the minds of his listeners the fundamental ideals he is devoted to. He
uses the term “democracy [78]” 11 times in his speech, thus emphasizing the
critical need of maintaining democratic principles and procedures as the basis of
the administration of the United States.

Furthermore, by repeating the word “unity [78]” 9 times, he highlights the
vital need in a sense of unity and solidarity for the greater good of the country.
Additionally, the word “together [78]” is used 6 times in his address
underlining the idea that collaborative effort is required to handle the multiple
challenges of the nation. Biden's intentional repetition powerfully promotes his
message of democracy, unity, and togetherness, imprinting these principles
firmly in the minds of his listeners.

In the sentences: “As does President Carter, who | spoke to last night but
who cannot be with us today, but whom we salute for his lifetime of service. |

have just taken the sacred oath each of these patriots took — an oath first sworn
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by George Washington [78]” Biden uses the strategy of immunization of

statements and the tactic of calling for authority to strengthen his own
legitimacy and credibility. By mentioning his conversation with President
Carter and expressing regret for his absence at the inauguration, J. Biden
protects himself from potential criticism or doubt about his relationship with
previous leaders, reinforcing his commitment to bipartisanship and respect for
his predecessors. Moreover, by mentioning historical leaders like
G. Washington, Biden provides the authority and heritage of the founding
fathers of the country to support the administration he leads. Biden boosts his
own authority and legitimacy as the leader of the nation aligning himself with
these distinguished leaders and emphasizing their common dedication to the
oath.

The President expands the tactic calling for authority beyond historical
figures when he mentions Saint Augustine's quote: “Many centuries ago, Saint
Augustine, a saint of my church, wrote that a people was a multitude defined by
the common objects of their love [78/”. In such a way he adds depth and
breadth to his message emphasizing that the ideas he is promoting are timeless
and universal. Biden quotes Saint Augustine's thought on the nature of a people
as a collective bound by shared values and affections to underline the necessity
of unity and common purpose in the formation of a nation's identity. This
reference not only gives moral credibility to Biden's statements, but also
demonstrates the everlasting wisdom in leading the moral conscience of society.

In addition to referencing political figures and religious concepts, Biden
focuses on the encouraging words of the “American Anthem”, particularly a
passage that he finds inspiring. He quotes the lines: “The work and prayers of
centuries have brought us to this day, What shall be our legacy? What will our
children say?... Let me know in my heart when my days are through, America,
America, | gave my best to you [78/”. Here Biden focuses on the efforts and
sacrifices of previous generations that formed current identity of the nation.

Biden emphasizes his commitment to serving the country with greatest passion
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and resolution, reflecting the key values of patriotism and responsibility that
consists within its lines.

In the sentence “l understand that many Americans view the future with

some fear and trepidation [78]”. J. Biden effectively employs the tactic of
using universal expressions within the strategy of immunization of statements to
reassure the nation. Biden uses the phrase “l understand” to show empathy and
compassion, building a feeling of connection with the people. He uses personal
pronoun “I”” 32 times throughout his speech. He admits the widespread fear and
anxiety that many Americans might experience about what lies ahead. He tends
to generalize the experience, making it relevant to the public at large hence
preventing himself from any criticism for being out of touch with the everyday
problems of citizens. This sympathetic response reassures people that their
worries have been acknowledged and validated, while also demonstrating
Biden's intention of making those concerns easier through his presidency.

The use of the universal phrase “l guarantee” demonstrates J. Biden's
confidence to the American people: “This is our historic moment of crisis and
challenge, and unity is the path forward. And, we must meet this moment as the

United States of America. If we do that, |1 guarantee you, we will not fail [78] .

However, the use of conditional sentence type 1 reduces the categorical nature
of this sentence, placing the responsibilities on both the government and the
citizens. By phrasing the promise in this way, Biden once more emphasizes on
the shared responsibility for success and the significance of collaboration and
unity in addressing the challenges that lie ahead.

President Biden also emphasizes on his commitment to unite the country
and act as a leader for all citizens using the phrase “l pledge” in the sentence
“And I pledge this to you: | will be a President for all Americans [78]”. He aims
to reassure Americans about his dedication to protect their interests, regardless
of their political beliefs, color, or origin. The pronoun “you” personalizes the
message. It establishes a direct link with the audience and expresses a sense of

obligation to the people.
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In the statement “We must set aside politics and finally face this pandemic
as one nation [78/” President Biden employs the strategy modification of
illocutionary power of utterances and the tactic of categorical nomination to
show his unwavering determination in tackling the COVID-19 pandemic, which
Is one of the biggest challenges of his presidency. He uses modal verb “must” to
create a sense of urgency and necessity and highlights the essential need of
collective effort to solve the problem effectively. Additionally, we can see that
Biden often mixes several manipulation tactics in one sentence. Apart from the
tactic mentioned above this sentence also includes the tactic of inclusiveness
where the pronoun “we” once again underlines the significance of unity and
collective collaboration.

The tactic of non-categorical nomination is used in the sentence “We are
entering what may well be the toughest and deadliest period of the virus [78/”
to express the potential seriousness of the issue without stating it fully. The
modal verb “may” provides a level of uncertainty, suggesting that while the
situation might become extremely difficult and dangerous, it is not an absolute
certainty. It allows Biden to acknowledge the severity of the virus while still
offering a room for hope and the possibility to reduce its effects. Biden's goal is
to draw attention without spreading fear or worry.

Overall, J. Biden's inauguration speech is a powerful reflection of the
United States' core principles, focusing on unity, dedication, and the nation's
resilience. He acknowledges his predecessors and the nation's leadership
continuity, emphasizing peaceful power transitions. Biden celebrates America's
diverse history and resilience, instilling national pride and determination. He
calls for unity and democracy, emphasizing the nation's ability to overcome
challenges through collective effort. Biden uses various strategies and tactics of
manipulation, including, inclusive language, repetition, and call for authority to
reinforce his messages. He invokes historical figures and religious concepts,
drawing inspiration from patriotic anthems to emphasize past generations'

sacrifices. He uses universal phrases to assure the public of his understanding of
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their concerns and shares responsibility for addressing them. Biden's speech
aims to inspire confidence, unity, and resolve among Americans, positioning

him as a unifying leader.

3.2 Manipulation strategies and tactics in Donald Trump’s
inaugural speech

D. Trump's inaugural address is planned to cover a number of details that
connect with both past events and his vision for the future of the country.

The speech starts with an address to his predecessors and an important
acknowledgement of the seriousness of the situation, both in terms of the
position he is taking on and the duty assigned to him by the American people.
Trump expressed gratitude to those who came before him, noting their
contributions to the history of the country.

As he moves into the main point of his address, Trump highlights the
significance of the American people. He claims that it is time to change the role
of the government that does everything for its prosperity instead of ensuring the
wellbeing of its people. He contrasts the existing situation with his vision of
how things should be done, emphasizing the need of unity and collaborative
effort in overcoming obstacles and achieving success.

The key point of the speech is the significance of the oath he is taking,
promising to maintain Constitutional principles and honorably serve the nation.
He pledges to do his best for a better future and take actions that will improve
the interests of all Americans.

After that Trump refers to the Bible, highlighting the principles of unity,
equality, and the shared future of the American people. He emphasizes that,
despite their differences, Americans are bonded by similar aims and aspirations,
and that everyone has an equal opportunity to contribute to the success of the
country.

Donald Trump uses the tactic of inclusiveness to match his values with

those of the nation, establishing a feeling of common purpose and duty:
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“Together, we will determine the course of America and the world for many,
many years to come [87]”. Trump appeals to Americans' sense of shared
identity and destiny. He uses the pronoun “we” 49 times in his speech, thus
emphasizing the collective effort necessary to define the future. He portrays
himself as a uniting figure capable of guiding the country toward its common
goals. Here the group identification strategy not only promotes the idea that his
beliefs are compatible with those of the nation, but it also develops a sense of
unity and harmony among different parts of society.

Trump intentionally employs the tactics of inclusiveness and distancing
within the group identification strategy to draw a clear line between the
American people and his predecessors using the pronoun “’they” 5 times and
“their” 10 times in his speech: “Their victories have not been your victories;
their triumphs have not been your triumphs; and while they celebrated in our
nation’s capital, there was little to celebrate for struggling families all across
our land. [87]”. He deliberately creates a significant contrast in the minds of
the people emphasizing the difference between outcomes of the previous
administration and the state of the nation at that time. The distancing tactic puts
Trump as a rival to the elite, which allows him to establish closer connection
with the struggles and desires of ordinary Americans. At the same time, he
subconsciously promotes a sense of unity and common purpose in the minds of
his audience that demonstrates American's collective identity. In such a way,
Trump aims to emphasize his dedication to represent the interests of the nation
while also promoting the idea of change and development under his command.

In the sentence, “...we are transferring power from Washington DC and
giving it back to you, the people [87/”. Trump purposefully employs the tactic
of evasion of truth and the tactic of glittering generalization to influence public
opinion. He tends to avoid specifics actions that could have been done wrongly
by the previous president. Instead, Trump subtly undermines their efforts while
emphasizing the need for change. The tactic of glittering generalities is clearly

seen in the statement “giving it back to you, the people” that provides the
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transfer of power with patriotic and powerful meaning. Trump's choice of
language suggests that his presidency will prioritize the needs of people, in
contrast to previous failures. This generalization allows Trump to show himself
as a revolutionary leader capable of providing a significant change for the
American people.

He uses the term “people [87/” in total of 10 times during his speech.
This deliberate repetition instills in the minds of his audience the unbreakable
notion that his presidency is completely focused to putting the well-being and
interests of the people ahead of all other concerns. Such persistent repetition not
only highlights the significance of the people, but also confirms Trump's
broader image of a government that is completely devoted to servicing its
nation.

Trump employs the strategy of immunization of statements and the tactic
of calling for authority to support his call for patriotism and solidarity. The
President appeals to a higher authority referring to the Bible, he quotes the
verse: “How good and pleasant it is when God's people live together in unity
[87]” putting his messages in line with religious and moral principles. This
tactic gives validity to his call for unity and enhances the belief that solidarity is
both a political need and a moral responsibility.

In the following sentence: “We must speak our minds openly, debate our
disagreements honestly, but always pursue solidarity [87]” Trump uses the
tactic of categorical nomination to further promote his ideas of patriotism and
solidarity. The use of the modal verb “must” serves as a strong obligation, with
no room for ambiguity or different interpretations. It creates a sense of urgency
and obligation, motivating people to follow the specified course of action. The
tactic of categorical nomination used by D. Trump, not only underlines the
significance of open communication and honest debate, but it also emphasizes
the importance of solidarity.

The president sometimes mixes the tactics of categorical and non-

categorical nomination: “There should be no fear — we are protected, and we
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will always be protected. We will be protected by the great men and women of

our military and law enforcement and, most importantly, we are protected by

God [87/”. In this statement, the modal verb “should” suggests an expected or
desired consequence. Trump believes that fear is pointless since the country is
well secured. The modal verb “will” is used to emphasize certainty or
inevitability about the future. Trump claims that both the military and the
diplomats will defend the nation. Furthermore, the phrase “we are protected by
God” implies a strong belief in supernatural protection, showing it as a
guarantee that goes beyond human efforts. The use of the modal verb "will"
demonstrates Trump's belief in unwavering protection of the United States.

In the sentence: “In America, we understand that a nation is only living

as long as it is striving [87/” the tactic of universal expressions within the
strategy of immunization of statements is employed together with the tactic of
inclusiveness. In such a way, Trump highlights a subconscious and undeniable
belief in national resilience. He tries to encourage the belief that constant
improvement and effort are required for the longevity and prosperity of the
nation. This idea, which is deeply rooted in the collective consciousness of
Americans, serves as the core concept that underpins the ethos and identity of
the people. Trump underlines this concept putting the emphasis on
perseverance, ingenuity, and unity in overcoming obstacles. Through this
phrase, he seeks to establish this concept as an undisputed reality, generating
support for his vision of an innovative America.

In the sentence: “What truly matters is not which party controls our

government, but whether our government is controlled by the people [87/”
Trump expresses an attitude that goes beyond political divisions, showing it as
universal ideals. By emphasizing the significance of government being
controlled by the people rather than any particular political party, he attempts to
protect his statement from criticism or resistance based on party affiliation. This
strategy aims to appeal to a broad audience promoting a philosophy that is

consistent with democratic ideals and the fundamental principles of the
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administration of the United States. In such a way, Trump hopes to strengthen
the idea of government responsibility and reaction to the will of the people,
presenting himself as a leader of democratic ideals and citizen empowerment.

In the sentence: “January 20, 2017, will be remembered as the day the
people became the rulers of this nation again [87/ ” D. Trump uses the tactic of
labeling within the strategy of evasion of truth. He purposefully employs the
term “rulers” referring to the people, putting them at the center of the process
of governing of the country. He links the date of his inauguration and switches
attention from himself toward the wider notion of people's power. This tactic
minimizes any potential criticism and represents his administration as a means
that will restore the fundamental principles of democracy, where the interests of
the people are prioritized above the interests of the authorities. Through this
strategic move, Trump effectively separates himself from those in power and
emphasizes his dedication and focus on the needs and desires of the American
people throughout his presidency.

Overall, D. Trump's inaugural speech aims to connect past events with his
vision for the future of the nation. He acknowledges his position and the duty
entrusted to him by the American people, emphasizing the importance of
shifting --the government's focus from self-serving prosperity to the well-being
of its citizens. Trump's commitment to upholding Constitutional principles and
serving the nation honorably is central to his address. He employs manipulative
tactic of inclusiveness to enforce unity, emphasizing collective effort and
portraying himself as a unifying figure capable of leading the nation toward
common goals. He strategically contrasts his vision with past administrations
applying the tactic of distancing. In such a way he separates himself from the
elite while aligning with the struggles and aspirations of ordinary Americans.
Trump uses tactics such as evasion of truth, immunization of statements, and
appeals to authority to reinforce his message of patriotism and solidarity. He
emphasizes open communication, honest debate, and governmental

responsibility, appealing to broad democratic ideals and empowering citizens.
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3.3  Manipulation strategies and tactics in Barack Obama’s
inaugural speeches

B. Obama's first inaugural speech in 2009 was a reflection on difficulties
and ambitions of the nation. It is well-structured and opens with a sense of
appreciation and recall, mentioning the difficulties that had obscured throughout
America's journey. He speaks of the difficult way ahead and admits the
seriousness of the economic situation and the critical need for unity and
courage.

As the speech goes on, Obama proceeds with his vision for the future,
including critical issues such as the economy and national defense. He states his
administration's objectives, highlighting the significance of perseverance and
teamwork in fighting the challenges ahead.

Obama extended a hand of friendship and cooperation to both his fellow
Americans and the international community. He addresses the Muslim world as
well as the people of developing countries, expressing a desire for peace and
understanding. While discussing war and peace, he emphasizes nations'
interconnectivity and the importance of mutual respect and collaboration.

Throughout his speech, Obama mentions America's diversity and
underlines the common principles that bring its people together. He paid respect
to the supporters of liberty and justice, recalling the core values on which the
country was founded.

At the end of his speech, he quotes G. Washington and emphasizes the
need for bravery, dedication, and togetherness.

In his speech, he successfully employs the tactic of inclusiveness to
underline the collective responsibility and resilience of the American people.
Obama uses the pronoun “we” 62 times throughout his speech: “At these
moments, America has carried on not simply because of the skill or vision of

those in high office, but because we, the people, have remained faithful to the

ideals of our forebears and true to our founding documents [84]”. The
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president aims to unite citizens with diverse backgrounds and beliefs. In such a
way, he admits the efforts of Americans to support the values and achieve
progress. It also creates a feeling of community and purpose among people
emphasizing their mutual dedication to the ideas expressed in the founding
documents. Furthermore, Obama urges Americans actively participate in the
democratic process and strive toward a brighter future for all people.

Through the use of the tactic of distancing, Obama uses the personal
pronoun “they” to distinguish between those who deny America's potential and
those who trust in its ability to achieve success. He uses the pronoun “they” 19
times and “their” 10 times in his speech: “Their memories are short, for they
have forgotten what this country has already done, what free men and women
can achieve when imagination is joined to common purpose, and necessity to
courage [84/”. This tactic reinforces the commitment of his supporters while
quietly restricting those who doubt it, emphasizing the necessity of collective
purpose, and bravery in achieving ambitious objectives.

Moreover, Obama's employs the tactic of distancing to bring the people
together. However, this time he contrasts not those who opposes his presidency,
but the challenges that are waiting ahead: “They will not be met easily or in a
short span of time. But know this America: They will be met [84/ ”. He uses the
personal pronoun “they” to underline the distinction between the issues and the
collaborative effort required to solve them.

In his speech, Obama used the tactic of categorical nomination, using the
modal verb “must” to make a decisive assertion about the greatness of the
country and how it may be achieved: “In reaffirming the greatness of our nation

we understand that greatness is never a given. It must be earned [84/ ”. He uses

the phrase “It must be earned” to emphasize the importance of active work and
persistence in obtaining success. It instills in the minds of the listeners that
greatness is not a given, but rather the consequence of deliberate effort and

resilience. Furthermore, in the first sentence the tactic of use of universal
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expressions within the strategy of immunization of statements to subconsciously
instill a feeling of mutual understanding and solidarity among his listeners.

Obama uses the tactic of using universal expressions to give comfort and
build connection: “To the people of poor nations, we pledge to work alongside
you... [84] . He addresses “the people of poor nations” and uses the phrase “we
pledge” to emphasize a commitment to collaborative action and assistance, he
delivers a message of solidarity and participation in tackling global concerns.
Obama states specific goals that are in line with basic human needs and
ambitions, focusing on the message of shared support and solidarity for the
well-being of all people, regardless of nationality. The use of universal phrase
reassures the audience of America's commitment to global cooperation and
humanitarian initiatives.

In the sentence: “Our challenges may be new [84]”, Obama uses the
tactic of non-categorical nomination with the modal verb “may” to convey an
impression of strength and stability in the face of new problems. He recognizes
the possible distinction and unpredictability of the challenges ahead. However,
he underlines the long-term need of fundamental values such as honesty, hard
work, courage, and tolerance. The use of non-categorical nomination implies
that, regardless of the specifics of the problems, these universal values will
serve as guiding principles for dealing with them. It conveys a message of
confidence and determination, reminding the audience that with the help of
these values, they can overcome any challenges that may emerge.

The strategy of immunization of statements and the tactic of calling for
authority is realized through the reference to the “Founding Fathers”: “...our

Founding Fathers, faced with perils that we can scarcely imagine, drafted a

charter to assure the rule of law and the rights of man ... [84/”. Obama
emphasizes their respected role in American history, portraying them as
authoritative leaders whose values continue to guide the country. Moreover, at
the end of his address, Obama quotes G. Washington to emphasize America's

ever-lasting spirit of unity and determination in the face of hardship: “Let it be
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told to the future world...that in the depth of winter, when nothing but hope and
virtue could survive... [84] . This reference is a strong reminder of the nation's
potential to overcome obstacles when people work together for a common goal,
instilling optimism in a time of uncertainty.

Moreover, Obama also refers to God: “...the knowledge that God calls on
us to shape an uncertain destiny [84/ . He calls to a higher authority and gives
his message a sense of spiritual power and meaning. This reference builds trust
and commitment in a time of uncertainty. By linking the nation's efforts with
God's plan, Obama outlines the value of faith and persistence in overcoming
obstacles and building a better future. This reference to God adds credibility and
depth to the message, emphasizing the notion that the nation's future
is connected with the will of God.

The second inaugural speech of B. Obama is quite similar to the first one.
It also includes topics such as unity, faith, and the challenges ahead, however
they differ in the emphases and tones. The first speech repeatedly refers to
previous struggles and underscores the nation's concerns. Obama highlights the
need of perseverance in overcoming these problems and sets specific objectives
for the future.

In contrast, Obama’s second inaugural speech emphasizes the enduring
strength of the Constitution as well as the values of justice and equality. While
admitting the problems ahead, Obama takes a more forward-looking strategy,
concentrating more on the future accomplishments rather than past concerns. He
highlights the necessity of supporting beliefs and remembering those who
ensured this freedom for generation to come, but he also underlines the need to
deal with current concerns and work toward ensuring more justice and equality.
The second address, as well as the first one, ends by honoring defenders and
mentioning essential principles.

Both Obama's speeches include the tactic of inclusiveness within the
group identification strategy: “We affirm the promise of our democracy [77] .

He promotes a common sense of ownership and involvement in supporting the
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principles of democracy. This usage of “we” is used 66 times and aims to bring
the audience together under a common identity as citizens of a democratic
nation, regardless of individual distinctions.

In his second inaugural speech, Obama applies the tactic of repetition
within the strategy of distortion of information, using the term “people [77]” 11
times during his address. This purposeful repetition highlights the president's
fundamental emphasis on the welfare and interests of the American people,
strengthening the bond between the government and the people it serves.

Obama employs the tactic of calling for authority referring to the patriots
who fought for liberty: “The patriots of 1776 did not fight to replace the
tyranny of a king with the privileges of a few or the rule of a mob [77]”. The
president mentions the patriots of the American Revolution, who are honorable
figures in American history, to support his argument about democratic ideas. He
appeals to the nation's fundamental values emphasizing the need to maintain
these principles throughout his current administration. This tactic gives
credibility and validity to his argument, highlighting the ongoing importance of
the principles for which the patriots fought.

In his address Obama refers not only to certain people, but also to the
Declaration of Independence to bring out the fundamental ideas that form
American identity: “We hold these truths to be self-evident, that all men are
created equal; that they are endowed by their Creator with certain unalienable
rights... [77/”. Reciting these lines, Obama underlines the critical value
of equality and individual liberties that shaped the American spirit.
Furthermore, as he connects the present-day concerns and aims to the ideas
outlined in The Declaration of Independence, Obama points out the concept of
continuity and common purpose across generations of Americans.

In his second address, Obama used categorical nomination to subtly evoke
the sense of unity among Americans: “Now, more than ever, we must do these
things together, as one nation and one people [77/”. The use of the modal verb

“must” demonstrates that unity is not just desired, but also necessary for solving
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the difficulties at hand. It stresses shared responsibility and an enduring desire
to work together despite differences. This language choice underlines the idea
that unity is not an option, but rather an essential requirement for overcoming
hardship and improving the common good.

Employing the phrases such as “we know” and “we believe” Obama
adopts the strategy of immunization of statements and the tactic of using
universal expressions to reinforce his message and present it as widely accepted:
“We believe that America’s prosperity ... We know that America thrives when ...
[77] 7. He asserts common beliefs between himself and his audience that leads
to the agreement and consensus. This strategy actively eliminates any future
objections about the reliability of his statements representing them as
established truths or commonly held beliefs. Obama creates a sense of
community and cooperation among his audience by stressing common values
and interests. Overall, it contributes to the effectiveness of his argument and
reinforces a sense of shared purpose and dedication to his goal. It is also
important to mention that the president employs this strategy more frequently in

his second speech in contrast to the first one.

Conclusions to Part 3

Inaugural speeches capture the hopes, priorities, and values of new
presidents. Despite their different backgrounds and views, J. Biden, D. Trump,
and B. Obama have a structural similarity in their inaugural addresses.

Each speech begins with a traditional address to both predecessors and the
nation as a whole, representing succession of leadership and power transfer
within a democratic context. This opening gesture sets the tone for a reflection
on the obstacles and hardships from the past, which must be recognized and
overcome in order to move forward to a brighter future.

Furthermore, within the main points of their speeches, each president
stresses an objective that reflects their vision for the nation. J. Biden puts a

strong focus on unity and democracy, understanding the need of creating
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collaboration and teamwork in times when country is divided. In his inaugural
address, D. Trump prioritizes the people, stating the interests and ambitions of
the American people as the main focusto his administration. Similarly,
B. Obama links together concepts of people and equality, highlighting diversity
and social justice as essential elements of his presidency.

Moreover, these speeches include the honour to the country's soldiers and
defenders mentioning the sacrifices made to pursue the core values of
democracy. References to the Bible are common in these speeches that convey a
sense of moral guidance and historical continuity.

As the speeches come to an end, each president takes the moment to bring
out the key values that will guide their presidency. These values, such as unity,
people empowerment, and the pursuit of equality, serve as guiding principles for
policy agendas and presidential legacies.

Thus, while the political landscape changes with each new administration,
the basic structure of inaugural addresses stays relatively consistent.

Inaugural speeches frequently involve a variety of strategies and tactics
aimed at influencing public opinion and gaining support. The tactic of
inclusiveness is realized within the group identification strategy that appears the
most frequently throughout all analyzed speeches.

Presidents aim to establish a connection between themselves, their
principles, and goals, and the people. The use of pronouns such as “we” and
“us” helps the speaker to be closer to the audience, which subconsciously builds
a sense of unity and connection among contrasting groups of society
emphasizing common experiences, goals, and difficulties. Additionally,
D. Trump extensively uses of the tactic of distancing in his inaugural speech, to
contrast between people's needs and the actions or priorities of the previous
administration. Trump points out that the needs of people have not been met or
prioritized. He creates a distinction between his own agenda and his
predecessors' policies to highlight his commitment to focusing on these issues

and setting new goals during his presidency.
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Another strategy used in every inauguration address is the modification of
the illocutionary power of utterances, which usually happens through the tactics
of categorical and non-categorical nomination. Presidents use categorical
nominations to express their belief and confidence in the thriving future of the
nation. Presidents clearly state their aims, aspirations, and policy priorities to
show their unbreakable commitment. As a rule, they also apply non-categorical
nomination to stress that it does not matter how hard the situation may be, it is
possible to deal with it.

Presidents frequently employ the strategy of distortion of information and
the tactic of repetition to highlight their main values and objectives. In
J. Biden's speech, the term “democracy” appears 11 times and “unity” 9 times,
indicating his dedication to defending democratic ideals and encouraging
national unity. D. Trump uses the term “people” 10 times in his address to
emphasize his commitment to the interests of the American people. And so does
B. Obama using the term “people” 11 times, emphasizing his dedication to
meeting the needs and desires of the nation.

Presidents also use the tactic of calling for authority as part of the strategy
of immunization of statements to give their arguments more weight and validity.
J. Biden extensively employs this strategy, referring to the former US presidents
such as Carter and Washington he also mentions God and Saint Augustine.
Additionally, he recites several lines from the American Anthem which helps
him strengthen the legitimacy of his messages. In contrast, D. Trump refers only
to God in his speech, relying on a higher power to justify his objectives.
B. Obama makes a similar call for authority as he mentions the Founding
Fathers and God in his first inaugural speech. In his second inaugural speech,
Obama refers to the patriots who fought for democracy.

Another frequent tactic in presidential inauguration addresses is the use of
universal expressions, which is often combined with the tactic of inclusiveness.

Presidents use statements like “we understand” and “we pledge” to instill a
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sense of shared responsibility and duty among the citizens. They demonstrate
that their goals and principles are shared by the general public.

In his inaugural addresses, D. Trump uses the strategy of evasion of truth
which includes the tactics of labeling and glittering generalities, to proclaim that
power belongs to the people. Trump aims to create pleasant feelings and
connections, portraying himself as a defender of these ideas.

Finally, the subtle differences in the inaugural speeches highlight the
presidents' unique points of view and different approaches to governance, even
while they clearly demonstrate structural resembles and wuse similar
manipulative techniques. These minor variations reveal the complex nature of
the leadership and its dynamic role in determining the direction of the country.
They also serve as vivid indicators of the various ideologies, priorities, and
leadership philosophies of each president. Although inaugural addresses are
ceremonial in nature, they serve as powerful statements of the individual goals
and dreams of each president, outlining their own political views and guiding
principles.

Scholars suggest three primary objectives of presidential discourse:
obtaining political power, changing public opinion, and influencing political
outcomes. Presidents use a variety of strategies to achieve these objectives, such
as adjusting language to impact public opinion, shaping public opinion through
media and press, and defining challenges to gain authority. Presidential
discourse has various genres, including formal addresses, campaign speeches,
crisis communication, policy announcements, press conferences, and social
media engagements, all of which serve different communication goals and

audience engagement strategies.
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GENERAL CONCLUSION

Political discourse plays a vital role in shaping societies and governance
systems and serves as a means for communication, negotiation, and the expression
of power relations. It is a tool for informing, influencing, and forming public
opinion on important subjects. Political discourse underlines the importance of
language in political communication, using many definitions and opinions offered
by scholars. Political discourse is defined as the language used in political contexts
in order to negotiate power relationships, social identities, and ideological
perspectives. Its roles involve informing the public, persuading, encouraging,
expressing, and propagating. Political discourse also controls the dissemination of
information, supports political strategies, and shapes public opinion. The aims of
political speech, such as establishing agendas, projecting into the future and past,
creating speech reality that influence perceptions of political leaders. Overall,
political discourse is depicted as a complex process that requires careful
consideration of its numerous roles and styles in order to properly engage the
audience.

Persuasion in political discourse plays an important role and includes a wide
range of techniques used by politicians to influence public opinion and political
decisions. Emotional appeals, building credibility, appeals to authority, logical
reasoning and appeals to social norms have been highlighted as significant
components of persuasion, each of them contribute to shaping opinions and
behaviours. Furthermore, framing, clear calls to action as well as the repetition of
the message improve the effectiveness of persuasive communication. The
development of social media has created new challenges and opportunities,
stressing the need of involvement and an awareness of online communication
dynamics.

Pragmatics is essential in studying political discourse as it interprets hidden
meanings, nonverbal clues, and cultural nuances, which results in better

comprehension and message delivery. The deliberate use of persuasion as well as
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pragmatics, politicians can manage communication obstacles, gather support, and
achieve their objectives within democratic frameworks.

Manipulation is a form of social influence that occurs when the manipulator
indirectly applies their own objectives, ambitions, and intentions on the addressee,
that are inconsistent with the needs of the addressee. Manipulation strategies
consist of evasion of truth, distortion of information, immunization of statements,
modification of illocutionary power of statements, strategy of group identification
and strategy of structuring on the principle of relevance. Every strategy includes a
wide range of tactics to influence a person or a group of people.

Presidential discourse is a set of communication methods used by presidents
to influence public opinion, establish policy objectives, and demonstrate their
authority. Its main goals are to achieve political power, influence public opinion,
and shape political results. Presidents express their messages using a variety of
genres, including ceremonial addresses, campaign speeches, crisis communication,
policy announcements, press conferences, and social media engagements. These
genres influence public perception and policy results, and knowing their impact is
critical for better understanding the dynamics of presidential communication.

The use of lexical indicators in presidential discourse creates persuasive
speeches that appeal to a wide range of audiences and influence public opinion.
The analysis of speeches by J. Biden, D. Trump, and B. Obama demonstrates the
use of unified language, collective pronouns, extreme adjectives, emotive
language, and religious language in their speeches. Unified language emphasizes
common identity and shared responsibility. Collective pronouns are extensively
used, indicating inclusivity and shared ownership. Extreme adjectives are used to
express admiration, approval, or enthusiasm for specific subjects or achievements.
Emotive language, consisting of words that evoke strong emotions or vivid
imagery, is a common feature of presidential speeches used to inspire confidence,
optimism, and determination while addressing nation-wide concerns. Religious
language is employed to appeal to moral principles and spiritual beliefs, with

references to God and the Bible to underscore shared values and unity.
74



Politicians employ various grammatical means to enhance the effectiveness
of their speeches. They use simple, compound, and complex sentences to convey
ideas and maintain audience engagement. Modal verbs express determination,
commitment, and expectation, while conditional sentences describe hypothetical
situations and potential outcomes. The imperative mood urges listeners to take
specific actions, emphasizing urgency or importance. Conditional sentences
describe real or hypothetical situations, emphasizing the importance of specific
actions. Fronting, tag questions, and cleft sentences highlight key points, engage
the audience, and emphasize the main ideas of their speeches. These grammatical
indicators contribute to the overall effectiveness of presidential addresses, enabling
speakers to convey their messages clearly, persuasively, and memorably.

Stylistic indicators include a variety of rhetorical devices used by presidents
to create persuasive, memorable, and emotionally resonant speeches. Anaphora is
the most commonly used figure of speech in the analyzed speeches. It creates
rhythm and evokes emotional responses. Metaphors are used to emphasize core
values, future aspirations, and societal challenges.

Moreover, parallelism is often used in the presidents' speeches creating a
balance and symmetry in the speaker's message, while enumeration provides a
complex overview of a topic. Personification is employed by presidents to create
emotional resonance to abstract concepts, making them relatable. Metonymy
evokes complex ideas or institutions, while simile creates vivid imagery and
highlights the strength and depth of the topic.

Furthermore, asyndeton conveys urgency in the analyzed speeches, while
chiasmus adds complexity and sophistication, inviting audiences to reconsider
assumptions. Presidents employ ellipsis in order to create suspense and add more
dramatic patterns to their words, while alliteration enhances the speech's flow
making them easy to comprehend. And antithesis highlights the tension between
opposing forces, stimulating critical thinking and reflection.

J. Biden's inaugural address is a powerful description of the United States'

essential values. The president emphasizes on such principles as unity,
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determination, and resilience. He acknowledges the previous leaders and honours
America's rich history and perseverance, encouraging patriotism and
determination. He calls for unity and democracy, pointing out the potential of the
country to overcome any obstacles through collective efforts.

Biden supports his views using a variety of manipulative strategies and
tactics, such as inclusiveness, repetition, and call for authority. The president
mentions not only historical figures, but also religious concepts, as well as national
anthem, to highlight the sacrifices of previous generations. Biden employs
universal phrases to assure the audience that he understands their difficulties and
accepts responsibility for resolving them. In his speech, J. Biden strives to promote
confidence, solidarity, and commitment in Americans.

He uses the manipulative tactic of inclusiveness to encourage solidarity,
highlight the significance of cooperation as well as portray himself as a leader who
is capable of guiding the whole nation to shared objectives. He carefully contrasts
his vision with previous administrations, using the tactic of distancing. In this
regard, he distinguishes himself from the elite while connecting with the
challenges and ambitions of average Americans.

Trump supports his message of patriotism and fellowship using various
tactics that include evasion of truth, immunization of statements, and appeals to
authority. He focuses on open communication, honest discussion, and government
accountability, appealing to broad principles of democracy. In his speech, he
makes a strong emphasis on the needs of the nation.

B. Obama's inaugural speeches share topics of unity, perseverance, and the
challenges facing American nation. In the first speech, Obama emphasizes the
economic crisis and the need for unity and courage and highlights the importance
of perseverance and teamwork in addressing critical issues. He extends a hand of
friendship and cooperation to both Americans and the international community,
stressing the diversity of the nation and common principles. Obama uses the tactic

of inclusiveness to underline collective responsibility and resilience. Additionally,
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the tactic of distancing is employed to distinguish between those individuals who
doubt and those who trust in America's potential.

The second inaugural speech of the president focuses more on the enduring
strength of the Constitution and the wvalues of justice and equality. He
acknowledges the challenges ahead and takes a more forward-looking approach,
emphasizing future accomplishments rather than past concerns. He uses the tactic
of repetition to point out the welfare and interests of the American people,
strengthening the bond between the government and its citizens. Obama also
appeals to the fundamental values outlined in the Declaration of Independence to
underscore the critical value of equality and individual liberties that shaped the
American spirit.

Overall, while both speeches share common themes and strategies, they
reflect different priorities and contexts of Obama'’s presidency.

While this thesis has offered useful insights into political discourse in the
United States, there are still various areas for additional investigation. Starting with
a thorough examination of the effect of cultural and socioeconomic elements on
political speech that may assist us better understand how language is used to
persuade and manipulate. Moreover, adding multidisciplinary approaches from
fields such as psychology, sociology, and communication studies may provide
more nuanced information on the cognitive processes involved in creating and
analyzing political communications. Also, in order to expand the scope of
investigation, it is possible to include speeches by a wider range of political
figures, as well as to study the role of developing digital platforms in shaping
modern political discourse that could provide perspectives into changing rhetorical
practices. Finally, ongoing investigation in these areas has the potential to improve
the understanding of the complex relationship of language, power, and politics in
the United States.

77



REFERENCES
. Avristotle. Rhetoric. URL: http://classics.mit.edu/Aristotle/rhetoric.html
(maTa 3Bepuenns: 17.04.2024).

Barron, Anne. Public Information Messages: A Contrastive Genre Analysis

of State-citizen Communication. Amsterdam. 2012. URL: Public

Information Messages: A contrastive genre analysis of state-citizen

communication | Request PDF (researchgate.net) (mara 3BepHEHHS:
17.04.2024).

. Calderwood K.J. Discourse in the Balance: American Presidential Discourse
About Climate Change. Communication Studies. 2019. URL:
https://www.tandfonline.com/doi/pdf/10.1080/10510974.2019.15726367cas
a_token=ZR|n87gRKGKAAAAA:goGXJsFO9ugs4g7ccdRgn wMxz04zKrQ
GBY_D1Xwp0T4G8eal4L MpkE-100sr8Udl_Zcu8utCEMWbMOQ (maTa
3pepHenHs: 07.04.2024).

. Campbell K. K. and Jamieson K.H. Deeds Done in Words: Presidential

Rhetoric and the Genres of Governance. University of Chicago Press, 1990.
288 p.

. Charteris-Black, Jonathan. Analysing Political Speeches: Rhetoric,
Discourse and Metaphor. UK. 2015. URL.:
https://onlinelibrary.wiley.com/doi/abs/10.1111/1478-9302.12073 47 (narta
3BepHeHHs: 17.04.2024).

. Chouliaraki L. The Soft Power of War Legitimacy and community in Iraq

war discourses Special issue of Journal of Language and Politics 4:1. John
Benjamins Publishing Company. Copenhagen, 2005. 175 p.

. Cialdini, R. B. Influence: Science and practice. 1993. URL: (PDF)
Influence: Science and Practice (researchgate.net) (mata 3BepHECHHS:
17.04.2024).

Coe, K., and Neumann, R. The major addresses of modern presidents:
Parameters of a data set. 2011. URL:10.1111/j.1741-5705.2011.03912.x
(mata 3BepuenHs: 07.04.2024).

78


http://classics.mit.edu/Aristotle/rhetoric.html
https://www.researchgate.net/publication/345950173_Public_Information_Messages_A_contrastive_genre_analysis_of_state-citizen_communication
https://www.researchgate.net/publication/345950173_Public_Information_Messages_A_contrastive_genre_analysis_of_state-citizen_communication
https://www.researchgate.net/publication/345950173_Public_Information_Messages_A_contrastive_genre_analysis_of_state-citizen_communication
https://www.tandfonline.com/doi/pdf/10.1080/10510974.2019.1572636?casa_token=ZRjn87gRkGkAAAAA:goGXJsFO9uqs4g7cc4Rgn_wMxz04zKrQGBY_D1Xwp0T4G8eal4LMpkE-100sr8UdI_Zcu8utCEMWbM0
https://www.tandfonline.com/doi/pdf/10.1080/10510974.2019.1572636?casa_token=ZRjn87gRkGkAAAAA:goGXJsFO9uqs4g7cc4Rgn_wMxz04zKrQGBY_D1Xwp0T4G8eal4LMpkE-100sr8UdI_Zcu8utCEMWbM0
https://www.tandfonline.com/doi/pdf/10.1080/10510974.2019.1572636?casa_token=ZRjn87gRkGkAAAAA:goGXJsFO9uqs4g7cc4Rgn_wMxz04zKrQGBY_D1Xwp0T4G8eal4LMpkE-100sr8UdI_Zcu8utCEMWbM0
https://onlinelibrary.wiley.com/doi/abs/10.1111/1478-9302.12073_47
https://www.researchgate.net/publication/229067982_Influence_Science_and_Practice
https://www.researchgate.net/publication/229067982_Influence_Science_and_Practice
file:///D:/Users/Администратор/Downloads/Telegram%20Desktop/10.1111/j.1741-5705.2011.03912.x

9. Corcoran, P. E. Presidential Concession Speeches: The rhetoric of defeat.
Political Communication. London. 2011. p.109-131.

10.Dijk, T.A. van. Discourse and manipulation. SAGE Publications. 2006.
URL.:

http://www.discourses.org/OldArticles/Discourse%20and%20manipulation.

pdf (mata 3Bepuenns: 30.03.2024).

11. Dijk, T.A. van. Language. Cognition. Communication. Blagoveshchensk.
2000. 308 p.

12. Domke, D., and Coe, K. The God strategy: How religion became a political
weapon in America. Oxford University Press. Oxford, UK. 2010, 231 p.

13.Druckman, J. N., and Holmes, J. W. Does presidential rhetoric matter?
Priming and presidential approval. 2004, URL:10.1111/}.1741-
5705.2004.00222.x

14.Godwin E. S. Presidential discourse, the public and recurring themes: A

political communication analysis of the 2019 State of the Nation Address in
Ghana. 2019. URL.:
https://journals.sagepub.com/doi/pdf/10.1177/20570473221129652  (narta
3BepHenHs: 07.04.2024).

15.Hogan, Kevin. The Psychology of Persuasion: How to Persuade Others to
Your Way of Thinking. USA. 2007. URL:
https://archive.org/details/psychologyofpersO000hoga (mata 3BepHEHHS:
17.04.2024).

16.Jamieson, K. H. Packaging the presidency: A history and criticism of
presidential -campaign advertising. 1996. URL.:
https://archive.org/details/packagingpreside0000jami  (mara  3BepHEHHS:
17.04.2024).

17.John E. Joseph: Language and Politics. Edinburgh University Press, 2006.
URL: https://academic.oup.com/applij/article-abstract/28/2/330/158314
(nata 3Bepuenns: 07.04.2024).

79


http://www.discourses.org/OldArticles/Discourse%20and%20manipulation.pdf
http://www.discourses.org/OldArticles/Discourse%20and%20manipulation.pdf
file:///D:/Users/Администратор/Downloads/Telegram%20Desktop/10.1111/j.1741-5705.2004.00222.x
file:///D:/Users/Администратор/Downloads/Telegram%20Desktop/10.1111/j.1741-5705.2004.00222.x
https://journals.sagepub.com/doi/pdf/10.1177/20570473221129652
https://archive.org/details/psychologyofpers0000hoga
https://archive.org/details/packagingpreside0000jami
https://academic.oup.com/applij/article-abstract/28/2/330/158314

18.Kahneman D. Thinking, fast and slow. New York. 2011. URL:
https://link.springer.com/article/10.1007/s00362-013-0533-y (maTa
3BepHeHHs: 17.04.2024).

19. Kelley C. E. Post-9/11 American Presidential Rhetoric. Plymouth:
Lexington Books. 2007. 340 p.

20.Lakoff G. Don't Think of an Elephant!: Know Your Values and Frame the
Debate. 2004. URL.: https://archive.org/details/dontthinkofeleph00lako (mara
3BepHeHHs: 17.04.2024).

21.Lippmann W. Public Opinion. New York. URL:
file:///C:/Users/Asus/Downloads/public_opinion.118.pdf (mara 3BepHECHHS:
17.04.2024).

22. McCloskey, Deirdre N. Knowledge and persuasion in economics. London.
1994.URL.:
file:///C:/Users/Asus/Downloads/MCCLOSKEYKnowledgeandPersuasion.p
df (nara 3pepuenns: 07.04.2024).

23. Patricia L. Dunmire. Political Discourse Analysis: Exploring the Language
of Politics and the Politics of Language. Kent State University, 2012. URL.:

https://www.researchgate.net/publication/263601538 Political Discourse A

nalysis Exploring the Language of Politics and the Politics of Languag

e (mara 3BepHenHs: 07.04.2024).

24. Petrosyan N. V. The Concept of “Political Discourse”. European Scholar
Journal (ESJ). 2022. URL.:
https://media.neliti.com/media/publications/402133-the-concept-of-political-
discourse-a822b5dc.pdf (nara 3Bepuenns: 07.04.2024).

25.Ramo, Joshua Cooper. Don't Get Sold Short. Doubleday. 2017. 367 p.

26. Ridhatul Fadhli, Nur Rosita. Linguistic Devices Used to Persuade and

Manipulate Audiences of Political Discourse in the 2020 US Presidential
Election. 2023. URL: 125977-86372-1-PB.pdf (mara 3BepHeHHS:
17.04.2024).

80


https://link.springer.com/article/10.1007/s00362-013-0533-y
https://archive.org/details/dontthinkofeleph00lako
file:///C:/Users/Asus/Downloads/public_opinion.118.pdf
file:///C:/Users/Asus/Downloads/MCCLOSKEYKnowledgeandPersuasion.pdf
file:///C:/Users/Asus/Downloads/MCCLOSKEYKnowledgeandPersuasion.pdf
https://www.researchgate.net/publication/263601538_Political_Discourse_Analysis_Exploring_the_Language_of_Politics_and_the_Politics_of_Language
https://www.researchgate.net/publication/263601538_Political_Discourse_Analysis_Exploring_the_Language_of_Politics_and_the_Politics_of_Language
https://www.researchgate.net/publication/263601538_Political_Discourse_Analysis_Exploring_the_Language_of_Politics_and_the_Politics_of_Language
https://media.neliti.com/media/publications/402133-the-concept-of-political-discourse-a822b5dc.pdf
https://media.neliti.com/media/publications/402133-the-concept-of-political-discourse-a822b5dc.pdf
file:///C:/Users/Asus/Downloads/125977-86372-1-PB.pdf

27.Searle, John R. Speech Acts: An Essay in the Philosophy of Language. New
York. 1969. URL.: https://archive.org/details/speechactsessayi0000sear (mara
3BepHeHHs: 17.04.2024).

28.Tannen D. Analyzing Discourse: Text and Talk. Georgetown, 1982. URL.:
https://repository.library.georgetown.edu/bitstream/handle/10822/555474/G
URT_1981.pdf?sequence=1&isAllowed=y (nara 3Bepuenns: 17.04.2024).

29.Tannen D. Gender and Discourse. Oxford University Press, 1994. URL.:
https://play.google.com/store/books/details/Gender_and_Discourse?id=VGR
2CAAAQBAJ&QI=US (nara 3Bepuenns: 17.04.2024).

30.The Difference Between Persuasion & Manipulation. Hoffeld Group. 2015.

URL:https://www.hoffeldgroup.com/wp-

content/uploads/2015/04/Persuasion-vs-Manipulation.pdf (mara 3BepHeHHSs
25.03.2024).
31.Tomas L., Wareing S., Singh 1., Peccei J. S., Tornborrow J., Jones J.

Language, Society and Power: An Introduction. London. 2004. URL.:
file:///C:/Users/Asus/Downloads/Linda Thomas Shan Wareing Ishtla Sin
gh_J.pdf (maTa 3Bepuenns: 17.04.2024).

32. Whissell, C., & Sigelman, L. The times and the man as predictors of
emotion and style in the inaugural addresses of US presidents. Computers
and the Humanities. 2001. p. 255-272.

33. Zakaryia Almahasees, Sameh Mahmoud. Persuasive Strategies Utilized in
the Political Speeches of King Abdullah I1: A Critical Discourse Analysis.
2022.URL.:

https://www.researchqgate.net/publication/361317672 Persuasive strategies

utilized (marta 3Bepuenns: 17.04.2024).
34.Zidane A. Persuasion in Political Discourse. 2014. URL:

https://www.researchgate.net/publication/330508868 Persuasion in politica

|_discourse (nata 3Bepuenns: 17.04.2024).
35.benoBa A. JI. JlekcuyHa cemMaHTHKa 1 MDKKYJIBTYpHI cTepeotunu. KypHai

«MOoBHI 1 KOHIIeNTyaabH1 KapTuHU cBiTY». Kuis, 2002. Ne7. 54 c.
81


https://archive.org/details/speechactsessayi0000sear
https://repository.library.georgetown.edu/bitstream/handle/10822/555474/GURT_1981.pdf?sequence=1&isAllowed=y
https://repository.library.georgetown.edu/bitstream/handle/10822/555474/GURT_1981.pdf?sequence=1&isAllowed=y
https://play.google.com/store/books/details/Gender_and_Discourse?id=VGR2CAAAQBAJ&gl=US
https://play.google.com/store/books/details/Gender_and_Discourse?id=VGR2CAAAQBAJ&gl=US
https://www.hoffeldgroup.com/wp-content/uploads/2015/04/Persuasion-vs-Manipulation.pdf
https://www.hoffeldgroup.com/wp-content/uploads/2015/04/Persuasion-vs-Manipulation.pdf
file:///C:/Users/Asus/Downloads/Linda_Thomas_Shan_Wareing_Ishtla_Singh_J.pdf
file:///C:/Users/Asus/Downloads/Linda_Thomas_Shan_Wareing_Ishtla_Singh_J.pdf
https://www.researchgate.net/publication/361317672_Persuasive_strategies_utilized
https://www.researchgate.net/publication/361317672_Persuasive_strategies_utilized
https://www.researchgate.net/publication/330508868_Persuasion_in_political_discourse
https://www.researchgate.net/publication/330508868_Persuasion_in_political_discourse

36. binonixkka 1. C., UiskoBa H. B. JlinrBoctumicTiuHi 3acobu iHaBrypaminHoi
npomoBH [Ipesunenta CIIA Jxo3eda P. baiinena-monomamero. HaykoBuit
BiICHUK MixkHapoTHOTO rymMaHiTapHoro yHiepcutery. 2021. C. 12-15,

37. boitko B. A., boncyn A. A. KynbTypHO-CUMOBIIYHE HAarOBHEHHS
1HaBrypaiiHuX TPOMOB  YKpAlHCBKUX  MPE3UJEHTIB Yy  KOHTEKCTI
HarieTBopeHHs. ColllaJibHI TEXHOJIOTII: aKTyallbH1 MpoOjieMu Teopii Ta
npaktuku. 2020. C. 134-142.

38. Bonstarok 1.O. Tlomituunuii JJuckypc B YMoBax Pociiicbko-YkpaiHCbKkoi
Biitau: JlinTBicTHYHUIT AcCIIeKT. 2022. URL.: http://zfs-
journal.uzhnu.uz.ua/archive/23/part_1/8.pdf (nata 3sepuenns: 20.04.2024).

39.Bycuk I'. M., Artontok O. B. Cyuacunuit [lomitnunuit uckype Sk O06'ext
Jliarictnuanx Jlocmimkens C. 217.

40.'pe6binr H. B. 3mict MaHimynsmii Sk  pI3HOBUIY IPUXOBAHOIO
MICUXOJIOTIYHOTO BIUIMBY. 30ipHUK HaykoBux mpaupb K-ITHY imeni IBana
Orienka, Inctutyty ncuxosnorii imeni I'.C.Koctioka HAITH VYkpainu. 2013.
URL: http://pd.onu.edu.ua/index.php/2227-
6246/article/download/159618/158849 (nara 3BepHenns: 31.03.2024).

41. Nenucrok FO. I. Ilpesunentcokuit Juckypc sik [Ipeamer JliHrBicTUUHUX
Hocnimxens. Bicuuk JIHinporneTpoBchbkoro YHiBepcutery IMeni Anbdpena
HoGens. 2017. 201 c.

42 Jlenucroxk FO.I. JKanpoBa mnamitpa amMepUKaHCHKOTO MPE3UIECHTCHKOTO
nuckypey. HaykoBuit  BicHMK — CX1AHOEBPOIEHCHKOTO  HAIIOHAJIBHOTO
yHiBepcuteTy iMeHi Jleci Ykpainku. 2016. C. 96-102.

43. Imutpyxk O. B. ManinynatuBai Crpaterii B CydacHii AHIJIOMOBHIM
Komymnikaiii : auc. ... kaua. gin. vayk: 10.02.04. Kuis, 2006. 228 c.

44 Ilyn L1.I. Crpaterii ManinmymoBanast y AurnomoBHux Ilpomosax Jlinepi
Kpain. HamionanpHoro memaroriyHoro yHiBepcutety imeni M.IL
Hparomanosa. Kuis, 2023. 17 c.

45. €snanoa O. O. XKanposa Crparudixkaris [Ipesunentcrkoro [lomiTuanoro

HMuckypcy. HaykoBuii xypHan JIbBIBCBKOTO JI€pKaBHOTO YHIBEPCHUTETY
82


http://pd.onu.edu.ua/index.php/2227-6246/article/download/159618/158849
http://pd.onu.edu.ua/index.php/2227-6246/article/download/159618/158849

0e3neKu >KUTTEAISUIbHOCTI «JIbBiBChKMIA (imonoriyauii yacomucy. 2022.
URL.: http://philologyjournal.lviv.ua/archives/12 2022/9.pdf (maTa
3Bepuenns: 07.04.2024).

46.€BnanoBa 0.0. Micne ¢eHOMEHa MaHIMyJALIl B MOJITUYHOMY JIHUCKYPCI.
[TormykoBo-TeMaTnuHa MoJIQoOHIS cydacHOro MoBo3HaBcTBa. Kwuis, 2021.
97c.

47. Kubak JI. M. o Iluramas OcobmuBocteit Ta Dynkmiit [lomiTuaHOoTro
Huckypcy. HaykoBuii BicHUK MiHapOJHOTO TYMaHITAPHOTO YHIBEPCUTETY.
Cep.: @inonoris. 2016. 126 c.

48. 3aBagcpka O.P. IHaBryparmiiiHi TpOMOBH YKpPaiHCBKHX TPE3UCHTIB SIK
cuMBoOTIUHMM pecypce Biaau. 2020. C. 109-114.

49 3aiinea M.O. 3acobu ManinynstuBHoro BrumBy B CyuacHomy
[Momitnunomy  Huckypci  (miHrBiCTUYHUM — acmnekT).  JIIHrBicTHYHI
nociemkenns. 2012. 104 c.

50.Inpuenko O. M. ETukeTu3aiiisi aHTI10-aMepUKaHCHKOTO HAYKOBOTO JTUCKYPCY
: aBToped. auc. ... 1-pa pin. Hayk: 10.02.04. Kuis, 2002. 37 c.

51.Kapabyra O. CycninsHo-ITomitnuna Jlekcuka y Ilomituunomy Jluckypci:
CemaHTUYHUI AcCHEKT. XepcoH. 2017. URL:
file:///D:/thesis/%D0%9A%D0%B0%D1%80%D0%B0%D0%B1%D1%83
%D1%82%D0%B0%20%D0%9IE.%D0%9IF.%20%D0%A1%D1%83%D1
%81%D0%BF%D1%96%D0%BB%D1%8C%D0%BD%D0%BE-
%D0%BF%D0%BE%D0%BB%D1%96%D1%82%D0%B8%D1%87%D0
%BD%D0%B0%20%D0%BB%D0%B5%D0%BA%D1%81%D0%B8%D0
%BA%D0%BO0.pdf (nara 3BepuenHs 25.03.2024).

52.Kapacuxk B. W. S3bikoBoe mnposiBieHue nuyHocTd. MockBa: Hayuno-
UCCIenoBaTeNnbcKas 1abopatopusi « AKCHOJIOTUYECKasi TUHTBUCTUKAY, 2016.
383 c.

53. KoBasibuyk O. JIITHrBOPUTOPHUYHI ACTIEKTH MOJITUYHUX MPOMOB CyYaCHHX

aMEpPUKAHCHKUX MOJIITUKIB. AKTyaJbHI MUTaHHS T'yMaHITapHUX Hayk. 2021.

C. 190-195.
83


http://philologyjournal.lviv.ua/archives/12_2022/9.pdf
file:///D:/thesis/Ð�Ð°Ñ�Ð°Ð±Ñ�Ñ�Ð°%20Ð�.Ð�.%20Ð¡Ñ�Ñ�Ð¿Ñ�Ð»Ñ�Ð½Ð¾-Ð¿Ð¾Ð»Ñ�Ñ�Ð¸Ñ�Ð½Ð°%20Ð»ÐµÐºÑ�Ð¸ÐºÐ°.pdf
file:///D:/thesis/Ð�Ð°Ñ�Ð°Ð±Ñ�Ñ�Ð°%20Ð�.Ð�.%20Ð¡Ñ�Ñ�Ð¿Ñ�Ð»Ñ�Ð½Ð¾-Ð¿Ð¾Ð»Ñ�Ñ�Ð¸Ñ�Ð½Ð°%20Ð»ÐµÐºÑ�Ð¸ÐºÐ°.pdf
file:///D:/thesis/Ð�Ð°Ñ�Ð°Ð±Ñ�Ñ�Ð°%20Ð�.Ð�.%20Ð¡Ñ�Ñ�Ð¿Ñ�Ð»Ñ�Ð½Ð¾-Ð¿Ð¾Ð»Ñ�Ñ�Ð¸Ñ�Ð½Ð°%20Ð»ÐµÐºÑ�Ð¸ÐºÐ°.pdf
file:///D:/thesis/Ð�Ð°Ñ�Ð°Ð±Ñ�Ñ�Ð°%20Ð�.Ð�.%20Ð¡Ñ�Ñ�Ð¿Ñ�Ð»Ñ�Ð½Ð¾-Ð¿Ð¾Ð»Ñ�Ñ�Ð¸Ñ�Ð½Ð°%20Ð»ÐµÐºÑ�Ð¸ÐºÐ°.pdf
file:///D:/thesis/Ð�Ð°Ñ�Ð°Ð±Ñ�Ñ�Ð°%20Ð�.Ð�.%20Ð¡Ñ�Ñ�Ð¿Ñ�Ð»Ñ�Ð½Ð¾-Ð¿Ð¾Ð»Ñ�Ñ�Ð¸Ñ�Ð½Ð°%20Ð»ÐµÐºÑ�Ð¸ÐºÐ°.pdf
file:///D:/thesis/Ð�Ð°Ñ�Ð°Ð±Ñ�Ñ�Ð°%20Ð�.Ð�.%20Ð¡Ñ�Ñ�Ð¿Ñ�Ð»Ñ�Ð½Ð¾-Ð¿Ð¾Ð»Ñ�Ñ�Ð¸Ñ�Ð½Ð°%20Ð»ÐµÐºÑ�Ð¸ÐºÐ°.pdf

54 Kongaparenko H. B. Vkpaincekuit momituunuii nuckypce: Tekcryamnmizamis
peanpHOCTI: Monorpadis. Omeca 2007. 196 c.

55. Kpammuea 10. B., Kpikyn JI. A. IlomituyHa mnpomMoBa SIK pPI3HOBH]
MOJIITUYHOT KOMYHKaIlii. 3akaprnarchki ¢inonoriuni crymii. 2019. C. 42-45.
56.Macen» FO. 3arampna Xapaktepuctuka Crpaterii Ta  TakTuk
MamninymoBanHs B AHriioMoBHi# [lomituuniit Pexmami. XKutomup. 2012.
URL: http://eprints.zu.edu.ua/7198/1/12muszhs.pdf (mara 3BepHeHHS:

31.03.2024).

57.Mozep M.€. KomynikatuBui Taktuku Tta Crparerii B I[lomituanomy

Huckypci. «®Diocodiss Ta MOITITONOTISE B KOHTEKCTI CYYaCHOI KYJBTYPH».
Kuis, 2020. 146 c.

58.Haropna JI. b. TlomiTnyna MoBa i MOBHA TIOJTITHKA: Jiama30H MOXKJIMBOCTEH
nomituyHoi JiHrBictTukn / HAH VYkpainm; [HCTUTYT mnOMTHYHUX 1
C€THOHAIIIOHAJIFHUX Jociimkens. K.: Ceitormsaa, 2005. 316 c.

59.Hesenbchka-I'opaeeBa O.I1., Heuwtaiino B.O. Maninymnamii sk 3aci6
[ndopmariitHo-IIcuxonoriunoro BBy B IHpopmariitniii Biiini. Xapkis,
2021. 83c.

60.[TaBnypka B. O. IMomituuanii quckypce: ocobnuBocTi Ta GyHKIii. BicHuK
JKutomupchkoro jep>kaBHOro yHiBepcuTeTy 1MeHi [Bana @panka.
Kurtommp, 2008. c. 218-221.

61.ITinrpymauit B. A. OcobnuBocti [lomituunoro Jluckypcy B Cyuachii
Jliursictumi €. 251.

62.Cepaxum K. Jluckypc SK COIIIONIHTBAJIbHE SBHIINE: METOOJIOTIS,
apxITEKTOHIKa, BapiaTUBHICTh: MoHOTpadis. Kuis, 2002. 392 c.

63. CnaBoBa JI.JI. MoBHa OCOOMCTICTh MOMITHKA: KOTHITUBHO-IUCKYPCHUBHHM
acniekT: MoHorpadis. XKuromup, 2010. 358 c.

64. Crebnina H. O. Texctu odimiitHOT0 MOTITUYHOTO AUCKYPCY SK THAUKATOP
eBouTIoLii moyTuyHOro pexkumy. Bicauk JlonHY imeni Bacuns Cryca. 2019.

C. 85-95.

84


http://eprints.zu.edu.ua/7198/1/12muszhs.pdf

65. Crparerii MoBHoro MamninymoBands y Buctynax [lomitununux Jligepis.

URL.: https://philology.Inu.edu.ua/wp-
content/uploads/2019/03/Manipuliuvannia.pdf (mata 3BEPHEHHS:
31.03.2024).

66.Yexmuies O. [leperonu 3 Tinnt. Kuis, 2003. C. 26-37.

67. Yeniib O.5. Ocob6muBocti Peamizanii KomynikatuBaux Crparerii 'y
[Momitnunomy Juckypci. Haykosi 3ammcku HarioHanmbHOTO yHIBEpCHUTETY
«Octpo3bka akaneMis». Octpor. 2015. 276 c.

68.Uynunos, A.Il. [lonutrnyeckass MMHTBUCTHKA: yuyeOHOe mocobue. dnuHTa:
Hayxka, 2006. 256 c.

69. Axoenko FO.JI., bonorina E.B., KBama O.I1., InaBrypamiitai [IpomoBu
[IpesupentiB CIHIA @®. Py3penbra Ta [J[. baiinena: Icropuko-
[Tomitonoriynuit Anani3. Perionanbhi cryaii. 2023. 163 c.

70. SlukoB A. B. ComaJpHO-MONITHYHI HEOJOTI3MH Ta OKa3lOHAII3MH B
aMEpPUKaHCbKOMY BapiaHTl aHTJIACHKOI MOBH: CTPYKTypa — CEMaHTHUKA —
dbyHKuioHyBaHHA : aBToped. auc. ... kaHa. ¢in. Hayk: 10.02.04. JIbBiB,

2004. 20 c.

List of illustrative materials

71.Barack Obama's campaign speech. 2007. URL: Barack Obama's campaign

speech | World news | The Guardian (nara 3sepuenns 16.04.2024).
72.Barack Obama's victory speech — full text. 2012. URL: Barack Obama's

victory speech — full text | Barack Obama | The Guardian (mara 3BepHeHHS
16.04.2024).

73.Donald Trump’s Congress speech (full text). 2017. URL: Donald Trump’s
Congress speech (full text) | CNN Politics (nata 3epuenns 16.04.2024).

74.Donald Trump’s victory speech. 2016. URL: Donald Trump’s victory
speech (full text) | CNN Politics (nara 3Bepaenns 16.04.2024).

85


https://philology.lnu.edu.ua/wp-content/uploads/2019/03/Manipuliuvannia.pdf
https://philology.lnu.edu.ua/wp-content/uploads/2019/03/Manipuliuvannia.pdf
https://www.theguardian.com/world/2007/feb/10/barackobama
https://www.theguardian.com/world/2007/feb/10/barackobama
https://www.theguardian.com/world/2012/nov/07/barack-obama-speech-full-text
https://www.theguardian.com/world/2012/nov/07/barack-obama-speech-full-text
https://edition.cnn.com/2017/02/28/politics/donald-trump-speech-transcript-full-text/index.html
https://edition.cnn.com/2017/02/28/politics/donald-trump-speech-transcript-full-text/index.html
https://edition.cnn.com/2016/11/09/politics/donald-trump-victory-speech/index.html
https://edition.cnn.com/2016/11/09/politics/donald-trump-victory-speech/index.html

75.Former President Trump announces 2024 presidential bid Transcript. 2024.
URL: Trump Announces 2024 Presidential Bid | Transcripts (rev.com) (gata
3BepHeHHs 16.04.2024).

76.Full text of Obama's speech to Congress. 2009. URL.: Full text of Obama's
speech to Congress | Barack Obama | The Guardian (mara 3BepHEHHS
16.04.2024).

77.lnaugural Address Dby President Barack Obama. 2013. URL:

https://obamawhitehouse.archives.qgov/the-press-

office/2013/01/21/inaugural-address-president-barack-obama (mata
3BepHeHHs 16.04.2024).
78.Inaugural Address by President Joseph R. Biden, Jr. 2021. URL.:

https://www.whitehouse.gov/briefing-room/speeches-

remarks/2021/01/20/inaugural-address-by-president-joseph-r-biden-jr/ (mzara
3BepHeHHs 14.04.2024).
79.Joe Biden acceptance speech: Full transcript. 2020. URL:

https://www.aljazeera.com/news/2020/11/8/joe-biden-acceptance-speech-

full-transcript (narta 3BepHenHs 16.04.2024).

80.Joe Biden Launches His Re-Election Campaign For President: Let’s Finish
the Job Transcript. 2023. URL: Joe Biden Launches His Re-Election
Campaign For President: Let's Finish the Job Transcript | Rev Blog (nata
3BepHeHHs 16.04.2024).

81.Joe Biden’s Campaign Announcement Video, Annotated. 2019. URL: Joe

Biden’s Campaign Announcement Video, Annotated - The New York Times

(nytimes.com) (mata 3BepuenHs 16.04.2024).
82.0bama’s  President-Elect =~ Acceptance  Speech.  2008.  URL:
https://www.theguardian.com/commentisfree/2008/nov/05/uselections2008-

barackobama (mara 3Bepuenns 16.04.2024).

83.0bama's 2013 State of the Union Speech: Full Text. 2013. URL: Obama's
2013 State of the Union Speech: Full Text - The Atlantic (nara 3BepHeHHs
16.04.2024).

86


https://www.rev.com/blog/transcripts/former-president-trump-announces-2024-presidential-bid-transcript
https://www.theguardian.com/world/2009/feb/25/full-text-barack-obama-congress-address
https://www.theguardian.com/world/2009/feb/25/full-text-barack-obama-congress-address
https://obamawhitehouse.archives.gov/the-press-office/2013/01/21/inaugural-address-president-barack-obama
https://obamawhitehouse.archives.gov/the-press-office/2013/01/21/inaugural-address-president-barack-obama
https://www.whitehouse.gov/briefing-room/speeches-remarks/2021/01/20/inaugural-address-by-president-joseph-r-biden-jr/
https://www.whitehouse.gov/briefing-room/speeches-remarks/2021/01/20/inaugural-address-by-president-joseph-r-biden-jr/
https://www.aljazeera.com/news/2020/11/8/joe-biden-acceptance-speech-full-transcript
https://www.aljazeera.com/news/2020/11/8/joe-biden-acceptance-speech-full-transcript
https://www.rev.com/blog/transcripts/joe-biden-launches-his-re-election-campaign-for-president-lets-finish-the-job-transcript
https://www.rev.com/blog/transcripts/joe-biden-launches-his-re-election-campaign-for-president-lets-finish-the-job-transcript
https://www.nytimes.com/2019/04/25/us/politics/biden-campaign-video-announcement.html
https://www.nytimes.com/2019/04/25/us/politics/biden-campaign-video-announcement.html
https://www.nytimes.com/2019/04/25/us/politics/biden-campaign-video-announcement.html
https://www.theguardian.com/commentisfree/2008/nov/05/uselections2008-barackobama
https://www.theguardian.com/commentisfree/2008/nov/05/uselections2008-barackobama
https://www.theatlantic.com/politics/archive/2013/02/obamas-2013-state-of-the-union-speech-full-text/273089/
https://www.theatlantic.com/politics/archive/2013/02/obamas-2013-state-of-the-union-speech-full-text/273089/

84.President Barack Obama's Inaugural Address. 2009. URL.: President Barack

Obama's Inaugural Address | whitehouse.gov (archives.gov) (mara
3BepHeHHs 16.04.2024).
85.Read President Joe Biden’s first address to Congress. 2021. URL:

Transcript: Read President Biden’s first address to Congress | CNN Politics

86.Remarks by the President in Address to the Nation on the Way Forward in
Afghanistan and Pakistan. 2009. URL: Remarks by the President in Address
to the Nation on the Way Forward in Afghanistan and Pakistan |

whitehouse.gov (archives.gov) (narta 3BepHenns 16.04.2024).

87.The full text of Donald Trump's inauguration speech. 2017. URL.:
https://www.theguardian.com/world/2017/jan/20/donald-trump-

inauguration-speech-full-text (narta 3sepuenns 15.04.2024).

88.Trump State of the Union 2019: Read the full transcript. 2019. URL: 2019
State of the Union: Read the full transcript | CNN Politics (nata 3BepHeHHs
16.04.2024).

89.Watch Obama’s Full Speech at the Democratic National Convention. 2020.

URL:  https://www.pbs.org/newshour/politics/read-obamas-full-speech-at-

the-democratic-national-convention (nara 3BepHenHs 16.04.2024).

87


https://obamawhitehouse.archives.gov/blog/2009/01/21/president-barack-obamas-inaugural-address
https://obamawhitehouse.archives.gov/blog/2009/01/21/president-barack-obamas-inaugural-address
https://edition.cnn.com/2021/04/28/politics/biden-congress-address-transcript/index.html
https://obamawhitehouse.archives.gov/the-press-office/remarks-president-address-nation-way-forward-afghanistan-and-pakistan
https://obamawhitehouse.archives.gov/the-press-office/remarks-president-address-nation-way-forward-afghanistan-and-pakistan
https://obamawhitehouse.archives.gov/the-press-office/remarks-president-address-nation-way-forward-afghanistan-and-pakistan
https://www.theguardian.com/world/2017/jan/20/donald-trump-inauguration-speech-full-text
https://www.theguardian.com/world/2017/jan/20/donald-trump-inauguration-speech-full-text
https://edition.cnn.com/2019/02/05/politics/donald-trump-state-of-the-union-2019-transcript/index.html
https://edition.cnn.com/2019/02/05/politics/donald-trump-state-of-the-union-2019-transcript/index.html
https://www.pbs.org/newshour/politics/read-obamas-full-speech-at-the-democratic-national-convention
https://www.pbs.org/newshour/politics/read-obamas-full-speech-at-the-democratic-national-convention

SUMMARY
BuBYeHHS MONITUYHOTO JUCKYPCY € KJIIOYEM J0 PO3YMiHHS MOro BIUIMBY Ha

CYCIIJIBCTBO 1 MOJITUKY, 0co0auBo B Cnomyuyenux llltarax, ge momiTuyHi digepu
MPOTIOHYIOTh HOBI MIJAXOAM Ta IUN. AKTYyalIbHICTh JOCTIKEHHS IOJISATaE Y
BUBYCHHI TMOJITUYHOTO JIUCKYPCY SIK KIIOYOBOTO YWHHUKA YIIPaBJIiHHS,
dbopMyBaHHS TPOMAJCHKOT IYMKHU Ta COLIATbHUX 3MiH.

OO6'exTOM JOCIIKEHHS € MAHIMYJISATUBHI TPUIHOMH, 1110 BUKOPUCTOBYIOTHCS
B MOJIITHYHOMY JTUCKYPC1 @HTJIOMOBHUMH TOJIITUKAMH.

[IpenmMeToM JmoCHDKEHHS € BepOanbHI 3acoOM KOMYHIKaIlii, 30Kpema
CTWJIICTHUYHI MPUMOMH, JIEKCUYHI Ta TpaMaTU4HI 3aCO0U 1 MPUHOMM MaHIyJIAIII],
10 BUKOPUCTOBYIOTHCS /AJISl 3MIHU CIPUMHATTS aJpecaTa.

JIist pO3KPUTTS METH MaricTepchbkoi poOOTH Oyiyd BUPIIIEHI HACTYIHI
3aBJaHHS: BU3HAYCHO MOHATTS MOJITUYHOTO JWCKYpPCY Ta SIBUIA MAHIMyJAIIl B
Cy4YacCHIM JIHIBICTHI; PO3KPUTO CYTHICTb MAHINYJSITUBHOTO BIUIMBY Ha
CBIJIOMICTh JIFOJIMHU 32 JIOMOMOTOI0 MOBH; IpOaHai30BaHO BepOaibHI 3acolu
KOMYHIKaTUBHOTO BIUIMBY Ha ajpecaTa B aHIJIOMOBHUX MPOMOBAX MOJITHKIB i
yac BHOOpPYMX KaMIlaHii; TMOKa3aHO KOHKPETHI TMPHUKIATA BUKOPUCTAHHS B
aHTJINACHKIA MOB1 MaHIMyJIATUBHUX CTpAaTeriil 1 TaKTHUK, MOB'SI3aHUX 3 BUOOPUYUM
TIPOIIECOM.

[TomiTHUHUI JTUCKYpPC € BAXKIUBUM IHCTPyMEHTOM Yy (GOpMYyBaHHI
CYCNUJIBCTB 1 CHCTEM YINPAaBIIHHS, CHIPUSAIOYM KOMYHIKallli, IeperoBopam i
BIJIHOCMHAM MIX BJAJIOI0 Ta CYCHUIbCTBOM. BiH iH(pOpMyeE, 3m1MCHIOE BIUIUB 1
dbopmye TpOMaJChKy AYMKY CTOCOBHO BaxUIMBUX TeM. [lomiTHUHMIA TUCKYpC 1Ie
CTHJIb MOBH, 1[0 BUKOPHCTOBYETHCS B TOJITHYHOMY KOHTEKCTI JIJIT OOTOBOPCHHSI
pO3MOAUTY BJIQJHUX ITOBHOBAXKEHb, COIIAILHUX OPIEHTUPIB Ta 11€0JOTIYHUX
norfisifiB. Bin Bkitovyae iHpOpMyBaHHS, IEPEKOHAHHS, 3a0X0UYEHHS, BUPAKEHHS Ta
NOIIMpPEHHs 1H(oOpMalli, perynoBaHHS Mepefadi  iHpopMalii, MIATPUMKY
NOJIITUYHUX CTpaTerii Ta 3MiHY TpoMajchbkoi IyMmKu. [lomiTMuHE MOBIEHHS

cupsiMoBaHe Ha (OPMYBaHHS TOPAJKY JEHHOTO, MPOEKTYBAaHHA MaHOYTHIX 1
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MUHYJTUX TOAIM Ta CTBOPEHHS MOBJICHHEBOI pEaTbHOCTI, SKa BHU3HAUaE, SIK
CYCIIJIBCTBO CIIPUIMAE MOTITUYHUX JTIJIEPIB.

Ilepcyasiss B MOJMITUYHOMY JUCKYpPCl OXOIUTFOE€ PI3HI TEXHIKH, SKI
BUKOPHUCTOBYIOTh TMOJITHKU JAJIs1 BIUIUBY Ha TPOMAJACHKY AYMKY Ta pimeHHs. Jlo
HUX HaJeXaTh €MOI[IHI 3aKJIMKH, MO0YI0Ba JOBIpU, MOCUJIAHHS HAa aBTOPUTETH,
JIOTIYHA apryMEHTalliss Ta TIOCWJIaHHS Ha couiaibHl HOpMHU. EdexTuBHICTH
KOMYHIKAI[1 MiIBUIYE€THCS 32 JOMOMOTOI0 (PpeiiMiHTy, YITKUX 3aKIUKIB 0 il Ta
NMOBTOPEHHS ToBiAOMIIeHb. [IparmaTka mae BupilaJibHE 3HAYEHHS Y BUBYEHHI
MOJIITUYHOTO JTUCKYpPCY, OCKUIBKM BOHa IHTEPHpPETye TMPUXOBaHI 3HAUYCHHS,
HeBepOalbHI TMIJKa3KKM Ta KyJbTYpPHI HIOQHCH, IOKPALIYIOYM PO3YMIHHS Ta
CHPUNHATTS MOB1IOMIIEHb. BUKOPHCTOBYIOUM NEpCyasito 1 MparMaTuky, MOJITHKU
MOXXYTh JOJIATH KOMYHIKalliHI MEepemKoar, 3100yBaTH MIATPUMKY 1 JOCATATH
CBOIX LIJIEW y paMKax JI€MOKPAaTUUHUX PUHIIUIIB.

Mamninymsimiss — 1e (¢opma ColaJibHOTO  BIUIMBY, KOJM 0co0a
OTOCEPEIKOBAHO HaB'si3y€e ajpecary BJACHI I, Kl 4acTO cylepeyaTh UM 1
notrpedam aapecarta. CrpaTerii BKJIIOYAIOTh YXWJIEHHS BiJ IPaBJd, CIOTBOPEHHS
iH(dopMarlli, IMyHI3alil0 BHUCIOBIIOBaHb, MOAMMIKALIK UIOKYTUBHOI CHJIU
BUCIIOBJICHHS, TPYTOBY 17IeHTU(IKAIIIO Ta CTPYKTYPYBaHHS 3a PEICBAHTHICTIO.

[Ipe3uieHTChKuil TUCKYPC — 1€ CYKYITHICTh KOMYHIKATUBHUX METOJIIB, SIKi
BUKOPHUCTOBYIOTh TMPE3UICHTH AJI BIUIMBY HAa TPOMAJCHKY IYMKY, BU3HAUCHHS
TMOJITUYHUX I(iJTei i JeMOHCTpALlil CBOro aBTOPUTETY. IOro OCHOBHHMH I/ISIMU €
JOCSITHEHHSI  TOJITUYHOI TOTYXXHOCTI, ()OpMYyBaHHSI CYCHUIBHOI JYMKH Ta
NOJITUYHOTO  pe3ynbTary. [Ipe3uneHTH BUKOPUCTOBYIOTH  PI3HI  KaHpH,
BKJIFOYAI0YM YPOUMCTI 3BEPHEHHS, MEepeABUOOPYl TPOMOBU, KPU30BI KOMYHIKAIII1,
MOJIITUYHI 3asBH, Ipec-KOH(EPEeHIlil Ta COLiajibHI MEpexi, 1100 BIUIMBaTH Ha
IPOMAJICbKY AYMKY.

[Ipe3u1eHTChKi TPOMOBH YacTO BUKOPHUCTOBYIOThH JICKCUYHI 1HIUKATOPH IS
CTBOPEHHSI TEPEKOHJIMBUX IMOBIJOMIIEHb, SIKI PE30HYIOTh 3 PI3SHOMAHITHOIO
aynuTopiero. Y poboTi mokaszaHi npukianu npomoB JIxk. balinena, [[. Tpamma Ta

b. O6amu, siki BUKOPUCTOBYIOTh YHI()IKOBaHY MOBY, 30ipHI 3aiiMEHHUKH, CUIbHI
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OPUKMETHUKH, €MOIIHY MOBY Ta peiiriiiHy JeKCuKy. Bukopucranus
yHI(pIKOBaHOT MOBM B iXHIX NpPOMOBaX MIAKPECTIOE CIHIIbHY 1ACHTUYHICTH 1
BIIMOBIAANBHICT, TOMI AK 30ipHI 3aiMEHHUKH BKa3ylOTh Ha I1HKIIFO3MBHICTH 1
CHUIbHY BJIACHICTh. [[pUKMETHUKHN HaWBUIOTO CTYMEHs MOPIBHSIHHS BXXUBAIOTHCS
JUTSL BUPAKEHHS 3aXOIJIEHHsI a00 €HTy31a3My HI0JI0 NMEBHUX MOHATh UM JOCSTHEHb.
Emoriiiina MoBa crpusie 3MIIIHEHHIO BIEBHEHOCTI Ta ONTHUMI3MY, KOJH HIEThCS
PO 3arajJlbHOHAIIOHAIBHI TPOOJIeMH, TOMI SK OiOMiiHI amro3ii JgomoMararoTh
HAroJIOCUTH Ha MOPAJIbHUX MPUHIUIIAX Ta TyXOBHUX NEPEKOHAHHSX.

[TomTHKM BUKOPHUCTOBYIOTH pPi3HI TpaMaTHYHI 3acOOW IS ITiIBUIICHHS
e(EeKTHUBHOCTI CBOIX IPOMOB. BOHM BUKOPUCTOBYIOTh ITPOCTI, CYpSAIHI Ta MiAPSAIHI
pedeHHs, 100 BUCIOBIIOBATH 1]1€i Ta BTpUMYBATH yBary ayaurtopii. MopaaibHi
JECTIOBA BUPAXAIOTh PINIY4iCTh, 3000B'I3aHHS Ta OYIKYBaHHS, TOAl AK YMOBHI
pEUYEeHHSI OMUCYIOTh TIMOTETUYHI CUTYyAIlli Ta MOTEHIHHI pe3ynbTaTtu. HakazoBuit
CHOCI0 BHUKOPUCTOBYETHCS, LI00 CHOHYKaTH CIyXayiB J0 KOHKPETHUX [iH,
MIJKPECTIOI0YN TEPMIHOBICTh a00 BaXKJIMBICTh. PO3/1I0BI NHUTaHHS, 1HBEPCIA
(fronting) Ta okIMYHI pEYCHHS BHUAUIAIOTH KJIOYOBI MOMEHTH Ta BHIUISIOTH
OCHOBHY JyMKY ITPOMOB.

Jlo cTumicTuaHUX 3aco0iB, K1 HaYaACTIIE BUKOPUCTOBYIOTHCS Y POMOBAX
MPE3UICHTIB, HalexkaTh aHadopa, Metadopa, mapanesizM Ta nepepaxyBanns. Kpim
TOro, mnepcoHiikailisi, METOHIMIisl, TOPIBHSHHS, AaCHUHJIETOH, Xia3M, eJIICHC,
amirTepallis, aHTUTE3a TaKOXX BHKOPUCTOBYIOTHCA ISl TOro, o0 CTBOPUTH
IIPOMOBH, SIK1 3aIIaM'STOBYIOTBCS, EMOIIIHO PE30HYIOTh, aleI00Th A0 IHUPOKOTO
KOJIa ayIUTOpii Ta BIUIMBAIOTh HA TPOMAJICHKY TYyMKY.

B imaBrypamiiiniii mpomoBi J[x. baliiena migKpecirOOTHCS  OCHOBHI
uinHocTi Cnonmydyenux LlltartiB, cepea AKX €IHICTh, PIIIYYICTh 1 CTIHKICTh. BiH
BU3HAE OaraTy ICTOPII0 Ta HAIMOJICTIWBICTh KpaiHHW, 3a0XOUYYIOUM MATPIOTU3M 1
pimryuictb.  bailimeH BUKOpPHUCTOBYe  MAaHINMyJISATUBHI  CTparterii, Taki K
IHKJIIO3UBHICTh, TIOBTOPEHHSI 1 TIOCWJIaHHS Ha AaBTOPUTET, 00 CHPUSITH
COJIIAAPHOCTI Ta €JHOCTI. TpamMn BHUKOPUCTOBYE TaKi TaKTHKH, SK YXWUJISTHHS Bij

npaBAy Ta IMyHI3ali0, 00 BCTAHOBUTH 3B'SI30K 13 MEPECIUYHUMH aMEPUKAHIISIMU.
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VY cBOiX MpoMoBax BiH MPUJIISE BETUKY yBary mnorpedam 3BuYaiiHux mronei. B
1HaBrypaiiitnux npomoBax b. O6amu 3By4aiu TeMU €THOCTI, HAMOJETJIMBOCTI Ta
BUKJIMKIB, IIO CTOATh TEpell Hall€lo. Y Tepiiid TpoMOBI BiH HAarojouirye Ha
eKOHOMIYHIN Kpu3i Ta HEOOXITHOCTI €THOCTI 1 MY>KHOCTi. Y JpYTiii MPOMOBI BiH
nigkpecioe cuiay KOoHCTUTYIIT Ta IIIHHOCTI CHpaBEeUIMBOCTI 1 piBHOCTI. OOMABI

IIPOMOBH B1I0OPaKaIOTh Pi3H1 MPIOPUTETH 1 KOHTEKCTHU Mpe3uieHTcTBa O0aMu.
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Appendix A
A table of strategies and tactics of manipulation

Strategies

Tactics

evasion of truth

labeling
glittering generalization
transfer

the use of neologisms

distortion of

information

repetition

hyperbolization

reduction

simplification of concepts
default

fraud

fabrication of facts

shredding the whole picture

immunization of

statements

calling for authority

use of universal expressions

modification of
illocutionary power of

utterances

categorical nomination

non-categorical nomination

group identification

strategy

inclusiveness

distancing

strategy of structuring
according to the

principle of relevance

providing important information at the beginning
and end of the message

use of structures with implicit potential
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